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This paper examines the origins of the first Amamistate archive, the Alabama
Department of Archives and History, founded in Myprhery in 1901. Appearing more
than thirty years before the establishment of th&dwal Archives, the ADAH proved an
important source of emulation for other state aresi It also played a fundamental role
in constructing Alabama’s collective memory in thake of post-Reconstruction social
tumult. Focusing on the practices of the Archiviest director, Thomas McAdory
Owen, it places the initial decade of his diredtgrsat the center of two intertwining
dynamics: the political ambitions of the state’stehanti-Populist government, and the
growing emphasis in academic history on close atgettive” study of archival
documents in the production of historical scholgrsfihe paper demonstrates how
contemporary thought impacted the collection pesadf the ADAH and argues for
Owen’s importance for understanding the complexmeadf the relationships archivists
forge with the societies around them.
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Introduction

The title of this paper owes a recognizable delsiremleric JamesonBhe
Political Unconsciousa work of literary criticism thatontraFreud’s dictum “the
unconscious knows no history,” employs the mettaidsstoricization to recover the
repressed or internalized ideological preconditioha text’s creation. The following
paragraphs argue that archives, like the literalareeson analyzes, are equally wrought
with a politicized, and just as frequently fore@ds“unconscious.” Every archive
contains within its form, cutting across its grédyied narratives and social experiences
that are capable of imparting a powerful messagetahe ideological power of the
repository.

An archive is born of specific if diverse circuiaasces. It is a concrete response to
ideological needs realized in terms of identifightactices and pre-existing forms of
representation. Through these forms it creategdeif a purposeful bond with, but also a
necessary distance from, the overall social redatigs of its time. The repository, in
other words, fulfills a particular function at asgn point in history, a task necessarily
conditioned by an array of regnant interests, \&@laad purposes. It is the product of
stakeholders, record-makers and -users, those ed®divested interest in its existence
and continuing survival. It is the product, morega# self-conscious activity on the part
of these who identify themselves, within and thitoitgas archivists—a designation

itself the token of a professional middle class &gimg in near contemporaneous fashion



during the last decades of the nineteenth centiifyas practical, material uses; it
obscures as much as it makes visible.

As a term, however, “archive” is multifarious: iergeral usage it can refer to a
place, to the people who work within it, or to #iesorted records contained on its shelves
and in its files. All three are sites where theiessor questions that a community finds
most pressing are preserved. The archive is bagplgdistorical and peculiarly timeless.
To understand how it can be so socially embedddd/anappear so detached from the
changes and struggles of the society around it—#sgBs its “archival unconscious™—is
the task of this paper.

In an attempt to formulate an answer, | focus gimgle moment in the history of
American archivy: the establishment of the firstestarchive. Founded in Montgomery,
Alabama, in 1901, the state’s Department of Archiaed History established the first
independent state agency responsible for the damebdic and state government records.
Prior to the establishment of the ADAH, other stdtad sponsored history programs and
societies, while other libraries or secretariestate were charged with the retention of
public records. None had the power of an offioggdasitory of the government. The
founding of the Department preceded that of theddat Archives by more than three
decades, and its influence upon state archivessithe nation was unparalleled. The
ADAH therefore stands at the closing of one mone#tmerican archival history and at
the beginning of another.

The interweaving of archival and social circumsemthat gave rise to the
Archives forms the backbone of this study. It loaksvhat the repository collected and

who its stakeholders were, and why. It then trdlbesareer of Thomas MacAdory



Owen, the first director of the ADAH, in light di¢ concurrent emergence of the
professional archivist in the United States atttina of the century.

This paper aims to make a case for archival histboydo so, it presents the
formation of the ADAH as a case study in the higtmir American archive-building.
Through an investigation of the origins of the Adaia Department of Archives, it argues
for the benefit and importance of turning to theharal past to clarify the present roles of
archivists and their institutions.

What follows does not amount to a plea for thamebf the archivist-historian
that founded the discipline of archivy in this caynhowever. The relationship between
the archivist and the historian has been complex fihe start, of course. Archiving has
always been imbued and renewed by historical scétaf® whether amateur or
academic. Throughout the nineteenth century, gikersalient historical dimensions of
their work—even in a relatively young country witdw significantly “old” records such
as the United States—archivists viewed themselses aot historians, at least
researchers of historical documents. Their assooiatith the professional community
of historical scholarship was deep and in somescimendational.

Ties to the production of historical scholarshipdnaroded over the course of the
twentieth century. There are tactical and prattieasons for this, many of which have
been traced at great length elsewHeFae professionalization of the archivist resulted
(or was the product of) an identity increasinglstioliguished from that of the historian.
The elaboration of a multifaceted body of archivedory, an element of
professionalization, has presented its own set@-tonsuming, intellectual challenges.

Such theory has developed largely at the expengeaicademic writing of history,



which has been pushed to the margins of profedsiesponsibilities and expectations.
The rise of electronic record-keeping, couchedhedontext of the rapid growth of
modern information technology, further limited tingpact historical scholarship would
have on the development of current trends in tkle.f\While provenance-based
approaches to electronic records has ultimateleskto refocus attention on identifying
and making available historical knowledge aboubréds and their creation, institutional
history and critique appears less viable and, nmopertantly, less needed.

Without denying the importance of provenance @sidihis paper amounts to a
reevaluation of the place of historical scholarshighin the archive and, specifically, the
necessity of archival history to the archivistsuggests, through a study of Owen and the
ADAMH, that practitioners could use a greater awessrof the history of their field in
order to make clear what is both singular aboubth&tacles they face as professionals
and the roles archives perform—in short, the releeaof archives and archivists to
society. While acknowledging the significance ohrhistorical forms of knowledge in
archival work, archival history stands apart frangd thereby complements, both archival
theory and academic historical scholarship. Astdss in the first section of the paper, it
pays heed first and foremost to the overarchingphal imperative that drives the
creation and support of all archives.

Although the account offered here calls attenteoa physical site and its physical
records, archival history is not bound by the rdématerialism. If anything, the
growing dominance of electronic records has givenlie to the importance of the
material presence of the archival document. Thereaif the record—and so the

archive—encompasses the intangible web of use am&gement, and the play of power



and authority such actions set into motion. Tlohiarst is perpetually caught in the
middle of these transactions, an active participaits processes as much as a passive,
invisible provider of records. By examining andesssng their professional pasts and
legacies, by putting their accounts to the testenf interpretations and encounters in the
present, archivists have the opportunity to reniéatheir status in society. It is hoped,
though by no means certain, that the more arckivaiue their own histories, the more

essential archives will grow to those who haventiust to gain from them.

NOTES

! See Mattie U. Russell, “The Influence of Histagaon the Archival Profession in the United Stétes,
American Archivistvol. 46 (Summer 1983): 277-285; William F. Birls&he Two Sides of the Desk:
The Archivist and the Historian, 1909-1933herican Archivis{April 1975): 159-173. Birdsall discusses
the relationship between archivists and historiarthe years between the first Conference of Arislsvin
1909, held under the auspices of the American HistbAssociation, and the formation of the Society
American Archivists in 1935. The following commeate enriched by Tom Nesmith's discussion of
historical and archival knowledge in “Reopeninghives: Bringing New Contextualities into Archival
Theory and Practice Archivariavol. 60 (Fall 2005): 259-273.



Review of the Literature

Thomas Owen and The Alabama Department of Archiveand History

Despite its status as the first modern state aeshivthe United States, the
ADAH has received strikingly little attention inaent literature produced by archivists
and archival historians. Since first becoming ajectof study in the 1920s, research on
the Archives has principally focused on Thomas Owmah his influential role in its
foundation and tenure as its inaugural directomfd®01 to 1920.

Mitchell Garrett’'s 1928 study of Alabama historgr Example, situates Owen’s
desire to create a state archive within the lacgatinuum of collecting and preservation
activities originating in the early nineteenth eewgt particularly the founding of the
Alabama Historical Society in 1850Although Garrett does not discuss the ADAH at
length, his paper provides a succinct accountetrdnsfer of archival responsibility
from the traditional historical society to a stateded, government-administered
institution. Four decades passed before the histbttye Archives received additional
review; like Garrett’'s account, the essays and i@t appeared in the 1960s and
1970s came from the discipline of history and, ppghfor this reason, continued to focus
on Owen’s biography as much as the record keepidgreanagement policies of the
institution itself. In 1972, Robert Simpson was fingt to present a general overview of
whatthe ADAH collected in its first years, if not theasoning behind its specific

acquisition and maintenance policfe$lis paper is also the first to cite the legisiatu
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and newspaper reports surrounding the creationeo$tate archives, although he stops
short of analyzing such documentation.

In 1987, with the aid of archival and local histars, the ADAH produced its own
written history. In that year, archival historiarcRard Cox contributed an introductory
essay to a report on the conditions of the stdlist®rical records conducted by the
Alabama Historical Records Advisory Bodr&ignificantly, Cox briefly discusses the
mandate and breadth of the Archives’ early acasitwhich included outreach and
programs promoting public and school libraries asrihe state, and the importance of
Owen in its early struggle for existence. Becabhseessay is concerned with the full
sweep of the state’s collecting history from 1860985, however, little space is devoted
to the institution’s origins. His work has sinceehesupplemented by a biographical essay
on Owen written by ADAH archivist Alden Monroe apdblished in 2003, which stands
as the most thorough account of the Archives’ fiistctorship’

Although providing little in the way of sustainetterpretation of its institutional
practices, including its success and failures stat@ repository, these texts provide a
valuable empirical foundation for further studytbé Archives. Considered as a whole,
they also offer the initial steps toward the cr@awf a portrait of the burgeoning

professional identity of the American archivistia turn of the century.

Archival History
Archival history is still very much in its infancyindeed, given the relative youth of
American archivy itself, the lack of a sustaineatstof the founding and impact of the

ADAH, whether written by archivists or historiamsay seem less surprising, if all the
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more daunting to overcome. The emergence of archistory in the United States can
be traced to the work of a single figure, archiaistl educator Ernst Posner, whose
American State Archivepublished in 1964, was the first, and to date/,ostudy of the
development and impact of state archival agerfdiRest survey, part progress report, part
educational manual, Posner’s text necessarilysreath state’s institution only briefly,
outlining their origins, activities and offering ipted suggestions for improvement. That
said, the sum total of the work is a powerful simap®f a field on the cusp of maturity, a
picture that now needs further refinement and esioan
The greatest proponent of research into the priofigsspast is undoubtedly Richard
Cox, who has published at great length on the stljethis respect, he is singular
among American archivists: few other practitionese so consistently questioned,
analyzed, and engaged the historical parameteaschivy. In “The Failure or Future of
American Archival History,” an essay published B0R, Cox points to such an absence:
[T]here continues to be a lack of broader, moresturtiive histories of record
keeping, archival development, and archival theony practice, indicating that the
historical dimension in the professional educatod work of archivists is somewhat
lacking. There are few in the field who seem ablednnect such aspects into a more
holistic view of archival history....The best hisesiof our national archives are
twenty to thirty years old, and the best effortsvite an overview analysis of
historical societies are nearly forty years oldefhalso remains only one
comprehensive history of archival development gingle state, and it is more than
three decades ofd.
That “one comprehensive history” is a report onAlAH he himself authored in 1987.
Things have changed somewhat in the six years #inceemark was made, yet archival
history remains a minor percentage of the schalaustoduced each year in the field,

and histories of state archives stand as a fradfidinat. Traditional definitions of the

archival profession—emphasizing notions of custesligp and public service and the
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production of a body of theory over scholarly higtal investigation—have hampered
the production and study of archival history.

As Cox argues, however, the benefits of archivistestigating their profession
are multiple. Archival history confronts contempgrarofessional concerns and issues
as much as it examines the past. It can be usg@pmse and implement new archival
programs. It provides a clearer image of the hfele of cultural institutions such as
museums and libraries. Archival history preserisdy of case studies through which
essential questions about the nature of recordsnémaination management may be
posed.

One work which has admirably performed these teask®vin Guthrie’sThe New
York Historical Societya study of the non-profit's complex collecting@gptices and
startling financial difficulties over nearly two miries® Guthrie’s account, published in
1996, is both a critical account of a unique ingiin and a case study with far-reaching
implications. His intricate interweaving of histoal analysis and perceptive commentary
on the institution’s financial situation during th890s offers a model for emulation. As
Guthrie writes, “The most remarkable aspect ofstioey of the Society is the astonishing
range of issues it illuminates. Many transcenddi@syncrasies of the Society’s
situation; they are faced by managers and boardbmenof all nonprofit institutions™®
The singularity of his text within archival histodgnotes both its importance and the
relative lack of other accounts to accompany itrenshelf. It provides an important

model for emulation.
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Archives and Cultural Politics

As the work of Cox and Guthrie make clear, arch$viaust be willing to
understand the historical development of the aveatf archives and archival theory for
what it tells us about the cultural role of archiwestitutions as much as for what it
suggests about the record professional’s curreagg@nin the past two decades, there has
been a growing amount of interest in the archiva sige for the production of
knowledge, and the often highly fraught politicalplications of such power. That is, the
archive is increasingly studied as much as a allyristorically contingent idea about
the role of the document in society as the physipate in which those documents are
contained. Originating largely from academic higtand cultural studies departments
and influenced heavily by postmodern theory--irtipatar the writings of Michel
Foucault and Jacques Derrida--scholars have tuhesdattention to the collecting and
retention principles and strategies of archivestaedvay such practices frame
interpretation of records. Through their collections and ongoing collectingcess, and
display policies, archives provide the buildingdis for regional, national, ethnic, and
personal narratives. In this light, the repositoaré by association, the archivist—takes
on a newfound, striking power. What audience dbesatchive actually serve? Whose
beliefs does it reflect and assert?

Archivists have only recently attempted to traceithplications of such
guestions for their own field, turning to examihe warious ideological values instilled
in both theory and everyday practice. In 2002, issoies ofArchival Scienceo-edited
by Joan M. Schwartz and Terry Cook tackled the #hefrfarchives, records, and

power."? In their introduction, Schwartz and Cook addressssiimptions about the
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archivist’s traditional professional values—nelityalobjectivity, and impartiality—and

the frequently very different, “messy” reality afquisition, retention, and interpretation.

Although historians rarely cite professional arethiterature,
various postmodern reflections in the past two desdave made it manifestly
clear that archives—as institutions—wield powerrabe administrative, legal,
and fiscal accountability of governments, corpanasi and individuals, and
engage in powerful public policy debates aroundridjiat to know, freedom of
information, protection of privacy, copyright, aimdellectual property, and
protocols for electronic commerce. ..And ultimatetythe pursuit of their
professional responsibilities, archivists—as kegpémarchives—wield power
over those very records central to memory and iteformation through active
management of records™.

As agents of the archive, archivists are necegsarplicated in its navigation of

competing ideologies; the documents of the pasalavays already inflected by and

reflective of the needs, beliefs, and desires efpitesent.

Schwartz and Cook are no strangers to such priogasi Their work has actively
incorporated investigations into the ideologicathyarged purposes to which supposedly
“neutral” archival documents such as photograpbegat™® The essays appearing in the
two issues follow the general tone of their argutnefiering case studies that examine
the various ways in which documents, archives,antivists have participated—
whether knowingly or not—in contested social int&iens and memory formation.

Scholarship in this area has grown in the five gesamce the publication of the
two issues oArchival Sciencedenoting its importance to archivists and histasi alike.

It bears noting that Schwartz and Cook’s publicatioincided with the appearance of
Archives and the Public Good,collection of essays edited by Richard Cox aadi@®

Wallace®’® Although less overtly influenced by cotemporary@lepments in the field of

history and cultural studies, the authors share tiesire to explore the political
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dimensions of record-keeping. Each of the fouriesgays in the collection address,
through a study of a particular institution or etyeéhe issue of archival “accountability”
in its various and interrelated legal and cultseises. Although disparate in their
subjects, each case study offers a similar analgéisow records and documents help
compel, shape, distort, and recover social intemast and all, to some degree, comment
on...the study of social, public, or collective megierin short, the authority and
sanctioning power with which a society investgésositories® The book joins a
growing list of scholarship devoted to the intetsetof the archive, its documents and

practices, with issues of gender, sexuality, claatipnalism, and colonialisi.
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The Necessity of Archival History

The challenge of preserving the diverse arrayigifal objects produced by
contemporary society has forced archivists to nétinnany of the historically
fundamental principles of their discipline. Indeedjch in the current state of archivy
would seem alien to archivists a century ago, eslibcipline first began to emerge in the
United States. Confronting the contingencies efdlectronic record has in some cases
entailed a complete revaluation of the place of/pnance in archival science and the
development of altogether new methods of apprase#dction, and retention. It has also
meant employing technologies whose purposes aedtsféxisted outside of the domain
of archival practice as little as a decade pritnisTpaper, however, argues that it is
critical to understand the larger fabric of archivigtory, of which recent developments
are but one unfolding moment.

To speak in terms of “moments” in archival hist@yecessarily to think in a
language of periodization that remains strikinghyashionable in a field devoted to the
preservation of the historical record. Althoughrawing number of archivists have
taken it upon themselves to historicize the int#ilal underpinnings of the profession
and to examine the lineage of the day-to-day dessof appraisal, retention, and
disposal, the idea of ‘doing’ archival history framithin the archive itself, of plumbing
the connection existing between the history of rés@nd record management and daily

work, has largely proven hard to swallow. The issirealidity has proven a real
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obstacle: does the pursuit of archival history eghsurable, self-reflexive value to the
ongoing experience of the contemporary archivist?
The most sustained attempt to answer such questamsome from Richard Cox,
a practicing archivist whose collective writings the subject have virtually charted the
course for likeminded endeavors over the past ttheeades. Following the example first
set by Ernst Posner in the 1960s, Cox has agaiagaid called attention to the need for
archivists to reconstruct record of their own gaste posed its attraction thus:
Archival history has two general values. Its flosnefit is to the archival
community itself. Research into the history of taee of the documentary
heritage can assist archivists in understandingnsleéves and their institutions,
provide an outlet for research and writing, ands§at normal and healthy
interest in their past. Archival history can algbémeans to answer a number of
fundamental questions about the nature of recardednation, how that
information actually relates to decision making @odcy formulation, and,
finally, how historical records are really percaivgy society, past and present.
The implications of this, of course, extend far dwagy the archival professidn.
One thing Cox’s brief summation only alludes téhispractical bearing archival
history might hold on understanding the constructbarchives, their infrastructure and
workaday procedures. The attention recently devimtettveloping standards to evaluate
digital preservation strategies from the user’'spective, for example, has exposed
many gaps in knowledge about systems for the eroalat migration of digital objects.
Yet while the technological dimensions of the pesblare specific to its time and place,
maintaining thdegibility of the record across generations is a difficutghavists have
faced for three centuries ore méfe.
One might reasonably argue, of course, that the\asof a century ago—or even

a decade ago—is not the archive of today. The gapden the concerns of the archivist

working at the turn of the twentieth century andsih of the practitioner at the beginning
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of this one are surely vast, this logic would claihereby rendering productive
comparison between them difficult, if not impossibAlthough in one sense archiving is
certainly a continuing activity whose institutionalperatives exhibit little change,
alterations occur in society that substantiallgetfthe organization of the archive and
access to records. One case comes immediatelintb the notorious USA Patriot Act,
established on October 26, 2001, the passing dftwlkeid to a controversial
reclassification of multiple National Archives dawants that had, prior to the act’s
signing by President George W. Bush, existed dptfinethe public domair!

Yet there is at least one important reason fordoarchival history to illuminate
the present conditions of the field, one that spehiectly to the American archivist’s
current “crisis” in professional identity. As Luk&llialand-Swetland has made clear, the
archival community in this country was from thersthiven into two distinct
methodological camps. The archivist’s relationdbiphe business of writing history was

precisely what separated thém.

The Place of Historical Scholarship in the AmericarArchival Tradition

Briefly put, there was, on the one hand, the pgradsf administrative record-
keeping drawn from the public archives traditiorFodnce, founded on that country’s
concept of théonds. This model was advocated in the United Statesbyikes of
Waldo G. Leland, Dunbar Rowland, and Margaret Chiaton; like them, other early
twentieth century supporters believed that the ephof provenance provided a
distinctly objective means for description founaedsystematic principles of

arrangement. In contrasts to the subjective ¢laaibn schemes bases upon subject
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content used by librarians and frequently borroWwearchivists, practitioners of the
public archives tradition could claim a corpus ofyenance-based theory and practice
unique to their discipline. Consequently, the vidwieeir role as administrator-custodians
of the documents they preserved.

On the other hand, this discourse was opposed lrydigenous manuscripts
tradition dating back some two hundred years, dittcen shaped by the principles of
private antiquarian collectors such as Peter FanceJared Sparks. Within this
conception of the profession, practitioners clairaffdiation with a broad community of
humanities scholars. As a result, these archivisised themselves as “historian-
interpreters” of the documents they preservedr th@ifession guided equally by the
movements and realms of inquiry of academic his&srpy collecting and appraising
proper®® As much as they defined themselves as “keepeteqgiast,” they also
embraced the agency that came with creating arilitd¢ing historical narrative$®

Early archivists in the United States found themslbperating on one of two
fundamentally different discursive fields. As @adhd Swetland effectively
demonstrates, it was the logic of the historicahoszripts tradition which held sway,
informing the collective organization and everydiggisions of three generations of
archivists.

There are other, less apparent, reasons for tlitemee with which contemporary
archivists have faced their own professional histbowever. Postmodernism is one of
them. Insofar as any defining characteristic magaied, postmodernist thought has
above all entailed a disruption of the forms ofresgntation of which the historical

document is a vital part. Gone is the unquestidngd, thegivennessof such notions
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such as objectivity and the “natural order of tlsifidn their place is a desire to uncover
precisely theconstructechature of such categories of knowledge and arraegg and
by doing so locate their role in the larger cirppinf memory and identity formation.

As a result, scholars are increasingly aware ofségs in which past events are
invested with specific meanings in the present. fEimeifications of this for the archive
should be fairly obviousin a growing body of studies—originating almostiesy from
outsidethe field of archivy—attention has been broughbear on the collection, display,
and even disposal of documents by repositories.réVii@viously historians plumbed the
archive for historical evidence made manifest id #mmough the record, they now study
with equal intensity the layers of selection andlesion it secretes. They are intent to
analyze, that is, the mechanisms of power throulgictwthe “official” record—whether
of the state, the corporate body, or the individisabevised and maintained within the
repository?®> As Terry Cook has written, “The archive is nowrséereasingly as the site
where social memory has been, and continues toonsiructed—usually in support,
consciously or not, of the narratives of the powet®

What potentially emerges from this new found claoit vision, however, is a
dangerous sort of leveling: even as the complefitye archive is comprehended anew,
making the cultural role it plays more potent (bleast much more visible), so too in the
same process do postmodernists view the authohighasociety has attributed to it—
and by extension the archivist—as suspect, mergtyneore instance of ideology,
thereby weakening that authority in the process.

There is, unsurprisingly, resistance on the paaroivists to this conception of

the archive. To some degree, the ideological valnéty of repositories will come as no
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surprise to those working in the field. To the extinat their continuing existence is
inevitably founded upon the act of legitimatingttbaltural or political body able to
financially support its costly and long-term adiie$, archives are always caught in a web
of complex motivations for collecting and retainisygecific types of documents. Yet by
their own admission archivists have been slow ttigpate in, let alone complicate, the
dialogue about their profession presently emergiogind thent’

There is danger in this silence. Surveying reagriature produced by disciplines
ranging from history to political science to posteoal studies, it quickly becomes
apparent that most scholars have little interedistinguishing between ttegchival
decisions made by professionals on a daily basigtehistorical documents which they
impact. Even more importantly, perhaps, they seeredognize few distinctions between
the cultural work performed by archives and othdtucal institutions such as museums
and libraries’®

For all their frequent ignorance of the practicalttars takings place within it,
however, these studies do foreground—even if wighuitimate aim of dismantling—the
ideological practices, institutions, and politicalationships which the archive, by its
very existence, serves to naturalize. As an aisthithe overarching purview of the reach
and public perception of the archive that thesdagapions provide can be difficult, even
impossible, to obtain while busily engaged in tlemthes. There is even less time to take
stock of the personal, professional, and cultuvakexts which mediate decisions for
preservation of the historical record.

Archival history, this paper argues, offers onedamental way to find purchase

on these pressing issues, precisely by examinimgthey have been addressed in the
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past. How have previous archivists come to terntls tkansformations exerted upon their
professional identity? How have they themselvescadfd such change? What record-
keeping systems and bodies of theory have theyiojgee in their confrontation with
records? How have the collections and motivatidngositories been shaped by
external technological, political, and financiahstraints? What past experiences have
bearing on the present? For all their attentiotihéodry, dusty facts of institutional

history, these questions seem even more fundantertta task of comprehending—
even anticipating—cycles of change within archs@ience than grasping the latest
digital formats or information technology.

To answer them, a history of the profession—itslileg practitioners, their ideas
and the principal debates about theoretical anctiped issues—is needed. A more
thorough awareness of how political ambitions amdivations have driven the missions
of archives is needed. Extensive knowledge of titeconcept and definition of the
“record” has shifted and changed over time andespaneeded. And a comprehensive
examination of the archives’ relationship to th@ylation it serves in a given time and
place is needednswering these questions itself involves a reeatadm of how most
archivists view themselvesAs Tom Nesmith put it over a decade ago,

What should we offer in return for the unique pgege of caring for records? To

acquire and preserve them, yes, of course; todtagrs employ them, indeed.

But at the same time can we not also begin to deirisights into the evolution

of society through the study of communication? Vehg records like they are?

What occurs when a records is created, selectgaréservation in archives, and

used there in research? How do these actions aiffecteflect perceptions of

reality?°

These, at any rate, are some of the questionpdipisr seeks to examiria.what

follows | focus on a single, critical moment in thiégins of American archival science:

the founding of the first state archive, the AlalaaDdepartment of Archives and History,
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in Montgomery, Alabama. First, | explore the adtes and practices of Thomas Owen,
the ADAH's first director, in the first several yseof the institution. Particular attention
is paid to Owen'’s collecting policies--as expresiseitls ideal form in the pages of the
Archives’ annual bulletins, and in the reality afiat actually wound up in its collection.
The next section places the institution withinwider cultural context of post-
reconstruction Alabama. Here | examine, throughyaisof the legislation surrounding
its establishment, the state’s complicated politieativations in forming the ADAH. |
then trace Owen’s own involvement in the writinghastorical texts derived from the
records he obtained for the Archives, analyzingphagluction of scholarly works and
their relationship to his conception of the Arctsvmstitutional mission.

As | will show, Alabama’s state archives provedhtuable model for emulation,
a fact with great, if still unrecognized, significa for the course of twentieth-century
American archivy. The singular qualities of the ABAotwithstanding, my study of its
director and first years of operation might itds#f viewed either as a case study or a
critical investigation of a unique institution. bwld argue that it offers both. One
underlying assumption of this paper is that in doeunting the life of a specific
institution, it will uncover a discovery or theaietl insight about American archival

history in general.
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Thomas Owen and the Origins of the Alabama Departmd of
Archives

The Alabama Department of Archives and History wsr@sated in 1901 by
General Assembly Act No. 426, Section 526. Thedbdtes the objectives of the
Archives thus:

The care and custody of official archives, theexlbn of materials bearing upon

the history of the State, and of the territory ut#d therein, from the completion

and publication of the State’s official records anier historical materials, the
diffusion of knowledge in reference to the histand resources of the State, the
encouragement of historical work and research tlagerformance of other acts
and requirements as may be enjoined by faw.
This statement of purpose brought to conclusionyeers of extensive inquiry into
current local, statewide, and national archivaivétes by a governor-appointed
Historical Commission. After recommending the deeabf a state-funded repository,
the commission’s report separated the agency auersdivisions, reflecting the breadth
of its mission: “administration; publication of betins and statistical registers; state and
local archives; a library; an historical gallerynaiseum; Alabama war records; the
encouragement of historical work and research;spedial activities, including the
building of monuments* Unlike other states, which sporadically parceladdetary
funds and appropriations to their state historscaieties for the archiving of government
documents, the Department would be completely fdrigethe state and would serve as
the primary repository for official state, coun&nd municipal records. To complete
these diverse activities, the governor allottedABAH annual funds of $2,500. The

Archives opened its doors on February 27, 190herSenate cloakroom of the state

Capitol in Montgomery?
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From its inception, The Alabama Department of Avelsiand History was
conceived as the primary institution for the steragd access of historical records and
materials pertaining to the state. It would collelsfects, works of art, printed material
and documents pertaining to the history of Alabamea of the South in general. Special
attention was to be given to records pertainingp&Civil War and the participation of
the state’s citizens therein. The objective of Hastion is to trace the founding and first
years of the Department, how it came to collechsaudiverse array of materials, and
how its first director, Thomas Owen, conceivedission and organized its collection to

assist the aims of the government.

Thomas Owens and the Origins of the ADAH

Any account of the origins of Alabama’s archivesst in large part be an
account of the role played by Owen, the chairmathefHistorical Commission, the
author of the founding bill, and the Archives’ fidirector. Owen served in the latter
capacity from 1901 until his death in 1920. Sintedefinition of the mission of the
ADAH dictated the content and logic of what it ealled, the influence he had upon its
public image was profound. Over the course oftosk for the Historical Commission,
he developed a highly specific, if sometimes haphdly maintained, vision of that
mission, one which cast the work of the departnasrioth the preservation of historical
knowledge—patrticularly that of the state—and itatoming production through a wide
spectrum of publications and objects. Owen’s vadeties as director, defined in the
legislative bill discussed above, were a resuthif conception. Yet they were more than

a decade in the making. Although I will attendhe broader ideological implications of
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the Archives’ activities more closely in the followg chapter, it is necessary to delve
briefly into the years surrounding Act. No. 426 @wen’s involvement in it.

For Owen’s path to the ADAH illuminates the coutise institution would take in
the coming years. His formative years were markadhe one hand, by a deft
navigation of Alabama’s political system and, oe dther, by a burgeoning interest in
the current state of academic history. Bridgingsthpursuits was difficult and, at times,
almost entirely unsuccessful in both financial @anofessional terms. Shortly after
graduating and setting up a legal practice in Bessén 1887, he was elected justice of
the peace, providing him with a small but valugtént of entry into the local political
scene. By 1890 he had been elected chairman &igheocratic executive committee in
Jefferson county; within two years he added the &t assistant county solicitor. Four
years later he married Marie Bankhead, daughter. 8f congressman John Bankhé4d.
The influence and visibility of the Bankhead fanrigached across the entire state,
ensuring financial assistance for Owen’s enterprésel an invaluable network of
personal and professional links that would buttteesADAH in the future.

Throughout this period, Owen collected materialatesl to his alma mater, the
University of Alabama, an interest that graduallgdzlened to include materials
pertaining to the history of the entire state. haligh unwilling to entirely divorce
himself from politics and the law, historical inguincreasingly occupied his time. In an
attempt to rejuvenate his professional status #ftedecline of his firm without
relinquishing his burgeoning scholarly pursuits,&wwwith the clout of his new father-

in-law behind him, secured a position in WashingrC. Only a few months after
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getting married, he became chief clerk of the Dorsof the Post Office Inspection and
Mail Depredations in the nation’s capital.

The relocation accelerated his interest in steimty and made possible another
series of practical allegiances that would progaiicant during and in the years after
the establishment of the Department of Archivescé&Oemployed in Washington, Owen
was able to participate in the rich network of aratt historians populating the region’s
universities and cultural institutions. He formei@mdships with the director of the
Library of Congress, Aisnworth R. Spofford, as wadlnumerous academics. With
historians Colyer Meriwether and Stephen Weekshaded the Southern History
Association in 1896. During this time he prepaned massive bibliographies on
Alabama and Mississippi. With their publicationtbg American Historical Association,
Owen became one of the leading historians of hie st

It was in Washington that Owen also became cordrof the need for a publicly
funded archives program in Alabama. The difficutificreating one from a distance soon
became apparent, however. After failing to lobbysach an institution to state
representatives from his post in Washington, hermetd to Alabama, and his legal
practice, in 1897.

Strength lay in numbers: he turned his attentioreviving the Alabama
Historical Society, a loose affiliation of amateurd professional historians that had been
founded in 1850 but had faded less than two dedatkrsdue to moribund interest.
Enlisting membership from university professorghat University of Alabama and
Auburn, clergyman, and lawyers with whom he hadkedrover the past decade, he used

the Society as a spring board for pushing the ireaif a public archives to the forefront
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of the state’s legislative agenda. As the assariaisecretary, Owen held the
responsibility of disseminating news of its aciegtand extending membership to
additional historians as need®dn a move that now seems no less politically pansnt
than it likely did even then, Owen urged the Sgcietelect Governor Joseph Johnston as
its president. State aid for its activities wasaassult, generous. Within two years,
largely because of Owen'’s strategic outreach amdigity tactics, the society’s members
numbered more than 300, including multiple stafeciafs and such figures as Spofford,
historian Herbert Baxter Adams, Woodrow Wilson, dthere Roosevelt and J. Franklin
Jameson, future director of the National Archives.

It was within the context of the Alabama Histoti€aciety that the Historical
Commission arose. Since retuning to Alabama, Oveehdisplayed a keen sense of
political acumen. After he succeeded in increasggnbership and bringing public
attention to the importance of the Society’s wdr&,embarked upon a successful
campaign for state aid of its causes. On Janual8®), the governor passed two bills,
the first designating funds for the Society’s paations (a series diransactions
containing essays on state history by amateur esfdgsional historians), the second
providing for the organization of the Commissionl autlining its aims. Johnston also
decided upon the composition of the commission’siyership, though it is unclear to
what extent Owen, in actuality, may have parti@gdah or even wholly made this
decision.

The Commission produced a 447-page volume tlsatimitted to the recently-

appointed Governor William J. Samford. The massf@irmation included descriptions
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of various collections throughout the state, baetriost important part of the report, by
far, was the recommendation for

the creation of a department of archives and histdrarged with the custody of

the States official archives, and the collectiod areation of a state library,

museum and art gallery, with particular referercthe history and antiquities of

Alabama, to be under the supervision of a Direttor.

Samford conveyed the recommendation to the legiga\ccording to the bill, a board
of trustees, consisting of one representative feach congressional district and the
governor serving in ex-officio capacity, would seterms ranging from two to six years
(see Appendix A). As Alden Monroe has pointed the, geographical diversity of the
trustees guaranteed Owen a fair degree of statehaicking for the ADAH’s activitie2®
He was able to use the relatively marginal locatbthe new Archives—the Senate
cloakroom—as a means of maintaining its visibilityhe eyes of the state legislative
body.

All that remained was deciding who would overserttanagement and direction
of the repository. There had never been much detibtthis would be. When the board
gathered in the governor’s office on March 2, 190ananimously agreed to bestow the
authority of the directorship upon Owen. Afterlice upon nearly every relationship he
had developed in the state and national politigaiesn over the past decade to champion

the creation of a state repository, he now possdstieeconomic and creative power

over the Alabama Department of Archives and HistSty

Practices and Procedures of the ADAH, 1901-1907
Inasmuch as Owen played a significant part inrsgtiie formation and operation

of the first state archives into motion, how heamwed the activities of the Archives
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would seem as important to present day archivssisd@id to his contemporaries. It was
through the conception of its mission that he faséd his own burgeoning identity as an
archivist—a model that was to be either emulatecbointered by others—and shaped
the face of the ADAH for decades to coffie.

Like many of his contemporaries, Owen was well anarthe fact that the
institutional identity of the state archives lacleelification. Indeed, turn-of the century
record keepers were still keenly pressed to sartvbat it was that different types of
repositoriegdid. Consider the following two texts. The first is @ssay entitled “The
Work of American Historical Societies,” by Henry Bourne, chairman of the American
Historical Association. The second, written by Owlesars the title “State Departments
of Archives and History.” Both appeared in the 19@vhual Report of the American
Historical AssociationTaken together these texts put forward a sefairhs about the
function and mission of repositories in the Uni&dtes. What these claims amount to is
a declaration of division that continues to mawk tacord-keeping landscape to this day.

The fault lines upon which that division unfolde &miliar enough: Historical
societies exist on one side, state archives oottier. Here is Bourne, intricately
outlining the scope of historical societies as fbimtheir two basic forms, those
maintained by private individuals, and those ergsthrough the management or fiscal
aid of the State:

The programme of the State and local historicaiet®s are varied, but
the work for which they provide may be analyzedolsws: The association of
those actively engaged in historical investigationvho wish to exert an
influence toward the promotion of historical stugjineetings of members to read
papers or to listen to addresses; the collectianaruscripts, books, and
historical relics, maintaining these collectiongaslic libraries and museums;

marking historic sites; publication of papers odotuments of historic interest;
reprinting rare pamphlets. How many of these funmdia society shall perform



33

depends often as much upon circumstances as upgmeference of its
managers’

The unspoken term in Bourne’s statement is “deaBnation,” the source of the
society’s greatest strength as well as its somaticnippling weakness. Decentralization
allowed a society a striking degree of autonomy @imdrsity in what and how it
collected, yet it often caused a perpetual seanchdurces of funding. Bourne put the
number of societies in the United States betwe&na#@l 500. These ranged from the
American Antiquarian Society to the Society of @@onial Dames, from the Southern
History Association to the California society. Ftions were equally diverse, stretching
from family document repositories to the impleméntaand publication of genealogical
surveys. These numbers were deceptive, howevee sbcieties often opened for
business and disappeared seemingly overnight.

Writing three years after the establishment ofAB#AH, Owen closely follows
Bourne’s definition when setting out to charactetize state archive. He conceives it
along complementary, yet subtly different, lines:

Before we can properly discuss agencies for theospaance of duties [within the

state archive] we must have a clear and definiteeption of the duties

themselves....These are declared to be the careuataty of official archives,
the collection of materials bearing upon the higtfrthe State and of the territory
included therein form the earliest times, the catiph and publication of the

State’s official records and other historical miasr the diffusion of knowledge

in reference to the history and resources of thgeSthe encouragement of

historical work and research, etc.

The enumeration, it must be observed, only purgorset forth the duties
of the state archive, not the obligations of histrsocieties or individuals,
which, while they may be identical in some respeats nevertheless altogether
distinct and separate....So far as | have been aldistover, no existing

[historical] society, however useful its work andensive its operations,
undertakes or is in position to undertake the fiomst of the archivist2
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Thus for both men theork carried out by the historical society at the tafthe century
and that proposed for the state archive, regardietbeeir content, were not the same.
There was the definitive matter of centralizatiowl éhe regularity (or lack thereof) of
state aid—state archives had it, historical scesediid not, at least not with any
regularity. Ultimately, these differences also gldyut in the material that each kept and
maintained as well. The mandate for the creaticimn®ADAH designated it as an
independent state agency, and it was charged wehtdaesponsibility for the official
archives of state government.

The date of Owen’s essay bears pointing out. Byt196veral states had adopted
the administrative structure, record-keeping systeand organizational scheme of
Alabama’s Department of Archives in nearly identieams. Mississippi had been the
first; similar institutions were subsequently fowiia Arkansas, South Carolina, and

North Carolina®

Concomitant with these events, historical saesesaw their role in
the preservation of national and state documenmdhed, mostlypecauseheir ranks
had grown so swollen. Almost all societies expréssdesire to collect government
documents and manuscripts—but also church and bodmmrds, town and country
records, maps, family records, and so forth. Mixeatives, frequent competition for the
same materials, and a general lack of systematgepvation policies further diluted the
institutional power of historical societies in thges of the government at the turn of the
century®*

Owens perception the respective roles of the hestbsociety and state

archives—and by extension the archivist—had takempressive clarity as well. Only

a year prior, Owen had addressed an AHA conferandeence in New Orleans,
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delivering a paper tellingly entitled “On the Prefls of State and Local Historical
Societies.*® Here he made clear the concrete necessity atexstgulated repository.
That he had been the most visible member of theaktea Historical Society at the time
made his message all the more pointed. His talkt@asulmination of a week in which
the new Archives had received a great amount ehaatin from archivists and historians.
Before the annual conference had commenced, oryariad booked a train, leaving
from New York that stopped in Montgomery to allowgitors to visit the ADAH before
traveling to its destination in New Orleans. By time he published “State Departments
of Archives and History,” then, Owen held a sigrafit degree of influence within the
nascent sphere of professional archivy. The essayintended to further the stature of
the ADAH in the eyes of archivists and public alike

Achieving the goals set forth in the original ldgiare—"the care and custody of
official archives, the collection of materials biegrupon the history the State, and of the
territory included therein"—on a daily basis wasmstimes less clear, howeV&r.
Believing that “the collection of historical matals is our first duty,” he reported to the
board of trustees on sources still in dire negghykical preservation, and warned of the
ravenous collecting activities of regional socigi@d amateur historiafsPhotographs
of storage bins perilously overflowing with stageords in the capitol and Owen’s
assistants removing documents from the buildingselment attest to the horrible
conditions of current recordkeeping (Figs. 1 and 2)

There remains strikingly little evidence, in theyw published statements,
correspondence, or personal recollection, of hove®get about the tasks of collecting,

appraising, and retaining documents, except in wigt be deduced from the periodic
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subject inventories found in the Archives’ admirasive records. Ernst Posner, in his still
unmatched survey of American state archives, hasackerized American archivists at
the turn of the century as strikingly independearthieir methods, “rarely paying attention
to any organizational arrangements [or appraisahous] that their neighbors had made
for the preservation of their archives.” Some ptiacters were driven by the need to
store local and state documents; the practicethef® were dictated by the less tangible
forces of surrounding historical endeavdts.

It is apparent, however, that of all his dutiedexiing was foremost on Owen'’s
mind. Although primarily conceived to be the reposi for the documents of state
government, his plans for the Archives extendedbdyhat from the beginning. Even
before the ADAH had opened, he had also soughddgavate collections from
throughout Alabama. He printed circulars that st@acthe depositing of historical
sources from members of the community. Between H@11905, the archive become
the home of the original 1819 Alabama constitutexecutive correspondences dating
from 1835, files of governmental officials, legisle@ records, constitutional convention
records, census returns, land records and mapgmilegisters, bonds, tax statements,
and pension statemerffsTo this array Owen added duplicates of Southewspapers
donated by the Library of Congress, the privatelp of the historian J.L.M. Curry,
totaling some 2,5000 pieces, and the papers andsoapts of several notable Alabama
politicians, writers, and cultural figures. He bbtignd bargained for copies of Alabama
records and newspapers where original records cmilte obtained. The trails of his

correspondence sprawled across most of the country.
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Taken together, these documents presented a siz@ddlenge. The situation of
American archivy in 1901 was less bleak than it masely formless, a fact more
attributable to the relatively new existence of Aitan records than to the lack of
archival professionalization. Owen did not havelthairy of devising archival principles
based on the studious analysis of old documentsteidprovenance, as was possible in
Europe. Nor was he able to rely on a rich bodyhebtetical literature akin to the one
that had recently developed around the so-callediDManual of 1898 or that would
develop decades later in the writings of Schellegpb#&enkinson, and others. (Itis
possible, though unlikely, that he read the Dutadmial in its 1910 French translation;
even then, no mention of its influence upon hiskhiig has been uncovered.)He
began his professional activity before a growinigisrof public records that archivists as
a whole were largely ill-equipped to confront. “islicated, great differences of practice
prevailed in the character of our archives in tasty he wrote in the 1908 bulletin.

At the same time, it should not be overlooked tratt differences prevail even

now, some of our officers preserving very careftiigir entire collection of

papers and documents, while others systematica#ifraly them and keep just as
few books and files as possible. Owing to thesalitmns it will probably be
impossible to ever reach an ideal condition ofrageanent of our archives, and
yet in process of time we will be able to know gveéocument and paper which
has ever come into the possession of the statevhioth is now in existenc¥.

Nevertheless, he attempted to work his way towariieal condition by fixing
on a rudimentary organizational system that coel@étmployed across the Archives’
collection. In practical terms, this meant that trfdss were kept in glove file boxes;
vertical files were hardly used—the Department ineakthe first of roughly a dozen

used in Montgomery. arrangement and classificatisalved a simple system of

numbers he had derived from the Dewey system uskloraries:
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The plan is a very simple one. All of the recordsaagiven subject are brought
together and arranged in volumes chronologicalhesE are then placed together
as an entire group...after which they are given aeoutive series of numbers

from the earliest value of the first series. IrstiMay, as you can see, when a

volume is out of place, it is simply restored te g#helves in accordance with the

large number thereon. Again, the entire systenstied according to subject and

to date, and opposite each one is placed the nuthber
The collection’s files were divided into eight agdeies with numerous subdivisions, (see
AppendixB). Despite its numerical arrangement and divisiand subdivisions in
decimal multiples of ten units. Owen’s schema nldtle serious effort to follow the
meticulous conceptual hierarchies of Dewey’s schénstead, arrangement of
documents was based on typology and genre: witigrnHistorical Collections, for
example, manuscripts were grouped with manuscripéps with maps, and so forth.
Within these categories, materials were furtheasiraged chronologically. At first there
was little distinction between the files concermeth the Department administration
itself, the historical collections assembled inmection with its work, and the personal
correspondence and papers of the Director, thouegetwere later separatgd.

In conceptual terms, then, Owens recordkeepingipescwere ultimately driven
by arrangement. He had little to say about appraisé selection as we now understand
the terms—indeed, his criteria for selection weteroas all-encompassing as they were
strategic. From the standpoint of his classificaggstem, the aim of the Archives was
less the orderly transfer of government, publid earporate records in their original
order— in many cases, that order had never existé#t first place—than in the simple
act of preserving documents and highlighting thestorical usefulness as clearly as

possible. Owen believed that the composition cdrahive, what records it retained,

were ultimately determined by the public, not bgtéwal administrators. As a result he
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largely collected records in anticipation of theatential for historical research or other
uses, in some sense shifting real decisions alpgpuasal and documentary
significance—what Schellenberg would later cakeord’s “informational value™--to the
public, and specifically to the historian.

“Let the documents be assembled,” Owen wrote irl®@8 bulletin of the
ADAH, “and the [historical] writing will take caref itself.”* Yet this process was more
complicated than he would have had it. As | wiltlegss in the following section, he was
in reality devoted to making decisions about thdseuments and artifacts worth
“assembling” and, by extension, those that were hot striking degree, the Archives
was an active participant in the creation, not $ymeflection, of a particular historical
narrative about Alabama and its ideological plagéiw both the South and the nation as
a whole. The fact that Owen was himself busilgagyed in historical research and
writing only complicated this process.

Nevertheless, his principle efforts were the cosatind custodianship of an
extensive historical agency. In hindsight, his ®ssdn doing so was nothing short of
Herculean. Although he worked without a full-tintaf§ he accumulated historical
records until, in 1907, the department ran outadiection space. After aggressively
pursuing a position on a state commission for gmevation of the capitol building,
Owen once again found himself in a position to mi#eADAH a pressing legislative
issue. The Department was given a portion of t@@sed new south wing of the capitol
as its permanent site of operation; the newly canstd space was to include a storage
vault, gallery, and museum. The increased roomagasmpanied by a larger budget as

well—Owen'’s spending nearly tripled between 190d 4808, from $2,500 to just under
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$6,0007° It was clear that the Archives had achieved aifiigint place in the public and

political fabric of the state.
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History in the Making: Owen and the ADAH in Context

The challenge of historical scholarship after pagternism is not to recover past
events as they occurred—or how we think or wisly thexurred—but to investigate the
discursive forces that permitted their initial egence and gave rise to their subsequent
representation. It is rarely acknowledged by saisplaowever, that the complex, often
highly charged collecting activities of archiveswitably impact the stories they
themselves tell. How is it that archives can @agh a vital institutional role in society
and yet appear to exist so completely outsidesgbalitics?

Because the answer to that question changes fnenperiod to the next, it is
necessarily contingent and historically specifie uestion itself speaks to the nature of
such discursive representation. Certainly, arghted stories, and archivists make that
story-telling possible through a carefully tendéstdry. Yet to what extent is an archive
beholden to the society that produces it; to wikegrg does it mirror the values and
beliefs of the society it attempts to representulh its records? What is the nature of the
relationship between the archivist, as a membearlwbader social community, and the
record? These are the questions this section aimegrin the case of Owen and the
Alabama Department of Archives and History, theulioous socio-cultural dynamics of
the state attributed a complex legitimacy, if ngease of urgency, to its activities at the
turn of the century. It was an authority Owen wadla@quipped, and well-prepared, to

support.
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History, Social Memory, and the Archivist

From the start, historical scholarship played aaai part in Owen’s conception
of mission of state archives and in his own selkg® as a professional archivist. For
Owen, the collecting and maintenance of recordh®yADAH was meant to facilitate
not only the bureaucratic functioning of the stai¢ also, and perhaps more importantly,
the writing of history. The institution was to geras a government repository as well as
a valuable site for the writing of history. Owemwied himself, moreover, as an integral
producer of such scholarship; it was part and pafdeis task as archivist: “Let the
documents be assembled and the writing will take o&itself.” In reality, the
painstaking reconstruction of the past throughisetfdocuments was inextricably bound
up in the present ideological struggles of the Alah state government and in the
broader image of the South at the turn of the egntu

The work of the archivist and historian were, &, not just complementary;
they were inextricably bound. He saw himself ahlwoi rather, that an archivisias
necessarily a historian. His own bibliography supgpseuch an image. In 1897, nearly
four years before the establishment of the Archiiescompleted the comprehensive
Bibliography of Alabama, an encyclopedia that fappeared in thAnnual Report of the
American Historical Societigefore being published as a separate volume. iered
The Transactions of the Alabama Historical Sogibg/compiled and edited the essays
and research findings of many leading southernmational historians. In 1921, a
massive seven-volume narrative history of the stat® published posthumously. The

annual publication of he State of Alabama Department of Archives antbHiBBulletin
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became a means to address and disseminate infomaditout the growing body of
documents and objects contained within the Archi$egh publications appeared in
addition to the statistical registers and numetmuketins he either wrote or
commissioned.

Owen also actively participated in the communitéamateur and professional
historians gaining momentum at the turn of the wantin 1904 he served on the
American Historical Association’s Historical Manuigts Commission. It was in that
year that he addressed the AHA at its annual cenéerin Chicago, arguing for the
necessity of state archives. His paper also adelldb® general requirements for a
director of such institutions, “someone who is regted in historical matters and
appreciates the value of documentary materialpgs as the average administrator
officer is not likely to have much respect for doeents that have no immediate and
evident utility.”®

This statement deserves closer scrutiny: becausn®uas the principal agent in
the daily operations of the Archives—because inessanse hevasthe Archives—
historical research was a central facet of thesigpry’s mission. In his case, “respect for
the documents” connoted a specific and contempatiary of the document’s role in
such scholarly endeavors.

Patricia Galloway has recently noted the confluesfdbe emergence of state
archives in the South with the rise of a new gei@raf American historians basing
their research on the sustained review of primawyces rather than the record of
previous scholarship. While earlier historians hegpected documentary evidence,

emerging scholars such as Albert Bushnell HartAamdrew White adopted a “scientific”
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methodology, originating in Germany and subseqyetlocated by educational
reformers in American universities, which emphasitee meticulous and systematic
examination of a wide range of primary source malteCollecting, arranging, and
retaining such materials in a limited number ocpkfor the service of the historian
would naturally be vital. As a result, professiohatorians directly participated in the
institutionalization of archival repositories iretkUnited States beginning in the last
guarter of the nineteenth century. “The emergerieehistory profession as a field of
university specialization,” Galloway writes, “reged the creation of archives, since it
required...the existence of original documents asttutions to preserve and provide
access to thent.”No doubt in economic as well as academic ternes tareers were
aided by the creation of archivs.

The drive toward an archive-based, “scientific”tmg of history found
particularly strong impetus in the South, thankaarsmall part to the influence of
Herbert Baxter Adams, professor of history at Jdhapkins University in Baltimore
during the last quarter of the nineteenth centiBglieving that the historical materials of
the colonies (and thus the examination of theitohiss) had reached near exhaustion, he
urged his students to turn their inquiries elsewh&hrough his emphasis on archival
research and the use of primary sources, Adamdests, many of whom were originally
from the South, returned to teach in colleges actios region, where they campaigned
for the collection of primary documents and stahiedorical publications to serve as
vehicles for their own and their students’ wétlOwen had good reason to support the

spread of Adams’ brand of public history. Althougdhwas in some sense not a formal
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historian—he had failed to acquire an academictjposin the history department of the
University of Alabama—the archivist clearly saw Beif as one.

Like his colleagues, Adams stressed the need fectwe reporting of the past
through the “laboratory” environment of the acadeseminar and, more importantly,
field work in repositories. To be scientific wastte objective. To be objective was to
critically analyze authentic documents and theretmnstruct without judgment events
and facts of history in the same way that doctsttgly the human body or scientists
studied the natural world. Once brought to lighd @abserved, the facts, would speak for
themselves.

By now the danger of such thinking has become appasometimes painfully so.
No facts speak for themselves; they are, insteddct®d (or excluded), mediated by
those seeking to re-create and, by doing so, recthepast. Recent work in archival
history has only begun to supplant the disciplinpgsitivist foundation at the turn of the
century with a forceful account of the networkgofver relationships and external
commitments guiding archival appraisal and retenfar, conversely, dispositiofij.It is
increasingly clear that, like the records they haldhives have always been heavily
invested in the representational politics of cregtiistorical narratives.

Owen'’s professional self-image was tied to an emgrdefinition of the archivist
that was bound to and constructed by the periadhich he worked; as this image
changed over the course of the twentieth centheyatchivist’s relationship to the
production of historical scholarship also chandadjely by forcing the issue to the
margins of the professidii.Just as his idea of the duties of the archivisevmund to a

specific cultural discourse, Owen'’s belief in whahstituted an appropriate form of
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intellectual work, if not his definition of the werrecords upon which it depended, bears
the mark of scientific history.

This system of knowledge guided what Owen colleeted what he wrote about,
but they also intersected with a constellationamiial forces exerting their own pressures
upon the shape and form of the ADAH in its firsag® As a state-funded institution, the
Archives reflected the ambitions and limitationgloé Alabama government.

The ADAH appeared at a tumultuous point in theédnjsof the state. Alabama
still struggled with the massive social and ecortransformations effected by
Reconstruction three decades earlier. For thread#scits Democratic party had been
overwhelmingly successful in its strategy of urgtimhites across class lines. Although it
had received occasional challenges from agraridrpalitical groups advocating a
radical union of economically-aligned blacks andtedy such efforts failed. In 1894, the
votes of African-Americans had been manipulatednsure a Democratic victory in the
state election. In 1901—the same year, to repleatirchives were established—the
recently empowered, politically conservative Denaticrmajority produced a new state
constitution eradicating many of the most progressirands of Reconstruction policy.
The document reinforced segregation per force déamkd a cap on both state and local
property taxes, restricted suffrage, and genecallyntered rising Populist calls for
government and land reform. Although the abolitbdislavery was now coming upon its
fourth decade, racial tension pressed upon nebifigcets of social and economic
production in the Soutff. Amidst the complex maneuvers of the state’s malitelites

within this framework, the ADAH opened its doors.
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The enthusiasm the legislature displayed in 190@h#® Historical Commission’s
final report—a report that called for the existenta state-sanctioned and funded
repository—may be read as a manifestation of its palitical ambitions. Coupled with
its control of other state agencies, the whiteesldf the politically dominant Democratic
Party could use the ADAH to confirm the validitytbeir power and guarantee that
narratives of the recent past produced from itgihngs would accord with their own
vision. They were its greatest stakeholders.

In this Alabama was, of course, hardly alone. Atdrian W. Fitzhugh Brundage
has written of the period, “At its most fundameriadel, the project of public history in
the early twentieth century South was the archiwhghite civilization. Evidently no
thought was given to preserving, displaying, oryarag the history of the region’s
African American citizenry® Race and class lay at the heart of the matteangling
the ADAH from their strands is a difficult, if nahpossible, project.

A former lawyer in Washington D.C., Owen was naloloaware of the
ideological purposes to which a government agencydcbe put, not to mention the
social stratum it would most likely sen?&. He was a member of the Democratic party
and had used his own professional and social statsecure his position as direcfdin
turn, he saw the mission of the ADAH as providihg greatest access to documents to
those most qualified to use them. “Again,” he wriot¢he closing pages of the history
commission’s report,

consider [the Archives’] practical value to Sta@eunty, and Municipal officials,

legislators, politicians, lawyers, and all classeprofessional and businessmen,

who are in constant need of information now nowlemeach...It would not

only increase our sense of local importance antk $rade, but would also
engender a higher degree of respect on the paistef commonwealth$®
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As this statement alludes, he was also certaingrawf the beleaguered status of the
state upon the field of national public opinion eatinan three decades after the Civil
War. In fact, a significant portion of energy wdistéed to the collection of materials
related to Confederate soldiers in Alabama andnistery of the war in general, as
demarcated by the founding charter. Upon its aoeatie Department was charged
specifically with “the duty of making special eftdo collect date in reference to the
soldiers of Alabama in the War Between the StatéAs Owen notes in the
commission’s report, “It was felt that next to therent business of the Department, the
compilation, for publication, of the record of Alina troops was of the very first
importance. In the performance of this duty, theeBtior has labored diligently.” His
labors culminated in the publishing of an exhawestiyster of native troops, a history of
the First Regiment Alabama Volunteer Infantry, #melcollection of hundreds of war-
related objects such as weapons and flagstters to state citizens make plaintive calls
for confederate artifacts and southern war membtisaBi

Owen’s writings and those of the “scientific” higams he enlisted were deeply
enmeshed in the ideological recovery of the statdésand that of the South in general,
in the events surrounding the Civil War. The adaptnd adaptation of Adams’ model
of rigorous, objective archival research would hiare further legitimacy to the
Archives’ contents and their contextualizationtginstitutional production of
knowledge. As a research center under his changelected his own cultural and
political identifications to no small degree. As @wwrites in a 1908 bulletin, the
Archives became a destination for more than onelaclef the war:

Mr. John Reed has for some months been engaghkd préparation of an
elaborate paper, in which he explodes very effettithe charges made against
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the South that the secession movement and secegsieriargely prompted by
the desire of the Southern people for the extermnhreopening of the slave
trade. In the preparation of this paper the bodkkie Department have been the
basis for Mr. Reeds enterpris@s.

Owen’s duties as director of the Archives impadadadditional cultural authority that
exceeded the physical boundaries of the repositorg.section labeled “Patriotic
Organizations” found in the same report to the Baditrustees, the archivist discussed
his various roles within the broad “cause” of rerhenng and preserving the state’s
history. It is a lengthy passage, but one thatdbgaoting in full:

The usual assistance has been rendered to thellGutefederate veterans, and to
the United Sons of Confederate Veterans. As Hsto@eneral of the latter | have
done many things of a helpful nature to the cadisastory, not only in Alabama
but throughout the South. My report delivered atrtbunion in Birmingham, AL,
during June of the current year was well receiaed, when printed will be

widely distributed.

The several confederate organizations in the Sfad¢abama during this
year have striven to secure as general a distoibwiti likeness of President
Jefferson Dauvis in the schools as possible. An@sw this is the centennial year
of the birth of President. Davis. The movement lngko the placing of his
portrait in the schools was directly responsibléh® Confederate Southern ladies
Memorial Association. In Montgomery the eleven it organizations of the
city, consisting of the two camps of Veterans,lthdies Memorial Association,
four chapters of the Daughters of the Confederdneycamp of the USCV and the
two chapters of the Children of the Confederacyaghin these memorial
exercises. | had the honor to be chairman of thhergd committee and
representative of all of these organizatidhs.

Would it be too much to assume that the creatiah®ADAH was motivated by the
desire to preserve records important to the pespte promoted its foundation and
continued existence, a class of citizens of whigle@®was not only a member but also a
public spokesman and advocate? At the very leasight explain the near complete
absence of collections representative of the stditieick citizens, or the total lack of

presence of African-American scholarship connetaetie repository.
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That Owen served an important role in memorializZrgnts in the state’s recent
past should come as no surprise. From the outeefAllabama Department of Archives
and History was intended to be a multifaceted caltunstitution. The 1901 Historical
Commission had urged the new agency to operatw@ata Borary, museum, and art
gallery, with particular reference to the histondantiquities of Alabama.” Within a
decade of its opening it fulfilled these objectives

Perhaps more importantly, however, it assumedoresbility for “marking
historic sites.*” Strikingly, the Archives was itself cast as a métical monument to
the Confederacy and its soldiers even before itdesh officially founded. Governor
Thomas G. Jones publicly announced the Commissfordsgs before an audience
gathered for the unveiling of a monument to thef€deracy in front of the Capitol. He
voiced the repository’s importance in these tempgealing in purple prose to the
memories of his audience:

Where may an Alabamian find a roll of the men whadm history and yet left no

name on its pages? Where can he find the namég gféat throng who died,

with no rank to attract the eyes of the country] esent down to death unheeded
save by the firm beating of their own dauntlessts€aCan he find their names
among the archives of the State for which they dhe# lives? They are not
there. In historic publications of her heroic soB8$® has written none. Will he
find them on the graves of the dead? Some haveadstones, and many are
marked “unknown.”

If the ADAH was to serve as a sort of monumenti®‘“great throng” of fallen
southern soldiers, it would also mark the landsaHpbke state in a more literal fashion.
Arranging and facilitating the construction of staind historical monuments dedicated to

an invariably romanticized Lost Cause was a respdityg Owen assumed with

characteristic gusto.
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For unknown reasons no monuments or markers wereagtually constructed
under the auspices of the ADAH. Nevertheless,arewelling on the implications of
its potential ability to do so. Multiple scholdrave addressed the complex symbolic
power associated with publicly commissioned monuseht their core resides an
expression of collective memory and, as such, aartisn of collective ideology. The
images of the past such monuments present are aa@ady simplified in the service
of bolstering those commemorated, rendered compleddinal at the exclusion of other
groups and social narratives. As Cynthia Mills hated, monuments dedicated to the
Civil War often ignored the crux of the war—slavergcism, and the social identity of
the African American—in favor of representatiorigexonciliation, brotherhood, and
the sacrifice of (inevitably white, male) soldiéfsAs much as it pointed to the past, the
postbellum monument and memorial also served the @wmmplex purpose of making
sense of the present. Paul Schakel has calletutieion the “struggle to remember and
the cause to forgef™

Stated in these terms, erecting monuments to tsienpight seem the natural
responsibility of archives. And once again, Owemni a particular form of rationale in
the discursive authority of scientific history.“lhhe Historical Opportunity in America,”
an essay published the American Historical Review 1898, historian Albert Bushnell
Hart urged the country to preserve its historiealdings and erect monuments on
important sites and for significant national evehtmenting the country’s lack of
awareness of its own history, he asks:

Who is to do this work of identification, of markjrsites, of providing the

necessary monuments, of preparing photographsliged? In many places the

state or local government will take up the tagirdperly inspired; and indeed
most municipalities are pleased to find that thayenspots worth marking. In
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other cases the work must be done by private sesjethose sole function shall
be historical’®

One could also argue, however, that the creationafuments runs counter to the aims
of the archive as they have been traditionallyrafi The social appropriation of the
past is a complicated operation. By drawing attento the public past it points, on the
one hand, to the necessity and essential purpase plublic archive. On the other hand,
the images of the past that monuments often fordatiesfinal, closed to further shades
or altogether different forms of meaning, contait@the surface of the monument itself-
-operate in a fashion antithetical to the deeprkapé archival collections. The
commemorative monument frequently invokes nostalggowerful emotive appeal
nonetheless viewed with growing suspicion in corgerary society. By idealizing the
past, nostalgia forecloses the possibility of #enalysis of historical events offered by
the archive. Monuments make a geographicallgmpborally distant event immediate to
the public, but frequently at the cost of contekayvaareness.

At any rate, substantial funds were allotted toititerpretation of the state’s
history—through property and voting records to CWar dossiers, civic deeds, and
noble Confederate statues—and its diffusion thrahghagency’s various cultural
enterprises. Even the most seemingly benign patiodics of the ADAH, such as its
statistical registers and commission reports, @agéufes of state authority. Both were
products of the state’s investment in evidenceanubuntability Statistical registers
counted, arranged, and assessed citiZeff$e state extended the pedagogical and public
outreach functions of the Archives stretched aslegeln 1907, the ADAH acquired
funding for programs to support the creation oflmuénd school libraries across

Alabama’® An assistant, Laura Greene, was hired to “lecame meet with faculties and
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students,” across Alabama, “at each place urgiagniportance and value of library
work, the use of books, trained librarianship, aodrses in library instruction/* The
following year, the museum was rehung, its coltatgxpanding to include a wide range
of state-related artworks, relics, artifacts, angydar and industrial objects.

It should be increasingly clear that Owen wasnhte creating an archival
institution whose broadly conceived mission woultbeace every portion of the state’s
history that he—and to a large degree the racidiciass group to which he belonged—
adhered and also helped to shape. The ADAH, morewsas meant to be most fully
accessible to those he considered most capablkenefibing from access to its collection.
Yet pointing to Owen’s deft navigation of compl@chl and national socio-political
networks; pointing to his deep engagement with idant modes of historical
interpretation and scholarly production; pointingis access to forms of cultural
representation and collective identity throughharal practice—it becomes obvious that
his identity as a professional archivist was a dempne. Although Owen’s period may
seem distant and different from ours, highlighting multifarious purposes to which the
ADAH—activities that went beyond the keeping oftetgovernment records—were put
during his tenure as director, however, is notmh@a a condemnation of the institution
or its figures. It is instead intended to reveal plotent and sometimes contradictory
status of the archive (and archivist) in modernetgc

Owen’s impact on the discipline’s burgeoning prefesal identity was great, a
fact that has unfortunately dimmed with the passiigme. Although ostensibly
operating on the margins of state government, brgnopto custody sometimes

fragmentary and disorganized records no longeisaargial part of its operation, he
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never viewed the Department of Archives as simpiyeans to an end. Despite, or
perhaps because of that marginalization, the ADAetted a vital, diverse influence
upon the preservation of collective memory in Alaldaduring the first years of his
directorship.But to understand his efforts one must understaeadinstitutions they
served. While dynamically defining and then purguwhat collections the Department
would obtain (and what, therefore, it would faildbtain), Owen clothed his activities in
the dominant guise of scholarly and archival ndiyreBy taking his practice outside of
its cloistered institutional location and placingvithin the cultural at large, the broader
charge of those claims to objectivity and comeseido resolution. Because of space
and funding limitations, the ADAH could never be tompressive repository Owen
wanted it to be, but it must be recognized thabka ideological investments also
thwarted that desire. It remains to be seen exadibt quantity of the “official” history
of Alabama was written from within the confinestioé Alabama Department of

Archives and History, and what that means for tresgnt.

NOTES
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historian and his or her claim to authoritativeittr.” On the history and deconstruction of thisiowt see
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Conclusion

“[T]he position of the archivist cannot simply besarted in society,” David Bearman
has written, “it must be negotiated and accept@dThis negotiation and acceptance takes
place principally on two levels: through interacatiwith the society and its citizenry as a
recordkeeper; and through the identity-forming &uites set in place by the professional
community of archivists.

The state or public archivist must shoulder a d@ipectation to shelter records
from the politics and demands of society itselfhwiit in any way shaping them. Couched in
this public conception of the archivist’s duty rsother, equally incomplete, image: the
record as transparent, inherently truthful, withlorats. Numerous political figures in the
United States have faced legal prosecution foattezation or removal of archival
documents, yet most people are profoundly unawiaiegeccomplex appraisal, retention, and
disposition policies of archives themself&although these policies are (or at least should
be) rigorously analyzed before implemented, thayetizeless underscore the fact that
archivists are, from the start, implicated in shgphe historical account. Complicating this
process, the definition of the record—what is anas worthy of retaining—is historically
contingent. Just as interpretations of a literagt may change from context to context, the
idea of proper documentation, let alone what cos@sra significant record, changes from
one period to another. In the past thirty yeawes;tebnic records have decidedly altered the
terrain of recordkeeping. The standards and pesbf archivy reflect and impact these
broad cultural and historical definitions.

There are other tensions beyond those resulting this relationship to the record.

The public archivist is frequently pulled in twaektions. On the one hand, a state archive
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represents social memory that has been decisiteglgentiously, or insidiously shaped by
society, perhaps even before records found thertvéhe repository. On the other, the
archivist is bound to the imperatives of her emplgyhe state or other institution, which to
varying degrees, through funding and bureaucratiicips, regulates the records created,
collected, and the length of time maintained. Thetétle concern, at this level, with
collective memory beyond the boundaries and sel§gmvation of the state its&ffThe work
nevertheless involves selection and exclusion thns distortion of the past. What is
important is kept; what is not is discarded. Agés process is historically contingent: it
involves shifting perceptions of what is deemediable. Whatever record the archivist
decides to keep, it will likely eventually be suspad and ruled obsolete or contradictory to
current records.

An investigation into archives necessitates grasgie conditions surrounding the
preservation—and, just as importantly, the remowai-+raterial from the record. Such
inquiry also requires close scrutiny of the netvgoakid relationships of power buttressing
these circumstances. The extent to which archiaigsnvolved in and aware of this process
is a pressing concern; they, like historians atg baginning to come to terms with the
influence they exert upon primary source mateaald thus the creation of historical
narratives.

This paper has examined two of the discursive dgdeading to the establishment of
the Alabama Department of Archives: the state’sIriegpreserve its records and create an
image of its immediate past, and Thomas Owen’sdowreate a comprehensive state
repository/cultural institution and forge a professl identity for himself as an archivist

therein. In both cases appeals were made to the sarmowly defined set of stakeholders to
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support the legitimacy of these needs. Becaudseesktdecisions, the records of the ADAH
during its first decades largely reflected thedtrently exclusionary) interests of those
stakeholders. At worst this meant that the Owetectdd certain archives and documents
while neglecting collections deemed marginal farial political, and cultural reasons, over
and beyond what financial restraints may have thdta

At best it contributed to the Department’s auttyosis a keeper of social memory. By
1915, as Richard Cox notes, the ADAH’s administrabf state records had greatly
expanded. The institution was the central repogibdtegislative documents; all public
officials were required by law to transfer non-e@mtrrecords to the state archi@&our
states had patterned their own archives afteretislature and charter of the Archivégor
the first twenty years of its existence, the ADAldsrone of the pre-eminent institutions in
the nascent archival profession. This was in ndlgma# due to Owen, who was, in some
sense, the archival “unconscious” of the Alabanp@séory. After his death in 1920, the
Department and its programs would witness a dedafifiending and power that its directors
could not rectify until after the second World War.

An implicit but essential premise of the precedigrussion has been that archival
history should be a pressing concern to practit®nethe field. Although now relegated to
the margins of archivy, such a historical turn vebfihd deep roots in the field, as Owen’s
example illustrates. Archival history has mucheibus, in fact, about a lineage of
professionalization that archivists are even noestjoning and deconstructing.

Even more importantly, examination of the origifishe field brings to light
changing conceptions of what archias: what constitutes an archive, the different forms

the repository has taken over time, what epistegicétd systems of ordering and
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arrangement archivists have utilized. All of thesenponents are inherently political and
entirely relevant. As the nature and place of tlohige shifts and extends—from the

physical repository with original materials to daatronic environment unconstrained by
notions of materiality or originality—it is enlighmhing, and not a little comforting, to learn
from past archival beginnings and challenges. ®@glyurning to our own institutional
histories can we begin to confront the changeb@present and address the potential needs
of the future.

NOTES

8 David Bearman, “Electronic Record-keeping, Sobamory and DemocracyRefiguring the Archiveed.
Carolyn Hamilton, et al. (Dordrecht: Kluwer, 2008),331.

8 This list would include the 2001 case surroundorgner National Security advisor Sandy Berger dre t
National Archives, for instance. See also Richand,Blo Innocent Deposits: Forming Archives by Rethigkin
Appraisal(Lanham, Maryland: Scarecrow Press, 2004), pfb27-

8 Bearman, 2002, p. 324.

8 Richard CoxAssessing Alabama’s Archiv@dontgomery: Alabama Department of Archives andtétiy,
1985), pp 37-39.

8 These states were Mississippi, Arkansas, Soutbli@ar and North Carolina.
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Fig. 1 Photographer unknown. Storage bins filled withestatords in the capitol before
the creation of the Alabama Department of Archiared History.
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Fig. 2 Unidentified assistant removing state records ftoenbasement of the capitol,
c. 1901.
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Appendices

Board Member Length of Term Background

Peter J. Hamilton Two years Lawyer, Judge

Jefferson M. Falkner Two years

W.D. Jelks Two years Governor, 1901-1907; respdasib
for ratification of 1901 state
Constitution

J.H. Johnson Four years

W.H. Blake Four Years

Henry B. Foster Four years Judge

Oliver Street Six Years Candidate, U.S. Represeetéiiom

Alabama, 1918; Secretary of
Tennessee Valley Historical Society,
organized in Huntsville, AL in 1902
William Richardson Six Years Alabama state repregese, state
court judge, Hunstville, AL
Samuel William John Six Years

Appendix A. Board of Directors of Alabama Department of Arclsiand History, 1901.
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General Adminstration (only.)
000 General

010 The Department

020 The Director

026 The Trustees

040 Annual meetings of the Board
045 Annual Reports

050 Clerks and employees

060 Department finances

070 Quarters and furnishings

080 Department organization, etc.
090 Other administrative details

Department Library

400 General

410 Accessions

420 Catalogue

430 Circulation

440 Binding

450 The Library. General.

460 Special collections. Alabama.
470 Special collections. Continued.
480 Special collections. Continued.
490 Bound pamphlet groups.

Alabama State Archives
100 Archives

110 Executive officers, etc.
140 Special Commissions
150 Legislative

160 Judiciary

170 Institutions

180 County

190 Municipal

Library Extension

500 General

510 Library movement

521 Free public library promotion in Alabama.
530 School and institutional library in Alabama
540 Organized agencies, etc., in Alabama
550 Instruction

560 Supervision

570 Publication

580 Traveling libraries

590 Detailed statistics of Alabama libraries.

Historical collections (Everything in the

Legislative Reference

Department except Archives, portraits, museum | 600

articles, and the library) 610
620

200 Historical collections 630

210 Manuscripts 640

220 Transcripts 650

230 Newspapers and periodicals 660

240 Photographs, views, prints, etc. 670

250 Maps, plans, etc. 680

260 Stamps, coins, etc. 690

270 Scrapbooks. Broadsides

280 Music

290 State documents

Department Gallery 700

300

310 Publications

320

330 800

340

Department Museum
350
360
370
380
390

Encouragement of historical work and research;
diffusion of knowledge as to the history and
resources of the State; and Special activities

900

Appendix B. Arrangement of the Alabama Department of Archived,905
Source: Unpublished manuscript, Alabama DepartrokAtchives and History.




