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INTRODUCTION

In 1963, the American Council of Learned Societies, with the Council
of Graduate Schools in the United States and the United Chapters of Phi
Beta Kappa, created "The Commission on the Humanities." The
Chairman of the Commission was Barnaby C. Keeney, then President of
Brown University. The members, twenty in all, were a remarkable
cross-section of intellectual, academic, and business leaders in the
United States. In 1964, the Commission issued its Report. Its main
recommendation was that the federal government should create a
"foundation" in support of the Humanities. The Congress of the United
States received the Report favorably and acted upon it quickly. In 1965,
legislation created the National Endowment for the Humanities (and its
counterpart, the National Endowment for the Arts). In 1985, the Na-
tional Endowment for the Humanities, as it must be every five years, is
before the Congress for legislative re-authorization to continue its pro-
grams of support for the humanities.

Twenty years ago, the question was whether the federal government
of the United States of America should directly support the arts and the
humanities. With the creation of the two Endowments, the answer was a
resounding yes, an answer agreed with by Presidents Johnson, Nixon,
Ford, Carter, and Reagan and by unwavering bi-partisan support in both
houses of the Congress ever since.

It would be anomalous had it been otherwise. Business is allowed by
law to make gifts that advance the general social good, not just the
economic self-interest of the corporation, and it would be curious if a
government for the people had come to a different conclusion. The
federal government had contributed in many ways to the advancement
of humanistic learning and scholarship before, but with the creation of
the Endowment, it made a strong institutional and symbolic statement
of agreement with the sentiment, to use the words of the 1964 Report of
the Commission on the Humanities, that "a government which gives no
support at all to humane values is careless of its own destiny."

Further, a "partnership" between the public and the private sector is
native to the American grain. When the United States made the great
transformation from an agrarian and mercantile economy to an indus-
trial economy of self-sustaining growth, the government was an active
partner with private interests, not just in building roads and canals and,
later, railroads, but in a host of nascent industrial enterprises. The
vehicle for government support was the states and cities but, neverthe-
less, the United States invested a greater amount of social capital than
ever before known in Western history in economic development. As the
economy expanded, so did governmental participation, directly in the



creation of a national communications network and of land grant
colleges and universities, and indirectly in taxing and tariff policies. The
tradition persists down to the development of satellite communications
in our own time.

In short, the concept of a partnership between the public and the
private sectors, between the government and for-profit as well as not-
for-profit corporations, is traditional in the history of American society.
Unlike command economies, however, the tradition in the United States
has been pragmatic and, in the best sense, opportunistic, ungoverned
by an inflexible philosophy of the role of the state or a sharp distinction
between the public and the private realm. From the beginning, the
United States has been a mixed-economy.

Twenty years later, the question is no longer singular, whether the
National Endowment for the Humanities should exist, but a series of
related questions about its existence. How well has NEH discharged its
responsibilities under the mandate given it by the Congress of the
United States? What effect has the presence of NEH had upon the
humanities in the United States? What changes, intellectually and in-
stitutionally, have taken place in the humanities over the last twenty
years which might affect the direction of the National Endowment for
the Humanities over the next twenty years?

The world of the humanities is as pluralistic as the nation itself. The
National Endowment for the Humanities serves a large and varied
constituency: elementary and secondary schools; colleges and universi-
ties; the media, both print and electronic; libraries and museums;
community groups and individual teachers and scholars. The American
Council of Learned Societies is involved in many areas of humanistic
learning, but in this Report to the Congress speaks mainly for the
professional, scholarly associations whose more than 250,000 members
comprise, literally, the population of the world of humanistic learning
and scholarship in the United States. Individual reports from twenty-
eight learned societies provide the particulars which give substance to
this Report to the Congress . . . by the American Council of Learned

Societies.
From the perspective of the learned societies, the National Endow-

ment for the Humanities has done its work ably and served the
humanities well. The fields of knowledge defined in the legislative
mandate to the Endowment as comprising the humanities have been
enlarged and enriched by its presence. Changes in leadership of the
Endowment have shifted emphases in direction from time to time, but
over twenty years the great success of the NEH has been to attract and
to maintain a superior professional staff committed to the life of learn-
ing, courteous to its constituents, and competent in its duties.
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Recognition of the importance of the National Endowment for the
Humanities recurs throughout the individual reports of the learned
societies. More important is the testimony it is improbable that support
would have come from other sources. Such basic and essential tools of
scholarship as catalogues of manuscript holdings, the creation of bib-
liographic and reference works, linguistic atlases and dictionaries, the
publication of annotated lists of medieval and Renaissance Latin
translations, support for centers for the study of paleography essential
for medieval studies: one could extend the list, but these are examples
of support for the basics of research that scholars understand and
appreciate which may seem esoteric, if not unimportant, to others. They
do not possess the glamor or promise the immediate utility which readily
attracts support. They are simply the basics for advanced learning in a
civilized society.

Beyond its direct grants, the National Endowment for the Humanities
has had an even greater effect. Through matching grants, it has had a
multiplier effect in two ways. First, it has caused the world of learning
and scholarship to take action on its own behalf, to organize itself to
seek private support to meet the requirements of NEH matching and
challenge grants. The leverage of federal dollars has generated double
the amount in private dollars. Second, the matching and challenge
grants themselves provide a sanction for the worth of scholarship. The
peer review system and the professional assessment of proposals
through the National Endowment for the Humanities assure private
donors of the worth of the work they are asked to support.

Yet, if one stands back and looks at the entire world of humanistic
learning and scholarship, the National Endowment for the Humanities
plays a small role. Support for research and scholarship in the
humanities and for the libraries and materials which make them possi-
ble comes overwhelmingly from the colleges and universities and the
private foundations of the United States. Within that context, the money
appropriated for the National Endowment for the Humanities is minis-
cule, as it also is within the context of the total federal budget. But the
National Endowment for the Humanities is important because, as the
single federal agency dedicated to the humanities, it makes a strong
symbolic statement. It says a resounding yes to the question whether
humanistic learning and scholarship is important to American culture
and to the American people.

Looking backward twenty years, one may see that the establishment
of the National Endowment for the Humanities was an effect, not a
cause of social and intellectual change in the world of learning and
scholarship. The year 1965 was at the crest of the remarkable expansion
of higher education which began with the G.I. Bill after World War II.
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No study has yet done justice to the democratization of higher education
by the G.I. Bill, although because the beneficiaries were nearly all men
it had a negative effect for women. Before World War II, only about 14%
of high school graduates went on to further education in any form. By
1965, nearly 70% were. The greater number were entering the junior
and community colleges which developed to meet new social expecta-
tions about education. Yet, more than 25% of high school graduates
completed four-year college programs for the A.B. degree. The expan-
sion of post-secondary education was further fueled by demography, the
"baby-boom" of the postwar years. Not only was a higher percentage of
the age-cohort proceeding on to further education, the cohort itself was
greater.

Graduate education expanded to meet the growing demand for fac-
ulty. In the field of history, more Ph.D.'s were granted in the ten years
of the 60s than since the first Ph.D. was awarded in 1882 when univer-
sity graduate education first appeared in the United States. The same
heady rate of growth was true for other disciplines. The numbers are
well-known. There is no need to multiply examples.

All this has changed utterly. One need only compare the optimism
and self-confidence of the 1964 Report of the Commission on the
Humanities with the troubled tone of nearly all the reports of the learned
societies in 1985. A demographic down-turn has sharply reduced the
population bound for college and university education and an aging
faculty, occupying tenured positions, have together practically shut the
door of opportunity for new Ph.D.'s until the late 1990s.

The bitter irony is that, as job opportunities have narrowed, in-
tellectual horizons have widened. As the philosophers put it, after
reviewing the bleak opportunities for employment in the academy,
"Facts such as these might suggest a climate of doom and foreboding.
Yet no such climate prevails. Philosophy remains a vigorous discipline
in which conceptual advances and innovative methods continue to
spring up." The statement of the Modern Language Association finds
the same distinction between the conditions of the profession and the
intellectual work which goes on in it: "Although in most respects the
situation of American scholarship and teaching has improved in the last
twenty years . ... the extraordinary difference in tone between the 1964

[Report and the present] stems from circumstances outside the profes-
sion."

Whatever the social and economic structure of the "institution" of
higher learning, the activity of learning and scholarship in the
humanities is vigorous, various, and lively. Two general themes char-
acterize the assessments of the state of the humanities in the twenty-
eight individual statements in this Report. First, there is a heightened
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concern with the very meaning of a "field" of study, a discipline, usually
concluding in a broader and more generous sense of one's subject and a
more inclusive sense of what materials and techniques are appropriate
to it. Second, there is a pervasive movement toward interdisciplinary
work and a major re-assessment of the relation between the humanities
and the social sciences.

For the first, the subject matter of a field or discipline, the American
Academy of Religion contrasts an earlier and narrower view of religion
with the work which characterizes the study of religion today:

[Religious Studies] take as studied an interest in contemporary
Brooklyn Hassidic Judaism as in the problems of the early Diaspora,
in the wisdom of the Black Elk of the Oglala Sioux as in the revivalism
of Southern Baptists, in the pure land Buddhism of Japan as in the
covenantal theology of Jonathan Edwards. It would search out the
religious resonances of the poetry of Wallace Stevens as carefully as
that of Dante, discuss the civil religion of America as painstakingly as
that of the Roman Pax Aeterna, compare the kinship systems of South
American tribes and the prestige systerhs of modern corporations,
and enter upon the complex ethics of medical practices in relation to
the terminally ill.

The Organization of American Historians testifies to the same sense
of a richer view of the meaning of history: "sweeping changes ...
occurred in the subject matter of the discipline as historians broadened
their interests significantly." Likewise, students of literature: "In-
tellectually," observes the Modern Language Association, "the field has
grown more and more attractive, as the traditional canon has been
enlarged and revised."

The enlargement of the sense of what is the subject matter of a
particular discipline extends also to methods of study and critical per-
spectives on one's subject. Political philosophers not only reassessed
"the traditional canon of classic texts-to ask whence the tradition
comes, what has been left out, and how better canons might be
created." At the same time, they became more self-conscious about the
meaning of meaning, and more critical of the place of theory in the study
of texts:

As movements such as existentialism, neomarxism, phenomenology,
structuralism, deconstructivism, and bioethics have left imprints on
the humanities, they have also influenced political science, as have
evolutionism, political economy, sociobiology, and cognitive science.
As a result, political science serves as an important crossroads for
virtually all inquiry in the social sciences and humanities. Thus the
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discipline helps to create lasting patterns of conversation and cooper-
ation that enliven investigations throughout the academy.

As the definition of fields of study come under scrutiny, as materials
appropriate to a subject become more inclusive, as methodologies be-
come more various, there has developed an inevitable interest in inter-
disciplinary work, especially among contiguous disciplines, as the
statement of the political scientists suggests. The classicists, for exam-
ple, see a "need for people who can transcend the boundaries of their
own specialty and communicate with scholars in other fields" and look
for "ways to encourage and support wide-ranging and boundary-
crossing enterprises." The Society of Biblical Literature recognizes
that its own "self-advancement" depends upon "inter-related disci-
plines" because its subject is not a "book," called the Bible. Geography,
which one suspects most citizens would consider a science, argues that
"Geography examines and interprets the relationship between man as
an occupier and shaper of the earth's surface . . . this relationship
extends from social thought and collective action to individual percep-
tion and behavior."

The meaning of a discipline, a field of study, is at issue in nearly every
one of the separate and individual statements of the several learned
societies. No one of the reports of the individual societies concerns itself
with the subject of the state of the humanities generally. That very fact,
as one reads all the individual reports, means there is a seismic shift
taking place in the world of humanistic knowledge, a shift put most
directly by the American Society for Eighteenth-Century Studies:

In the late twentieth century, when there is greater recognition that
disciplinary boundaries are not self-evident but indeed are consti-
tuted by culture, language and history, the lack of disciplinary bound-
aries in the eighteenth century takes on renewed interest and
significance. Indeed, this may be an unprecedented time for the
re-evaluation of the nature of interdisciplinary and transdisciplinary
studies; and societies such as [the American Society for Eighteenth-
Century Studies] may well lead the way in determining what, how,
and by whose authority certain kinds of knowledge are constituted as
a discipline, or as strategies for approaching disciplines.

There is, to put it shortly, a sense of ferment about the subject matter,
the meaning of tradition, the authority of the canon of texts and prob-
lems, about the very meaning of a discipline. All of these issues are alive
in the work of the several learned societies in the world of humanistic
learning and scholarship. Whatever the social condition of the institu-
tion of higher learning, these are heady times intellectually.
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Inevitably, the sense of openness and variety generates its opposite, a
quest for order and a desire for unity. Along with the intellectual
excitement of re-thinking one's identity, there appears as a leitmotif an
anxiety about identity itself. The American Academy of Religion, having
celebrated the rich diversity of the meaning of religious studies, puts as
its first priority "working toward the creation of a common universe of
discourse that, without diluting or lessening real differences, will enable
scholars . . . to engage each other in scholarly conversation and de-
bate." Similarly, the American Historical Association, having described
with pride the rich variety of contemporary American historical schol-
arship, concludes that "historians also ought to pay more attention than
they have paid of late to synthesis and interpretation."

Again, one may multiply examples from individual assessments by
the several learned societies, but it is obvious that much like the
inclusion of new social groups in the democratization of higher educa-
tion in the United States, there has been an intellectual inclusiveness in
scholarly work which calls into question what one does as an historian,
or literary critic, or political philosopher. The variety and sense of
boundlessness, invigorating as it is, generates in its turn a desire for
intellectual control. The question which pervades the world of learning
and scholarship is how to achieve an order of generalization and in-
terpretation which does not do violence to the variety of experience and
the plurality of perspectives which characterizes nearly every field of
scholarship over the last twenty years.

If the National Endowment for the Humanities intends to serve the
humanities, even more, if it aspires to speak for and to lead the
humanities, it must be careful not to confuse the straitened economic
circumstances of the world of the humanities with the lively and vigor-
ous intellectual life of humanistic learning and scholarship. It should not
impose a limited and restrictive definition of the humanities upon reality
in order to create a spurious version of the order and coherence which
the best minds in humanistic learning and scholarship are struggling to
achieve.

The same issue, in different form, appears in the distinction between
the humanities and the social sciences which has troubled the Endow-
ment from its beginning. The legislative language which created the
Endowment refers to the study of:

language, both modern and classical; linguistics; literature; history;
jurisprudence; philosophy; archaeology; comparative religion; ethics;
the history, criticism, and theory of the arts; those aspects of the social
sciences which have humanistic content and employ humanistic
methods. . . (emphasis added).
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The self-existence of intellectual disciplines such as "history" or
"literature" is what is intellectually at issue in the humanities today.
Much more is at issue in the language which tries to draw a line between
the humanities and the social sciences. The tripartite division of knowl-
edge into the sciences, the social sciences, and the humanities is an
American phenomenon of the twentieth century. It is unknown in
Europe and the rest of the world and is a manifestation of the spe-
cialization and departmentalization of knowledge in the bureaucratiza-
tion of the American university.

Yet, it is true that after the Second World War and especially in the
50s, the social sciences modelled themselves after the positivistic,
quantitative, and objective methods of the natural sciences, and insisted
on the distinction between the social sciences and the humanities. For
example, in the 1964 Report of the Commission on the Humanities,
scholars reporting for the American Sociological Association wrote that,
despite some exceptions and despite their own muted hopes for possible
change, "the truth is that the great, even overwhelming, majority of
sociologists today show no evidence in their works of either interest in or
affinity with the humanities. In this respect they are, of course, pre-
cisely like the overwhelming majority of all scientists-social, biologi-
cal, and physical."

To compare the 1964 Report of the Commission on the Humanities
with the present Report to the Congress . . . by the American Council of
Learned Societies is to measure a truly significant change in intellectual
life in the United States. Some examples:

Anthropology: "Today, many anthropologists would . . . stress the
intellectual benefit of the creative tension between rigorous science
and unabashed humanism within the single discipline of anthropol-
ogy." (emphasis added)

Political Science: ". . . most social scientists now concede that
normative assumptions underlie most, if not all, scientific analyses, a
concession that requires philosophical inquiry into values . ... Every
field in political science is becoming a complicated conversation
among scientific and humanistic approaches, to the benefit of both."

Sociology: "More and more, humanists understand texts as specific
types of social action, and sociologists conceive of social action as
texts, so the necessary interplay among the two "camps" becomes all
but inevitable. . . . It is clear that the enmity or mutual misunder-
standing that blocked dialogue between humanists and sociologists
has been in large measure overcome."

Retrospectively, one may understand the language in the mandate to
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the National Endowment for the Humanities because that was the
language humanists and social scientists were themselves using. But in
1965 it was already coming to pass. It was coming to pass because "the
scholarly world turned increasingly toward a mode of understanding
that could be characterized as 'interpretive.' Instead of attempting to
formulate general laws of behavior, social scientists began to concen-
trate on the ways in which people make and communicate meaning.
Anthropologists, sociologists, and even legal scholars drew new energy
from the kinds of analysis that seems peculiar to the humanities: the
study of symbols." (American Society for Eighteenth-Century Studies)

The point is not that the Congress should re-write the mandate which
governs the National Endowment for the Humanities. Only some uto-
pian bureaucrat would suggest that. The point is that the National
Endowment for the Humanities may no longer make simple determi-
nations about the humanities on the basis of the name of the discipline
or by the division of knowledge into the categories of the humanities
and the social sciences. That may make the administration of grants
more difficult but it will make the work of the administration more
interesting, simply because it will involve the administration in that
which is most lively and interesting in the intellectual work of humanis-
tic learning and scholarship in 1985.

The meaning of a discipline, the emphasis on interdisciplinary schol-
arship, the convergence of the social sciences and the humanities: these
are issues which engage the minds and imaginations of scholars and give
energy and urgency to their work. They leave untouched, however, the
relation between the humanities and society. As Dr. Richard Lyman,
President of the Rockefeller Foundation, put it, "Merely blurring the
genres, or finding oneself in collaboration with the neighboring disci-
plines, does not automatically bring the humanities . . . into effective

contact with the rest of the world and its pressing problems."
The implicit question, what value do the humanities have for society,

and especially American democratic society, is important. Scholars
recognize that it is. As the Society of Biblical Literature reports, "Our
task with others in the humanities is to secure the bond between the
nation's health and the role of the humanities."

The line of filiation between the humanist in the library and the
"health" of the general society is long and difficult to draw. Some will
argue it should not be drawn. There are other forces at work in Ameri-
can society, economic, political, social, which have a much more direct
bearing on the social good than humanistic learning and scholarship.
One must be modest. Yet, there are connections, particular and gen-
eral, between humanistic learning and the achievement of a decent and
humane society.
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The particular connections are made in the several reports of the
learned societies. For example:

The Modern Language Association of America: "We have no more
timely task than to induce society to foster basic literacy, foreign
language competence, informed sensitivity to other civilizations and
customs, and widespread access to instructive and illuminating lit-
erature."

The American Historical Association: "New historical sensibilities
which survive . .. professional scrutiny must in turn be fitted into our
inherited concepts of the value and the meaning of the past. . . . Only
then will the dual goals of historical study be attainable: the nourish-
ment of social cohesion through the maintenance of a shared past,
whose lineaments conform to the most rigorous test of truthful-
ness. . . . Upon this foundation, and this foundation only, can good
citizenship in a democracy rest. Persons ignorant of their country's
history and traditions are not likely to be able to make intelligent
political decisions. Persons ignorant of other cultures and traditions
may fall prey to prejudice, narrow nationalism, and xenophobia. A
nation as powerful as the United States must have citizens who are
well-informed about their own and other people's history if they are to
be good citizens in a world which desperately needs enlightened
leadership."

The American Philosophical Association: Important "to democratic
society is the search for a standard of justice and fairness by which
societal institutions and policies may be judged. The contribution
which political and moral philosophy have made to this task in the
past decade is particularly striking. . . . Philosophical inquiry into the
nature of a just state, the standard for fair distribution of societal
benefits and costs, and the nature of the cognitive and normative
bonds which create a community form an essential background for
the work of the legislator, judge, or civil administrator."

The particular ways in which humanistic learning bears upon the
social good are important. One need only imagine an individual who,
through some trauma, had suffered a loss of memory, or the capacity for
self-expression, or the ability to offer reasons for his or her actions.
One would recognize a drastically diminished human being, human only
in some biological or physical sense. One may say the same of society,
dangerous as it is to make the analogy with a single self. A society which
does not nourish, does not cherish, such things as history, language,
philosophy is a decerebrated society, not capable of what it might yet
become, a society not yet fully human.

Beneath the particulars, however, there is a more fundamental rela-
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tion between humanistic learning and society, especially a democratic
society. Beyond practical consequences for the social good, humanistic
learning is implicated in the essential question what it means to be
human. It explores how people over time and in different cultures have
answered that question in different ways and through different forms of
expression so that finally we may confront the same essential question
in our daily lives, in our own time and place.

What it means to be human has no single answer. Different thinkers
at one moment in time and different cultures widely separated in time or
space will give different answers. But one thing humans have in com-
mon is the inevitable urge to create ordered representations, in words
and in images, of what it means to be human, to make sense of life and
experience, to understand what it means to be a self in the society in
which one lives, what ethics are required, and what standards of justice
are legitimate. The restless drive and deep desire to have satisfying
answers to such questions defines the human condition. That is what
humanistic learning is about.

If that is true, then, beyond practical consequences for the social
good, humanistic learning bears an essential relation to society, espe-
cially a democratic society. If humanistic learning is implicated, finally,
in what it means to be human, then it can not be the province of a few, a
class, however learned that privileged class may pride itself upon being.
If humanistic learning is the growth of self-consciousness, a heightened
awareness of the possibilities of life, if humanistic learning is, in short,
an enlargement of human power, then that enlargement must entail the
increase in the power of every individual in society. In a democratic
culture, humanistic learning must, perforce, rest on the belief that more
than a select few can see and imagine and act as do the best few.

Learning is involved in how to live a life, not how to make a living.
Humanistic learning is involved in those fundamental questions of what
life is all about. So humanistic learning is deeply political, not political
in the foolish sense that people called "humanists" have practical
answers to concrete social issues, but political in the sense that
humanistic learning is centered on the individual who has important
questions about self and society. To learn some of the answers to those
questions means the fullest and richest and most imaginative develop-
ment of every single self-at least, in a democratic culture.

That is why it is appropriate for the government of the United States
of America to support the humanities, and that is why the National
Endowment for the Humanities should be supported, supported even
more greatly, and re-authorized by the Congress of the United States.

John William Ward, President
The American Council of Learned Societies
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AMERICAN ACADEMY OF RELIGION

The report of the American Academy of Religion, pertinent to the
re-authorization by Congress of the National Endowment for the
Humanities, attempts to speak to "the present situation and the present
and future needs of the discipline." We stipulate only that we shall
speak of our "field," rather than our "discipline." It is a matter of
currently ongoing scholarly debate, both inside and outside religious
studies, whether religious studies is a "discipline." We concur in the
view that religious studies is first and foremost a subject matter, a field,
that is studied within a broad spectrum of humanistic, and some social
scientific, disciplines and methodologies. While religious studies is an
integral field in higher education in the United States and Canada,
having in most successful instances its own academic structure, in its
contemporary and viable near-future forms it makes no claim on disci-
plinary uniqueness.

Moreover, since religious studies in its contemporary academic form
is a comparatively recent entrant on the American college/university
scene, having emerged to its present vitality only after WW II, our
report will be prefaced by an extensive historical note. But our history as
a field bears decisively on the intelligibility and pressure of our present
and near-future needs, and cannot for that reason be omitted. It is a
melancholy and an ironic fact in academia that religion, oldest and most
universal of human phenomena, comparable in these respects only with
languages, should require such elaborate context setting.

1. The growth of religious studies as an academic field.
1.1 A historical note. In the decades following World War II the

academic study of religion in American higher education has developed
at an exceptionally rapid pace. This pace accelerated in the 1960s,
especially in the public sector. In the same period the field was marked,
qualitatively, by great ferment, vitality and creativity. In order to under-
stand the present situation a review may prove useful.

The oldest universities in Europe, and in America as well, were
founded on and centered in the study of religion. For the most part that
meant at Bologna, Paris, Oxford and Cambridge the study of Christian
theology; as it meant at Harvard, Yale and Princeton what we would
now call WASP (White Anglo-Saxon Protestant) theology. Although the
earliest colleges in the United States were constituted primarily to
educate clergy (and civil magistrates), they were not what later came to
be called seminaries. The study of theology was an intrinsic part of a
classical education, in which every student was immersed, irrespective
of vocational aspiration. Indeed the theological scholar often was the
humanist par excellence, the teacher of Greek and Latin, history, let-
ters, and philosophy, as well as theology.

The second half of the nineteenth century brought far-reaching
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changes. Colleges in the United States began to veer in the direction of
the university, especially under the influence of the discrimination of
disciplines and specializations of subject matter fostered in Germany.
Coincident with the founding of public, land-grant universities, and for
complex social reasons as well as educational ones, the study of theol-
ogy came to be largely segregated in divinity schools or seminaries,
some remaining related to colleges and universities, others becoming
independent of them altogether. Although the study of religion contin-
ued integrally in many sectarian and nonsectarian private colleges and
universities, for the most part for roughly a century the academic
study of religion proceeded in some isolation from the mainstream of
American higher education. It should be remembered that in the same
period emigration from Europe was most intense, and that the immi-
grants of this period brought to America great numbers of people with
religious traditions (notably Roman Catholicism and Judaism) that had
not been present in substantial quantity previously. Schools fostering
the study of these religious traditions sprang up, and for the first time
the pluralistic study of religious traditions, though largely isolated from
each other, came to characterize the larger scene.

World War II with its technological demands figured in the
emergence of the multiversity; hordes of returning GI's swelled en-
rollments. Not a few of these young men, deeply troubled by the moral
ambiguities of the war and its aftermath in their own existence, and
aroused by their contact for the first time with people of alien religious
traditions in foreign lands, turned to a serious study of religion on their
return. At the same time theologians of distinction had emerged from
the previous pattern in Europe (Rudolph Bultmann, Karl Barth, Karl
Rahner, Martin Buber, Gershom Scholem) and America (Paul Tillich,
Reinhold Niebuhr, H. Richard Niebuhr) to serve as their mentors. It
was these graduate students of the late '40s and '50s who sparked the
enormous renaissance of religious studies in the recent past.

The college that was departed by the study of theology in the late
nineteenth century was not the multiversity to which religious studies
returned in the 1960s. In the century of "meantime," "natural
philosophy" had proliferated into psychology and all the several physi-
cal sciences; sociology and political science had become established as
disciplines. The sciences had usurped classics in hegemony. One could
not assume that students were prepared, linguistically and otherwise, to
take up with ancient texts.

If religious studies reentered a university vastly different from the
college it departed in the nineteenth century, it is also the case that the
multiversity of the 1960s received the return of a study of religion that
was vastly different from nineteenth century WASP theology. It was a
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study deeply concerned to recover the repressed in American religious
history: the unique religious vision of Blacks, of American Indians, of
Chicanos, of American Orientals. It could take as studied an interest in
contemporary Brooklyn Hasidic Judaism as in the problems of the early
Diaspora, in the wisdom of the Black Elk of the Oglala Sioux as in the
revivalism of Southern Baptists, in the Pure Land Buddhism of Japan as
in the covenantal theology of Jonathan Edwards. It would search out the
religious resonances of the poetry of Wallace Stevens as carefully as
that of Dante, discuss the civil religion of America as painstakingly as
that of Roman Pax Aeterna, compare the kinship systems of South
American tribes and the prestige systems of modern corporations, and
enter upon the complex ethics of medical practices in relation to the
terminally ill.

Religious studies had taken a quantum leap; the multiversity had
taken a quantum leap; each was, historically, in a new situation. Reli-
gious studies as an academic field required massive reconception: it
could not return to the halcyon humanistic days of the colonial college or
to the cultural isolation of the independent seminary. Clearly it had to
construe itself in the new humanistic context. Thus a premium was
placed on fundamental research and thinking during this period of most
explosive quantitative growth.

To this end nothing was more important than the emergence of a
learned society in the field which would not merely reflect but guide and
goad the field, a society that would attract the principal scholars to
positions of leadership and create formal structures for the emergence
and communication of fundamental research and thinking. We shall
speak momentarily of the role of the American Academy of Religion in
this respect. But first we may comment on the quantitative growth of the
field, and make some observations that have more to do with teaching
than with research in religious studies but which have bearing finally on
research parameters.

1.2 The growth and redirection of undergraduate religious studies,
1950-1970. Unfortunately, we do not possess reliable data for the period
since 1970. This is the more regrettable since, as everyone knows, the
picture in higher education, particularly in the humanities, was altered
critically during the '70s. The following data are drawn from the study
sponsored by the ACLS and conducted by Claude Welch, Graduate
Education in Religion (Missoula, Montana: University of Montana
Press, 1971), and a companion volume by the same author, Religion in
the Undergraduate Curriculum (Washington, D.C.: Association of
American Colleges, 1972). (One of the acute needs of the field, to be
expanded below, is a major updating of reliable data-an updating of the
"Welch" reports.)
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1.2.1 In 1970, from a total of 1,311 accredited four-year institutions
of higher learning in the United States and Canada, 873 had organized
programs or departments of religion.

1.2.2 In 1970, 30% of the public institutions had some formal pro-
gram of academic religion studies. Over 50% of these were developed
since 1963. (These percentages do not include junior colleges. Of 311
junior colleges queried, 137 reported special programs in religious
studies; only 65 reported no course offerings.)

1.2.3 A striking correlation has been shown to exist between the
academic quality of an institution and the presence of a program or
department of religious studies: the higher the quality of the institution
at large, the greater the likelihood of there being a program in religious
studies.

1.2.4 In public institutions for the period under review, enrollments
in undergraduate religion courses increased at a dramatically higher
rate than the total undergraduate population. In 25 public institutions
between 1964 and 1969 the total undergraduate population increased
55% while religious studies course enrollments increased 150%. In
long-established programs the proportion of students enrolled in religion
courses to total undergraduate population tends to be higher (at Iowa
and Western Michigan, 10% and 9% respectively) than in recently
established programs (in 13 public institutions with programs estab-
lished since 1964, the average in 1969 was 3.9% of total undergraduate
population enrolled in religious studies courses). "It is noteworthy that
the major expansion of religious studies in public institutions has coin-
cided with a decline in institutional religion." (Graduate Education in
Religion, p. 179)

1.2.5 "Although undergraduate religion programs have not in-
frequently been started as interdepartmental courses of study super-
vised by interdepartmental committees, they have regularly moved to
the status of distinct administrative budgetary units. This is to speak
... only of administrative structure, not of curricular. It does not at all
reflect the extent to which a student's academic program may involve
cross-disciplinary work or formal joint majors between religion and
other departments. . ... Educational programs and patterns grow in
colleges and universities only if they are tended and that requires their
being given an organizing center, structure, a budget, some appointive
control, and so forth. This is plainly the case with respect to programs of
religious studies. Those that have been organized simply as inter-
departmental or interdisciplinary structures have regularly failed to
prosper." (Religion in the Undergraduate Curriculum, pp. 62-63).

1.2.6 The dramatic redirection of undergraduate religious studies in
recent years has required a substantial redistribution of faculty re-
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sources. In many cases, the present specializations of faculty are dif-
ferent from their areas of graduate training. Faculty have had to retrain
themselves in order to meet pluralistic and diverse undergraduate inter-
ests.

1.2.7 Several new trends or directions in undergraduate religious
studies are apparent.

1.2.7.1 With respect to goals, undergraduate programs show an all
but universal (certainly in public institutions) trend toward an inclusive
view of religious phenomena. They are thus pluralistic in faculty and
subject matter. In public institutions they have no intent to prepare
students for clerical or other religious vocations, and eschew advocacy.
On the other hand, they do not draw back from the study of commitment
and value.

1.2.7.2 The great majority of undergraduate programs presently still
have a massive bias in favor of the study of western traditions, and there
is an equally massive concentration of faculty resources in such
traditions. But there are clear indications that this concentration has
been strongly qualified in recent, and will be more so in coming years.
There is a growing emphasis upon the history of religions (particularly
for Oriental religions-Hinduism, Buddhism, Islam, Taoism, etc.-and
primitive religions) among the desired areas of expansion in undergrad-
uate programs.

1.2.7.3 Another "outward" trend in religious studies has been
toward interdepartmental and interdisciplinary studies in both the
humanities and the social sciences (especially with anthropology,
sociology, and psychology). As noted earlier, these "inter" ventures
have usually been successful only when religious studies has had its own
organizational center.

1.2.7.4 In undergraduate studies, the very concept of "religion" is
undergoing expansion. "There are strong tendencies toward the expan-
sion of work in phenomenological and comparative studies, to comple-
ment (and to some extent to replace) the traditional concentrations on
religious ideas and scriptures and on the religious traditions per se. ...
More broadly . . .[this] means concern with the many expressions of
both overt and covert religious phenomena and impulses in all aspects of
culture: the 'civil religion in America'; ... the myth and folklore of
popular culture; the religious dimensions of the new youth subcultures;
the manifestation of the holy and the sacred in the theatre, in art, and in
literature . . .; the religious themes of alienation and reconciliation in
the work of presumably antireligious thinkers .. .; the quasi or de facto
religious phenomena in the political and social realm." (Graduate Edu-
cation in Religion, p. 196)

1.2.7.5 Finally, the conception of the "major" in religious studies at
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the undergraduate level is undergoing expansion. In respect of the
content of the major, there is a tendency toward consensus as to con-
stituent elements. "First, some area of concentration in the field is
essential--and the range of possibilities for such specialization must be
broadened to include the Eastern religious traditions, primitive reli-
gions, and the more comprehensive understanding of religious phenom-
ena. . ... Second, a responsible pattern of study cannot be limited
simply to one religious tradition, but must include serious attention to
two or more, preferably from diverse cultural traditions. Third, there
must be serious and extensive attention to the questions of general
theory and method in the interpretation of religion, including historical,
philosophical, literary, phenomenological, psychological, and sociologi-
cal perspectives and styles of approach." (Graduate Education in Reli-
gion, pp. 198-99)

The above noted trends of the '60s continued into the '70s, but under
far less auspicious circumstances, those of the university in fiscal shock
and declining enrollments, particularly in the humanities. Nonetheless,
departments started or substantially augmented in the '60s continued to
consolidate strength in the '70s: in 1973 Virginia had 18 faculty, Indiana
13, Florida State 15, UC/Santa Barbara 13, Tennessee 11, Temple 24,
North Carolina/Chapel Hill 14, Rutgers 10. The inauguration of new
departments in the '70s did not halt (e.g., Colorado, Arizona, UNC/
Greensboro, UNC/Charlotte, UC/San Diego), but the pace has become
slower and is largely restricted to the public sector of higher education.
Unquestionably, religious studies has taken its lumps along with the
other humanistic fields in terms of enrollments, but there is no hard
evidence that it has suffered any more than other liberal arts areas in
this respect.

2. The American Academy of Religion, the representative/
comprehensive learned society in the field.

2.1 In 1984 the American Academy of Religion celebrated its 75th
Anniversary; through its predecessor organizations, it dates back to
1909. Its name was changed in 1963 from the National Association of
Biblical Instructors, and with the change in name went an incipient
change in reality, a change we believe now largely to be consummated.
There can be little doubt that the NABI had been not a learned society
in the true sense but a professional organization of faculty primarily
preoccupied with pedagogical concerns. Behind the change in name to
the American Academy of Religion lay the resolution to bring the field to
research maturity through the agency of a learned society in the ac-
cepted sense. Hereafter we shall detail steps that have been taken to
make good on this resolution, and those that remain.

2.2 Representative/comprehensive learned society. The AAR is the
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most, indeed the only, representative and comprehensive member-
ship-based learned society in the field of religious studies in the
U.S. and Canada. Religious studies embraces a plethora of subfields.
These subfields are rendered subfields by a variety of considerations:
through the use of methodologies and linguistic skills of allied humanis-
tic and social scientific disciplines, through concentration on texts that
are studied as well as by other disciplines, or on geographical areas
engaging other fields, etc. Many of these subfields in religious studies
have their own learned societies; they are typically relatively small, and
meet annually in conjunction with societies "outside" the field (e.g.,
American Society of Church History meets with American Historical
Association); or they may be organized along confessional lines (e.g.,
Catholic Biblical Association). AAR is the only umbrella learned society
in the field, affording structures in its annual meeting and publication
programs for the production and communication of research in all
subfields. (The Council on the Study of Religion is no exception, since
as a council of societies it is not a membership-based organization.)
Thus only in AAR have the subfields a forum for research at once
hewing to subfield specificity and within the context of the field at large.

2.3 The growth of AAR. The growth of AAR has largely paralleled
the explosive growth of the field since WW II, although the Academy
has continued to grow during the tapering off of the mid-'70s. In 1950
there were 824 members; in 1955, 975; in 1965, 2539; in 1975, 3826; as of
this writing, 4119.

3. The research and publications orientation of the field. It is our
impression that the evidence of AAR's leadership role over the past two
decades in the orientation of the field toward research and scholarly
publication was a principal factor in the admission of AAR to the
American Council of Learned Societies in 1979. This orientation was
accomplished largely in the traditional way of learned societies, through
the annual meeting and through the attention of senior officers and
commitment of budget to the work of the Research and Publications
Committee.

3.1 Budgetary allocations. As in most organizations, so in AAR;
where the money (derived from member dues) goes reveals the real
commitments. The 1983-84 budget of AAR was approximately $208,000;
of this roughly 54%, $114,000, was committed to research and publica-
tions programs. We shall speak below of Scholars Press, but should
note here that our publications efforts have been substantially for-
warded by both private (Exxon Education Foundation, Henry Luce
Foundation, the Lilly Endowment) and public (NEH) funds.

3.2 The annual meeting. In 1957 NABI (immediate predecessor of
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AAR) held its annual meeting over a 24-hour period; sixteen papers
were read, all in plenary sessions, only one of which was not in the
Biblical field. At the 1984 annual meeting, extending over four days
about 425 papers were scheduled in a vast array of subfields under diverse
program units.

What has intervened to account for the difference, apart from the
sheer growth of the field itself, is a radical reconception of the structure
of the annual meeting, a reconception put into effect with the 1974
annual meeting. Essentially, the new structure allows for and en-
courages program unit flexibility commensurate with the reconception
of the field that has been underway during the past two decades.
Previously there had been only "discipline" sections. Under the new
structure program units are expanded to include sections, groups,
seminars, consultations, and the research of affiliated organizations.
These program units permit the presentation of research in several
stages of "maturity," from fledgling exploration to polished completion,
from circulated preprint to organized research publication. At the 1984
Annual Meeting there were eleven (11) sections, fourteen (14) groups,
one (1) seminar, fourteen (14) consultations, and four (4) sessions of
affiliated organizations.

Program units are regularly reviewed by ranking scholars in the field;
none are presumed to have permanence; all must justify continuation.
Proposals emerge continually from the membership for the creation of
new subject matter units and are evaluated on their merits by appropri-
ate scholars.

3.3 Publications. Vastly aiding the fresh orientation of the field of
religious studies to research and publications was the emergence of
Scholars Press, the founding sponsors of which were AAR and the
Society of Biblical Literature (SBL). Sponsored as well by twelve (12)
other humanistic learned societies, SP publishes scholarly journals and
monographs in the humanities and contiguous social sciences. It was
the first such enterprise to employ the latest technology in composition,
and specialize in the technical monograph having a limited but vitally
interested audience. Thus it has filled a lacuna between commercial and
university presses, making possible the publication of rigorously juried
mss that otherwise might not have been published. Through its spon-
soring learned societies and their memberships, SP has had access to its
"natural markets."

Founded on a shoestring out of the coffers of AAR and SBL, SP has
launched an effort to regularize its financial base. In this effort it has
been greatly aided by a grant of $300,000 from NEH, matched by three
(3) dollars for each NEH dollar by AAR, SBL, and other sponsors, and
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grants from several private foundations and individuals. Further reg-
ularization of support for SP remains one of the needs of our field, as it
is of the humanities at large.

In the past two decades the Academy's publication efforts have been
concentrated upon its official periodical organ, the Journal of the
American Academy of Religion, and the launching or revivification of
several scholarly monograph series.

In addition to members, who receive it with payment of dues, JAAR
goes to approximately one thousand (1,000) institutional subscribers in
this country and abroad, for a total circulation of roughly five thousand
two hundred (5,200). JAAR is now widely accepted as the scholarly
journal of record for the field of religious studies at large in the U.S. and
Canada. It is the only learned journal in the U.S. which aspires to
comprehensive coverage of the field as an integral subject matter area
with all its subfields, while holding those subfields to the ideal of a
common universe of humanistic discourse.

Currently, AAR publishes three continuing series of scholarly mono-
graphs. In the Academy Series, four or five nationally juried Ph.D.
dissertations are published annually. The Studies Series presents the
best in contemporary scholarship from younger scholars. The Classics
Series makes available sources and resources for the study of religion
that have gone out of print (sometimes involving new translations).

In summary, we believe that AAR in the past two decades has made
good on its resolution not only to reflect but to direct the growth of the
field of religious studies; that it, as no other learned society in the field,
is both comprehensive and member-based; that it has shouldered the
responsibility to make the field research and publications oriented, and
has afforded the mechanisms for the discharge of this responsibility,
primarily through the reconstitution of its annual meeting structures and
its research and publications programs; that through it and SBL the
field of religious studies is fairly and responsibly represented to the
councils and counsels of public and private humanistic support agen-
cies.

But much remains to be done, and to the immediate task ahead and
its discernible parts we now turn.

4. The present and future needs of the field.
Quite apart from the present report pertinent to the reauthorization of

NEH, but quite as happily coincident with it, a Task Force was commis-
sioned by the AAR during this its 75th Anniversary year to set an agenda
for the field for the coming decade. The present report draws heavily
and in detail upon the conclusions of the work of that Task Force, which
comprised six senior scholars in the field (three current, three former
officers of the Academy). The Task Force asked itself three simple but
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fundamental questions. What has AAR been doing, want to do better,
and might it do and be obliged to do in the near future for the academic
study of religion? What structures of governance will be required to
meet these needs? What resources and materials will be required and
how might they be secured? A greatly foreshortened summary of re-
sponse to these questions may be presented first, with specifically
envisaged steps to follow.

What do we want to do? There are two overriding considerations,
each of which reflects "failings" of the field and of AAR as its self-
assumed guide and goad. (1) One major respect in which the overall
founding aspiration for AAR has been fallen short of, and on which its
full membership needs to expend concerted effort, is in working toward
the creation of a common universe of discourse that, without diluting or
lessening real differences, will enable scholars whose approaches to the
study of religion and whose subject matter fields are widely diverse
genuinely to engage each other in scholarly conversation and debate. It
is obligatory upon those in the field in ways specified below to foster the
development of such a common discourse, both among the technical
subspecializations of religious studies as such, and between such sub-
specialites and humanists/social scientists at large. (2) While the AAR
has been and must continue to be centrally focused as a learned society,
it has neglected and must make good on its obligations as a professional
association of scholars at work in the study of religion. In respect of both
(1) and (2), the encompassing challenge is to foster and support scholarly
communication and professional development. In responding to this
challenge, the most far reaching conceptual change for the AAR itself
will entail its understanding of itself henceforth as a single entity, acting
with and for the field, that comes to expression now in national, now in
regional policies, structures, and programs.

What governance structures will be required? We find the governance
structures of AAR, acting with and for the field, to be fundamentally
adequate to meet envisaged needs. Some governance bodies and offices
require to be revisioned and revitalized; some new ones need to be
added for the launching of unprecedented programs. Such alterations
are possible within present flexibility.

What resources are required and how shall they be secured? By and
large scholars in the field of religious studies have not concerned them-
selves actively in the development of resources for the field nationally or
at large, i.e., beyond the claims of their own institutions. The develop-
ment of a keener sense of responsibility for and leadership in such
matters is perhaps the most challenging development task before us in
the next decade. More religion scholars accepting more responsibility
for the development requirements of the field is the sine qua non for
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meeting the needs detailed below. To guide and goad this acceptance,
AAR will require (1) a long-range planning and development program,
(2) an expansion of its national office staff to assist in its implementa-
tion, and (3) a major inventory and census of the field in the U.S. and
Canada to provide the data base from which a development program can
be reliably launched.

What follows is a detailed series of reflections, proposals, and rec-
ommendations in respect of needs for the field.

4.1 A forum/administrative unit for assessing needs. A clear and
present need is, a permanent forum/administrative unit whose sole re-
sponsibility is the regular and continuing determination of the needs of
the field at large, the assessment of their priority, and the supervision of
garnering resources to meet them. The AAR shall establish a (new)
standing Committee on Long Range Planning and Development, a
majority of whose membership shall comprise distinguished members at
large.

4.2 First steps toward meeting the need of field development. Two
steps need to be taken immediately to launch a development program
for the field.

4.2.1 Expansion of AAR staff. AAR needs to expand the staff of its
national office, both to free the Executive Director to devote a major
proportion of his/her time to field development and to assist him/her in
that enterprise. Specifically, we need a full-time Executive Associate
and a full-time secretary to support the work of the Executive Director
and his/her Administrative Assistant (the last two comprising the pre-
sent national staff), and the new Executive Associate. In support of this
staff expansion for the first two years, AAR has applied to and received
assurances of support from The Lilly Endowment (in the amount of
$90,550). In indirect support of meeting this need, AAR will apply to
NEH for a Challenge Grant on a three-for-one matching basis. One of
the primary uses of this challenge grant would be to provide perma-
nently committed revolving funds to support the publication programs of
the AAR, thus releasing funds from AAR's operating budget that can
then be utilized to support the staff of the AAR national office on a
continuing basis.

4.2.2 Inventory and census of the field. There is an acute need for a
complete inventory and census of personnel and programs in religious
studies in North America, which inventory/census will provide the basis
for assessing and meeting the needs of the field. The last reliable set of
data is now hopelessly out of date, dating back to the so-called "Welch"
reports of 1971 and 1972 (and based on research in the late Sixties). A
new Welch-type study is a clarion need of the field, should be conducted
jointly by AAR and SBL under ACLS sponsorship (as were the Welch

12



AMERICAN ACADEMY OF RELIGION

reports), and support of it will be sought in a consortium of private and
public agencies. To this end, AAR plans to apply for a grant from the
NEH Office of Programs and Planning.

4.3. National and regional connections in the field. It is the judg-
ment of AAR that one of the most basic needs of the field is to
strengthen links between the national and regional levels of its life and
work. While ideas for strengthening such links, and specifically projects
to that end, should emanate from both levels (and steps are being taken
to insure contributions from regional organizations), the national lead-
ership proposes to make available a variety of programs that hold this
policy in view:

-regularly maintaining a panel of Academy lecturers, any of whom
would be available to lecture at regional meetings;

-regularly maintaining a panel of Academy symposiasts, any of
whom would be available to participate in symposia at regional
meetings;

-regularly organizing an Academy symposium, all of whose mem-
bers would be available to conduct their discussion at regional
meetings;

-regularly sponsoring summer seminars conducted by distinguished
senior scholars in the several regions; and;

-regularly sponsoring programs planning leadership seminars for all
persons having program planning responsibilities at both national
and regional levels.

It goes without saying that financial resources will be required to
implement any or all of these programs aimed at achieving this policy.
Such resources will require a reallocation of the Academy's available
funds and the seeking of new external funding. In respect of the latter,
we anticipate close working relationships with NEH, in particular its
Summer Seminar program, and through consortia of its State Councils
in support of regional programs.

4.4 "Program" development. In the past "program" in AAR has
referred all but exclusively to the program of the annual meeting. It is
clear that the strengthening of links between the national and regional
levels referred to under 4.3 above will require a substantial expansion of
the reference of "program," as will a development program, an educa-
tional program, a research program, and a professional development
program.

4.4.1 Endowed plenary lectureship. These remarks notwithstanding,
one central feature of the program of the annual national meeting is in
need of substantial shoring up. The Academy needs a "capstone" forum
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at its annual meeting for the presentation of truly distinguished work by
an individual scholar in the study of religion, a forum that, from its
inception, would arouse a climate of highest expectations. To this end,
AAR has under study the securing of an endowment, largely from
private sources, for the Plenary Lectures at the annual meeting. The
model for these lectures would be an American equivalent of the Gifford
lectures in England, except that they will attach, not to a local institu-
tion of higher learning but rather, to the Academy and will reflect and
serve the field at large. The lectures will be drawn from a major book
that normally will be published through Scholars Press, and will stand in
a continuing AAR monograph series.

4.5 Research and Publications programs. AAR judges its publica-
tions program in the past two decades to be among its stellar
achievements. That notwithstanding, we believe the structure of the
Research and Publications Committee to be inadequately geared for the
tasks immediately ahead. Specifically, the committee presently does
not and cannot, given its work load, accord sufficient attention to
generating, enabling, and monitoring major research projects. And con-
ceptually, the conjoining of publications with research is flawed in
implying that publication is the only legitimate outcome of research. We
concur that all AAR publications should be based on appropriate re-
search, but not that all research is most effectively embodied in publi-
cation.

4.5.1 The "separation" of research and publications. Accordingly,
we shall separate the two "functions" procedurally, assigning publica-
tions to the committee as presently constituted, and assigning responsi-
bility for the research program of AAR to a new standing committee
created for that purpose. This will permit the Publications Committee to
devote its attention even more aggressively to scholarly publishing, the
monitoring of quality, and the fine-tuning of technique. And it will give
to the Research Committee great latitude and range. Research must be
conceived with sufficient breadth so as to include not only those kinds of
projects that serve the field in its professional and educational associa-
tion aspects. Research works commissioned in the 75th Anniver-
sary Publications Series illustrate one kind; the inventory and census of
the field discussed in 4.2.2 above is another. The range of the Research
Committee's work will include but not be limited to curricular patterns
and needs at all levels of higher education, nationally and regionally;
secondary education needs should be assayed, particularly with regional
differences highlighted and accommodated; research regarding peda-
gogy in the field is needed; research in alternative (to teaching) careers
should be undertaken, and as a corollary, research is needed as to what
is to be learned regarding graduate education in religion from those who
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having participated in it have found careers outside educational institu-
tions. Beyond these professional association parameters, the AAR as a
learned society should be fostering research in neglected areas. As an
example, the effects of religious pluralism upon religious traditions
should be undertaken in regional areas where pluralism is a fact of life,
e.g., the Bay Area, where Asians, Blacks and Caucausians exist in
equal or nearly equal proportions, or the Southwest, where Hispanics
and Caucasians interact. Regional research projects in such settings
would make obvious sense.

4.5.2 Revolving publications fund. To place a permanent foundation
under AAR's already strong commitment to scholarly publications in
religious studies, it needs to establish a revolving, permanent book
publication fund in an amount sufficient to provide subsidies annually to
permit the publication of up to two times the average number of volumes
published in each of the preceding four years. Such a fund will require
generous support from both public and private agencies. Its successful
implementation will permit AAR to reallocate operating funds to meet
other needs detailed in this report.

4.6 Education: the loci of the study of religion. Insofar as AAR in the
recent past has devoted itself to "education," and that it has done only
weakly, it has done so only at the undergraduate college/university
level. We cannot delay any longer meeting our responsibilities to the
subject matter and the larger culture in respect of the study of religion at
all levels of education. Accordingly we will establish a new standing
Committee on Education and the Study of Religion. While the largest
purview of the Committee will be the impact of the proper study of
religion upon the culture at large, it will be specifically directed to the
three principal levels of education: secondary, undergraduate (commu-
nity college, college, university), graduate. The Committee will have
both a research and a "practical" mission. It should determine what is
the case at all levels, assay and set norms for what ought to be the case
at all levels, and develop programs and structures for implementing its
findings and recommendations. We have referred (4.2.2) to the need for
a comprehensive survey and census of the field in North America, a
reference in that context to higher education. We need a like survey,
conducted probably at the level of regions, of secondary education and
the study of religion (curricula that have been developed for "religion
and literature," "religion and the social sciences," and the like; state
teacher accreditation procedures where they exist; etc.).

4.7 Relationships with international counterpart learned societies.
It is our impression that religious studies lags other major humanistic
disciplines/fields in co-operative relationships with counterpart learned
societies in countries outside North America. It is important to our
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society, and we believe theirs, to rectify this lack. Several factors stand
in the way of such relationships for our field, owing principally to
radically different relationships between the study of religion and cul-
tures at large in other countries. In many if not most other countries, the
religiously pluralistic context of the U.S. and Canada does not obtain;
the presence of the state, directly or indirectly, as a factor in advocacy,
is also pertinent in some other countries. In some countries, learned
societies are organized strictly along confessional lines, in others ac-
cording to strict subspecializations. There are long-established learned
societies in Europe devoted to Old and New Testament studies, but no
existing umbrella organization for the study of religion as such. There
are fledgling efforts in this direction in England, inspired in part by the
model of AAR, as there are in Australia. AAR has sufficient members in
other countries to serve as some leaven.

We feel obliged to establish working relationships with existing
learned societies in other countries, whether or not they are our exact
counterparts. Moreover, without imperial intent, we need to make our
expertise in convention planning and publications programs available to
them, and in other areas as well. It is well past the time when we should
be developing the field internationally without neglecting the home
fires.

Initial steps toward this end are being taken in the current year. With
support from The Henry Luce Foundation, we brought to the 75th
Anniversary annual meeting a significant number of international schol-
ars to present their appraisal of American scholarship in their several
subfields, and to seek their counsel on the development of working
relationships with scholars of religion in their countries. From this initial
consultation we expect an agenda for international scholarly co-
operation to be formed in the field of religious studies.

In the 75th year of AAR's repurchase on existence, its leadership
raised from private sources approximately $175,000 for envisaging
and putting in place the machinery to make good on the needs envisaged
in this report, the first such effort toward long-range development in our
history. We have taken note of the crucial role of the NEH in our
development thus far, and of our hopes for continued involvement in the
future. It is unthinkable that a public agency which has no abundantly
enriched American cultural life as the NEH has should not be reau-
thorized by the Congress.
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ANTHROPOLOGY AND THE HUMANITIES

The 1964 statement of the American Anthropological Association pre-
pared for the Commission on the Humanities noted that in addition to
funding from universities and research centers, support for an-
thropological research was available from private foundations, govern-
ment agencies and national councils. Since its founding in 1965, the
National Endowment for the Humanities has become a significant gov-
ernmental source of support for anthropology. Its programs of interest to
anthropologists are regularly noted in the AAA Anthropology Newsletter
together with programs of agencies which were already mainstays of the
discipline in 1964.

NEH has continuously lived up to its high promise of two decades ago,
developing and adapting programs to accommodate a broad and chang-
ing range of humanistic concerns. Virtually all the areas of need set
forth in the 1964 AAA statement are addressed in NEH's now nearly
thirty programs. NEH also supports anthropological endeavors not even
anticipated in 1964. The very fact of NEH has helped stimulate an-
thropological innovation, notably in enlarging the public outreach of
anthropology. Experience with NEH programs and procedures, and
changes on the anthropological scene over the last twenty years now
suggest some new directions for NEH support of anthropological proj-
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ects and new opportunities for other disciplines to utilize anthropologi-
cal contributions.

Although some anthropologists today are inclined to prefer gender-
neutral language in describing their discipline, the fundamental nature
and scope of anthropology have not changed since the 1964 statement
was written. It remains concerned with "the evolution and the compar-
ative study of man and his culture," its breadth and interests continue to
span "the biological, social and cultural aspects of man," and it still
"insists that these aspects be viewed together."

The 1964 statement readily acknowledged the natural affinity of an-
thropology to the humanistic disciplines in regard to shared topical
concerns of folklore, languages and linguistics, prehistory, ethno-
musicology and related fields and in regard to shared commit-
ments to the history and qualities of the world's societies, but the
statement repeatedly distinguished between the science of anthropology
and the humanities. Today, many anthropologists would not insist on
this distinction but stress the intellectual benefit of the creative tension
between rigorous science and unabashed humanism within the single
discipline of anthropology. Evidence of humanistic interests is seen in
the founding of the Society for Humanistic Anthropology in 1977 (now a
Section of AAA) and it is only one of a number of anthropological
organizations in the AAA with humanistic concerns.

As hoped in 1964, NEH today supports projects-public media pro-
ductions, films, museum exhibits, classroom presentations and various
public programs which draw upon systematic cross-cultural and biologi-
cal data from anthropology to lend greater depth of humanistic under-
standing of the human species' capabilities and place in the natural
order of the world. It also provides direct support to many anthropologi-
cal projects but its humanistic boundaries could be legitimately en-
larged to support more anthropological projects.

THE AMERICAN ANTHROPOLOGICAL
ASSOCIATION

Although anthropology has retained its basic character since 1964,
the Association which provided the 1964 statement has undergone great
change with a reorganized governing structure put into place in 1984. It
is designed to maintain unity of the discipline and better coordinate the
activities of anthropologists whose ranks have increased greatly. The
number of Fellows in the AAA has grown from about 1,000 in 1964 to
more than 2,500 today; comparable increases in other membership
categories bring the current total membership to nearly 9,000.
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Not only are there many more anthropologists but their scholarly and
professional activities have multiplied and diversified enormously over
the last twenty years. The reorganized AAA is now composed of Di-
visions representing the discipline as a whole and the major sub-
disciplines of Ethnology, Archaeology, Linguistics, Biological An-
thropology, and Practicing Anthropology; Sections representing topical
emphases such as education and world areas; and Branches repre-
senting regional anthropological organizations. These units have au-
tonomy of title, officers, publications and other activities but are incor-
porated under AAA and elect representatives to the governing board.
The AAA membership consists of all the members of the constituent
units who will continue to elect the AAA president at large; previously,
all officers were elected at large. The new By Laws provide for incorpo-
ration of additional units as anthropological interests continue to multi-
ply and diversify.

Among other advantages, reorganization will make the Association
more effective in its clearing-house functions in identifying groups and
individuals with special expertise of interest to agencies such as NEH.
The units also could conceivably generate projects which would be
appropriate for support from NEH, a possibility of special significance
in view of the large number of anthropologists today who are not associ-
ated with academic institutions to sponsor and administer grants, dis-
cussed below.

ANTHROPOLOGICAL EMPLOYMENT

The profession of anthropology has changed markedly over the last

two decades. In 1964 the discipline had experienced about twenty years

of very rapid growth, including the development of more than 60 de-

partments offering graduate programs. As the boom in college en-

rollments leveled off and in some areas actually declined in the 1970s,
anthropology, like many disciplines, was seriously affected. Today,

some anthropology departments face the possibility of being terminated.
The 1964 opinion-"at present it does not seem possible to fill" the

great demand for young Ph.D.'s to teach anthropology in universities
and liberal arts colleges-strikes an ironic note in 1984. According to
the Conference Board Report on 1982 Doctorate Recipients, anthro-

pology had the highest unemployment of new doctorates (40.5%) of
all major fields (compared to 12% in 1972). In the Report, anthro-
pology and sociology are listed together and the percentage of un-
employed doctoral recipients has dropped to 30.3%, but it cannot be
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determined how much of this improvement relates specifically to an-
thropology.

The 1964 statement betrays a certain complacency that an-
thropologists could and should expect traditional academic employ-
ment, and takes only passing, almost disdainful, note of the rise of "a
modest demand" for anthropologists in schools of business administra-
tion, public health and education, and in a number of government
agencies which "exploited" anthropology's ties to the natural and be-
havioral sciences and the practical applications of anthropology.

Although academe remains the primary locus of anthropological em-
ployment, according to the Reports there has been a sharp decline
from a high of 73% in academic employment in 1968 to only 28% in 1982.
Meanwhile, increasing numbers of anthropologists are finding employ-
ment in public and private organizations engaged in community assis-
tance and development programs in this country and abroad, nonprofit
and profit-making research/analysis firms, and in an expanding range of
government agencies, including NEH. A relatively new and growing
phenomenon is self-employment. Anthropologists working as individu-
als or heading small firms employing research staffs contract their
services as consultants and researchers to business, industry and gov-
ernment. To cite only a few examples, such employment entails work
for law firms engaged in litigation on North American Indian treaty and
land issues, studies of labor-management relations, and preparation of
archeological surveys and community studies for historical and social
impact statements which are required in advance of proposed construc-
tion involving federal funding.

Indicative of the AAA's concern for the employment needs of an-
thropologists are its publications, Getting a Job Outside the Academy
(Special Publication No. 14, 1982) and the Directory of Practicing An-
thropologists 1982 to help locate and identify the specialties of an-
thropologists not included in the AAA annual Guide to Departments of
Anthropology. The Guide, in addition to listing academic departments,
includes museums and research centers employing anthropologists.

Of special interest is the fact that the presence of new employment
opportunities for anthropologists is prompting some graduate students
to prepare themselves from the outset for non-academic careers. The
practical applications of anthropology take many forms, some of which
have humanistic implications and uses such as film making and writing,
technical advising to film makers and playwrights, administration of
humanities programs and centers, cultural affairs posts, bi-lingual edu-
cation and the like. Anthropologists in non-traditional employment
should certainly be counted within the profession as able to generate
projects qualifying for NEH support.
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ANTHROPOLOGY AND MUSEUMS

Museums were mentioned in the 1964 statement, but large natural
history museums with anthropology departments and university an-
thropology museums were considered "stabilized" as to staff size "in
the face of financial necessity." Museums at that time did not enjoy the
affluence of universities as centers of intellectual activity, and
museum-based research was poorly funded. The statement suggested
that the proposed federal agency could help remedy the problem, at
least in regard to anthropological research in museums which inter-
sected with the humanities. This and much more came to pass as the
museum scene took on new vitality in the 1970s and NEH was available
to nurture it.

The overproductions of Ph.D.s, not only in anthropology but the
natural sciences and history generally, afforded museums the opportu-
nity to fill curatorial openings with highly qualified young Ph.D.s as
older (often minimally or self-trained) curators retired. As noted,
museums had drifted out of the anthropological mainstream in 1964.
Museum employment was not considered particularly attractive. When
anthropologists (and others) began to rediscover museums out of eco-
nomic necessity, they realized that they had more time to devote to
research than teaching positions would allow. Anthropologists also
found themselves on the cutting edge of new research interests in the
discipline at large where there is renewed appreciation of material
culture to test theoretical questions and enrich substantive knowledge
of now greatly changed cultures. The creation of NEH has been of
enormous benefit for museum-based research with humanities content
for both museum and academic anthropologists.

Although the description of staff needs of established museums still
tends to hold true, over the last twenty years there has been an
astonishing proliferation of small museums dedicated to regional,
ethnic, historical, and topical concerns. According to a survey con-
ducted in 1978 by the Institute of Museum Services and the National
Center for Educational Statistics, there was only one congressional
district in the entire country lacking some kind of museum. Universities
responded to the need for museum professionals with new programs,
variously called museum studies and museology. A large number of
these programs are centered in anthropology departments. Most of the
new museums, in the tradition of well established museums, rely
heavily on volunteers but usually have at least one paid supervisory
position. The boards of these museums seek academically qualified
personnel in order to compete for federal funding of their programs,
particularly from NEH as well as NEA. Anthropology, with its holistic
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bio-cultural approach, its concern with material culture and its histori-
cal dimension, is excellent preparation for positions in such small
museums. While statistics are not available at this time, anthropologists
with museological training are finding employment in museums of many
kinds.

NEH not only regularly funds research in museums as envisioned in
the 1964 statement but also funds anthropological exhibit production in
museums. Whatever their scientific content, exhibits are by nature
humanistic in promoting thoughtful, informed views on the part of the
general public regarding culture, prehistory, and even ecology and
evolution.

The writers of the 1964 statement correctly anticipated that what
eventuated at NEH would result in the anthropological enrichment of
humanities teaching in primary and secondary school curricula and
higher education. They did not anticipate the marvelous opportunity
NEH affords in stimulating appreciation of human cultural diversity and
disseminating anthropological concepts to the general public through
permanent and temporary museum exhibits and museum programs.
School groups have long received special instructional attention from
museums but today many programs of a humanistic nature include
anthropological content and are designed for the elderly, handicapped,
ethnic groups, families and adult individuals with particular interests.
The public value of these programs is beyond calculation and could not
be undertaken without NEH through direct grants and re-grants from
state humanities committees.

NEH, ANTHROPOLOGY, AND THE FUTURE

As noted near the outset, virtually all the needs expressed in 1964 are
potentially fundable by NEH but sometimes projects which would seem
to qualify are turned away, not for lack of merit but for apparent lack of
humanistic relevance. Perhaps the 1964 insistence on the distinction
between anthropology and the humanities created constraints which
continue in NEH funding decisions even now that anthropology has
moved in the direction of being as firmly based in the humanities as in
the sciences.

Anthropology, for example, is the only discipline among the social
sciences that has a traditional investment in linguistics as one of its
major components. Certainly in recent years anthropological linguists
have addressed strongly humanistic concerns in ethnopoetics, sociolin-
guistics, semiotics, and the nature of discourse, as well as continuing
research in the production of speech, bi-lingualism, and other topics
requiring formidable technology and quantitative analyses. Linguistics
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is defined unequivocally by NEH as one of the humanities, yet NEH
panels sometimes must be reminded that they do not need to determine
whether a proposal in linguistics is "humanistic." (It is of interest to
note in this connection that a mere twenty years ago only three of
twenty-four learned societies in ACLS mentioned the potential of com-
puters in their reports to the Commission on the Humanities: the
American Dialect Society, the Linguistic Society of America, and the
AAA).

Archeology also is a major component of anthropology and also is
defined by NEH as a humanistic discipline. It undeniably has benefitted
greatly from NEH support, but there are problems in getting some kinds
of support. Classical archeology has long been of interest to the private
sector and enjoys patrons willing and able to supply required matching
funds. Plain dirt archeology in the Americas, particularly North
America, is not so blessed although it contributes mightily to our under-
standing of our national prehistoric heritage. While such archeological
projects have great in-kind resources for matching funds, directors of
these projects often are hard put to raise required cash matches and
must piece together contributions from many sources, thereby spending
a great deal of time and energy which might be better devoted to the
work of the projects themselves. The important point is that archeologi-
cal sites in this country are under terrible threat by the proliferation of
shopping centers, urban expansion, and other private sector construc-
tion. Anything which delays getting on with the business of retrieving
data often means the data will be beyond retrieval.

A more liberal view by NEH of in-kind matches also would be of great
benefit in the specialized area of underwater archeology where the
archeologist is not confronted with commercial indifference to the fate
of historically significant artifacts (to say nothing of their stratigraphic
context) but competition for them from professional salvage operators
able to attract investors in treasure hunts.

Further recommendations concern the need for greater support
through existing funding categories or creation of new ones to encourage
more anthropologists to undertake work of a humanistic nature.
Translations, noted in the 1964 statement, are supported but there
should be more emphasis on translating important books and mono-
graphs, particularly from Russian, Chinese, Japanese, and Arabic,
along with the present translations of periodicals, articles, abstracts,
and bibliographies.

As world or global history becomes increasingly important in secon-
dary and college level curricula, indeed even mandated in some school
systems, anthropology has a natural role in contributing to the enrich-
ment of these courses to enable students to know and understand
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cultures other than their own. There is need for more encouragement of
anthropologists to concentrate on areal studies which have tended to be
neglected in recent years in favor of theoretical concentrations.

Related to the need for substantive data to enlarge our understanding
of the world's peoples is the need for support of the collection, transla-
tion, and annotation of life histories. This endeavor stemming from
ethnological field research provides humanistic insights beyond the
category of "oral history."

The 1964 statement called for support of publications; NEH funds
presses to publish important works which would not otherwise be pub-
lished and also funds the preparation of basic reference works. There is,
however, a continuing need to make certain kinds of information simply
accessible where microform would do as well as conventional publica-
tion, for example, museum records (including photographs as well as
accession/catalog data) and primary documentation still only in manu-
script form in linguistics, ethnology, and archaeology.

The 1964 statement made an interesting distinction between research
and scholarship, seeing the latter as in need of special support for
people to engage in contemplative assessment of the results of research.
NEH has various stipend and fellowship programs which approach but
do not quite meet this need in special cases. Anthropologists generally
obtain a great deal of information in the field which does not get
included in their published works but could be of use to others if
organized, indexed, annotated, and placed in an appropriate depository.
It is generally conceded that this should be done but too often people
cannot afford to devote a block of time to this effort. And people die.
Notes are lost or end up in archives in far less useful form than would be
the case if the scholars who collected them had prepared them for
archival deposition. Support for senior anthropologists for this purpose
would contribute to the anthropological data base and could even lead to
new interpretive scholarship from the experienced field worker enabled
to review a lifetime of work in the field.

In view of the renewed interest in material culture, NEH could
perform a signal service in expanding support in its Research
Resources/Preservation Grants to encourage anthropologists who are
not museum oriented to systematically document and donate to
museums the many objects brought back from the field which now
languish in attics or serve as home or office decor. Artifacts are jeopar-
dized by lack of controlled environmental conditions museums provide.
Frequently, items which were commonplace only a few years ago and
collected casually in the course of field work are no longer made and
could be of great significance in building anthropological study collec-
tions. They are of special interest because they could be provided with
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the kind of precise and complete documentation so necessary to current
research concerns. Documentation stored only in collectors' heads
should be recorded in permanent form.

Biological anthropology, the most obviously scientific of the major
components of the discipline, also has its humanistic aspects needing
support. Again, a program of NEH comes close, Basic Research/
Humanities, Science and Technology, but is not quite on the mark to
develop publications, programs and exhibits which could simply inform
the public on evolution, exponential population growth, heredity and
related subjects to enlarge understanding of the human species as
inescapably part of the natural world. Responsible popularization of
complex information so that it is clearly understandable and compel-
lingly interesting is, in itself, a humanistic enterprise.

The final section of this statement should be seen as an effort to
guide, not criticize, NEH in carrying out its mandate. Indeed, it is hard
to imagine life as an anthropologist today without NEH.
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The printed word is at the heart of Western culture, and in the
preservation and study of that culture research libraries play an
indispensable role. The American Antiquarian Society (AAS) is one of
two members of the American Council of Learned Societies that support
independent research libraries. While the following report necessarily
focuses upon and reflects the experience and views of AAS, we hope
that many of our perspectives and priorities will address areas of
concern shared by other independent research libraries which are also
committed to the preservation of the printed word.

"ONE OF OUR NATIONAL TREASURES"

The American Antiquarian Society is a learned society which was
founded in 1812 in Worcester, Massachusetts. The Society maintains a
research library of American history and culture in order to collect,
preserve, and make available for study the printed record of the United
States. It is the third oldest historical society in this country and the first
to be national rather than regional in its purpose and in the scope of its
collections.

With holdings numbering close to three million books, pamphlets,
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broadsides, manuscripts, prints, maps, and newspapers, this library
preserves the largest single collection of printed source material relating
to the history, literature, and culture of the first 250 years of what is now
the United States. It specializes in the American period to 1877, and
holds two-thirds of the total pieces known to have been printed in this
country between 1640 and 1821, as well as the most useful source
materials and reference works printed since that period. Its files of
eighteenth- and nineteenth-century newspapers, numbering two million
issues, are the finest anywhere.

The American Antiquarian Society has long been a distinctly, and
perhaps uniquely, interdisciplinary institution. Because of the richness
of its collections, AAS has an international constituency of scholars
whose research interests embrace such diverse fields as anthropology,
art, communications, history, journalism, literature, philosophy, relig-
ious studies and theology. In addition, because of its status as an
independently governed and supported research library, AAS is free
from the constraints of ties to, and dependence on, specific disciplines
or control by other institutions such as universities.

AAS's collections serve a world-wide community of students,
teachers, historians, bibliographers, genealogists, and authors whose
research directly affects the quality of education through textbooks,
biographies, historical novels, newspapers, periodicals, plays, operas,
films, and libraries.

A research library differs from all others in that its collections are
usually rare, often unique, and their preservation is a constant concern.
School, college, and public libraries, designed to fit student curricula
and general adult needs, provide printed materials which are meant to
be worn out and replaced. The entire AAS research library is a rare
book collection acquired over a period of 172 years at great effort and
cost. Its holdings are not to be worn out and discarded but preserved for
research and study.

The Society has a staff of fifty-one. In addition to the function of
curatorship and assistance for others, the staff is itself productive of
scholarship. A few examples of staff work produced at AAS are a
history of printing in America; a history and bibliography of American
newspapers; the standard work on Paul Revere's engravings; comple-
tion of Sabin's dictionary of books relating to America as well as Evans's
American Bibliography; a twenty-volume dictionary catalogue of the
Society's pre-1821 holdings, family genealogies, and first editions of
American literature; a four-volume catalogue of the manuscript collec-
tions; and editorship of the Society's Proceedings, published semiannu-
ally.

The late Allan Nevins, author and historian, called AAS "one of our
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national treasures." Dr. Willard Thorp of Princeton University once
observed that "if the American Antiquarian Society had not come into
existence, our knowledge of the origins of this nation would for a long
time have been composed of myths and legends. In a sense, the Ameri-
can Antiquarian Society gave us our past." In 1968, because of its
collections and architectural beauty, Antiquarian Hall, the AAS library
building, was designated a National Historic Landmark by the Secretary
of the Interior.

AAS COLLECTIONS

On the library's twenty miles of bookshelves are preeminent collec-
tions of pre-1877 American printed materials ranging from sets of ency-
clopedias to miniature books for children, from city directories to sheet
music, and including all imaginable forms of printed ephemera from
advertising trade cards and almanacs to bookplates and paper currency.

The Society also holds an important body of material in the field of
early religious history and literature, including the most extensive col-
lection of the writings of the Mather family, their manuscripts, private
library, and family portraits.

The Society's manuscript collection, numbering tens of thousands of
unpublished documents, is housed in the Kresge Manuscript Room. Its
2,215 running feet of shelving contain diaries, account books, family
letters, and business records, as well as the Society's own archives. A
grant from the National Endowment for the Humanities made possible
the cataloguing of this collection, thus making this great resource fully
available for the first time.

The graphic arts collections, which date from the founding of the
Society when Isaiah Thomas donated his personal collection of graphic
arts, contain maps, broadsides, prints, and eighteenth-century en-
gravings. This department frequently provides illustrative material for
printers, publishers, and broadcasters for use in textbooks, mono-
graphs, journals, and television documentaries.

The Society is the nation's chief repository of early American news-
papers. More than two million issues published in the eighteenth and
nineteenth centuries in every section of the United States, Canada, and
the West Indies are held on seven miles of shelving in climate-controlled
stacks.

AAS PROGRAMS

In addition to maintaining its research library, the Society is also
engaged in a number of library-based programs of great value to the
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world of scholarship. Because of these programs, the Society now
serves thousands of scholars, whereas a decade or two ago it could serve
only hundreds.

Fellowships: In order to make its collections more readily available to
scholars, AAS administrators a program of one- to twelve-month fellow-
ships for visiting researchers. Last year, eighteen scholars from the
United States and abroad were selected as AAS fellows.

Publications: A primary responsibility of AAS is to make the re-
sources under its care available for study, not only in its readings room,
but also through a publications program. The Society's semiannual
journal, the Proceedings, was first issued in 1813. Among recent book
titles are The National Index of American Imprints through 1800: The
Short-Title Evans; A Calendar of American Poetry in Colonial News-
papers through 1765; A Bibliography ofAmerican Cookery Books, 1742-
1860; A Bibliography of American Children's Books Printed Prior to
1821; The Angel of Bethesda (the first complete publication of Cotton
Mather's treatise on medicine); A Descriptive Checklist of Book
Catalogues Separately Printed in America, 1693-1800; The Press and
the American Revolution; Printing and Society in Early America; and
Seven Essays on Early American Bookbinding. Since AAS has made
bibliography and printing history its focus over the years, these and
other publications, no less than its holdings, have been central in many
fields of scholarship, for bibliography and printing history intersect with
all fields.

One of the most far-reaching contributions to scholarly work in
American history has been the Society's participation with the Readex
Microprint Corporation in a project to edit and film at AAS nearly all the
non-serial material published in this country from 1639 to 1820. This
series, entitled Early American Imprints, contains the full text of over
90,000 books, pamphlets, almanacs, and broadsides. These microform
reproductions are available for purchase by any library or individual. In
a similar manner, work continues on the AAS-Readex Early American
Newspapers series, which is reproducing in microform all American
newspapers issued before 1821. Another recent collaborative project
with Readex has resulted in the microfilm publication of eight manu-
script diaries of New England women, 1772-1914, from the AAS. These
micropublishing projects not only serve to distribute texts beyond the
walls of the AAS library, but are also a means of preserving texts from
the ravages of time and use.

Cataloguing and Bibliographical Research: Several cataloguing proj-
ects of incalculable promise to early American studies are under way at
the Society. The North American Imprints Program (NAIP), funded in
part by NEH, is a long-term undertaking to construct detailed biblio-
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graphical records of all North American imprints, whether held at AAS or
elsewhere, first through 1800, but eventually through 1876. While
strengthening the Society, this program will also contribute to an ex-
traordinary degree to the advancement of scholarship all over the United
States. A catalogue of American engravings on copper and steel made
by Americans to 1821 is nearing completion after many years of re-
search. Another project (also supported by NEH), to catalogue the
Society's collection of newspapers through 1876 in a nationally accessi-
ble computer data base, has been in operation at AAS since 1982.

The Society is an owner/member of the Research Libraries Group,
Inc., and a participant in RLG's computerized cataloguing system,
RLIN. The Society also is a participant in the CONSER program
through OCLC, Inc., another national computerized bibliographical
utility.

Conservation: The first in-house bindery at the Society was estab-
lished in 1912. Since that time the department has become a fully
equipped restoration workshop directed by skilled professionals, whose
duties in addition to the restoration of printed and manuscript materials
include the monitoring of climate-control and fumigation programs.

The History of the Book in American Culture: The Society's Program
in the History of the Book in American Culture is composed of a number
of scholarly activities, including a series of annual lectures, workshops
and seminars, conferences, publications, and residential fellowships.
The program focuses the Society's strength of collections and varied
research and publication activities on an emerging field of scholarship.
The study of printing and the distribution of printed material in America
has always been at the heart of AAS's work-who printed what and
where; how printed works got into the hands of readers; how books,
pamphlets, newspapers, and graphic arts materials influenced Ameri-
can culture. Now scholars from a variety of academic disciplines are
beginning to deal with broad questions of the role of printed material in
American social, economic, and cultural life. This program follows from
the traditional interests of AAS and at the same time is likely to break
new ground in providing an institutional forum for combining different
approaches to the history of the book. The American Antiquarian Soci-
ety is the best place for these studies to take place.

AAS AND THE NATIONAL ENDOWMENT
FOR THE HUMANITIES

Since the early 1970s, the American Antiquarian Society has received
a number of grants which have been crucial in the development of its
role as a major independent research library. Grants from the National
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Endowment for the Humanities have made possible the arrangement
and description of AAS collections (manuscripts; nineteenth-century
pamphlets; pre-1801 imprints; broadsides through 1830; engravings
through 1820; early American newspapers); the creation of research
tools (through indexes and catalogues of manuscripts and engravings);
the growth of AAS's financial resources (through challenge and
special-incentive grants); academic and scholarly programs (under the
program of fellowships and through research conferences); and public
programs (the production of a film on nineteenth-century American
lithography; preparation of an American Bicentennial exhibit,
"Wellsprings of a Nation"; and sponsorship of public lectures).

These grants have been key factors in the expansion of the Society's
role in its various areas of activity. The grants for arrangement and
cataloguing of collections have resulted in AAS's ability to bring under
control large quantities of important research materials. In most cases,
it has also meant that these materials have been catalogued in
machine-readable form, thus providing the means by which AAS has
taken a lead nationally in the computerized cataloguing of research
materials. The grants for academic or scholarly programs have allowed
AAS, on the one hand, to expand considerably the level of its fellowship
support, and, on the other hand, to begin the development of an impor-
tant new research center at AAS, the Program in the History of the Book
in American Culture. The grants for public programs have enabled AAS
to mount a modest but imaginative series of undertakings to benefit a
general rather than scholarly audience. The challenge and special-
incentive grants, finally, have been key elements in the Society's fund-
raising efforts in recent years.

Taken together, NEH grants have greatly expanded the Society's
services to its various clienteles. Moreover, the impressive list of grants
that AAS has received from NEH in itself suggests the interdisciplinary
nature of the institution; and the momentum of AAS activity, which the
NEH has helped to bring about, depends on the continued presence of
the NEH. That momentum, in turn, is helping to produce greater
interdisciplinary communication, which is surely one of the most im-
portant needs in the world of scholarship.

In virtually all instances, the Endowment, through its support of
specific projects and more generally through the challenge and
special-incentive grants, has permitted the Society to do things that it
could not otherwise have done with its own resources alone. At the same
time, these grants have enabled the Society to do what it has wished to
do: AAS has not applied for NEH grants simply because they are
available; rather, AAS has applied for grants when they could advance
goals that the Society has set in order to help promote scholarship.
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Wherever possible, AAS has tried to formulate grants to complement
one another or to build on previous accomplishments. In other words,
AAS has worked from its strengths in applying for federal funding. In
making grants to the AAS, the NEH has recognized that the AAS has
been faithful to its own character and mission.

Another way of looking at the impact of NEH grants on AAS is to look
at their effect on staff development. In the dozen years that the Society
has been administering NEH grants, some forty individuals have been
employed by AAS with salaries paid all or in part by federal funds. At
present, approximately twelve of fifty-one AAS staff employees are
funded entirely or in part by NEH grants. These grants have been a
major factor in recruiting enthusiastic, talented, and energetic profes-
sionals for the AAS staff.

Members of the AAS staff have not only successfully completed the
specific projects which the NEH has funded, but they have contributed
to the development of new procedures. In addition, AAS staff members
have been called upon to advise other institutions which are developing
similar programs, and those staff members who have left AAS for other
positions have carried with them, and contributed to, an expanding
nation-wide expertise.

AAS has been quite successful in keeping many of these people on
the staff after completion of a grant-either through their moving to
another grant-funded project or through their employment on salaries
derived from general operating funds. Some of these individuals have
moved well up through the ranks. For example, the current assistant
librarian, head of cataloguing services, and keeper of manuscripts were
all employed early in their AAS careers under NEH grants. These
individuals have proved valuable to the Society beyond the specific
duties they have performed. The former curator of manuscripts (now at
the New York Public Library), who originally came to AAS under its
first NEH grant, was, for example, an asset to the Society for much
more than simply his direction of that manuscript cataloguing project.
As a scholar in his own right, and as an individual with a broad range of
interests and contacts, he was sensitive to many issues in the
humanities and effectively contributed to the Society's seminars, to the
development of its education programs, and to discussions among staff
members and with visiting scholars.

AAS staff members over the years have developed very good working
relationships with staff members at NEH. Almost without exception, the
NEH staff has been extremely helpful, sympathetic, cooperative, and
remarkably free from bureaucratic mentalities. Working with those staff
members has enabled AAS to have an influence on the development of
various policies nationally through its suggestions concerning the defi-
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nition and implementation of national standards for processing collec-
tions and for recording and making bibliographical data accessible to
other libraries and to individual readers. In addition, AAS has been able
to learn firsthand and early about other developments that affect the
Society's interests.

AAS has also participated in and encouraged developments at the
forefront of advances in bibliographical expertise through the en-
couragement of the use of computer technology; by facilitating the
sharing of resources and insistence on national professional standards;
and by encouraging other institutions to follow AAS's pioneering work
under NEH grants. AAS, as well as other libraries, has benefited from
an element of coordination from the NEH's staff, which has emphasized
the importance of uniform and highly professional bibliographical stan-
dards for the activities of its multiple constituencies.

In all of the NEH's grants, the Society's ability to do what it does best
has been greatly enhanced-to create bibliographical tools for an inter-
national community of scholars who study American history, literature,
and culture; to prepare finding aids to make the AAS's uniquely rich
collections accessible; and to provide opportunities for scholars to use
AAS resources in their expansion of knowledge about early America.
While these activities lack both glamour and visibility in the eyes of the
public, they have a long-term, cumulative influence on the preservation,
dissemination, and scholarly study of the printed record which forms
the basis for understanding our nation's past.

THE NEH AND AMERICAN SCHOLARSHIP

In 1984 the rationale for the important place of the humanities in
American life and for a federal role in fostering excellence in the
humanities remains as persuasive and urgent as in 1964, when the
American Council of Learned Societies, the Council of Graduate
Schools in the United States, and the United Chapters of Phi Beta
Kappa co-sponsored the Commission on the Humanities. The elo-
quence of the Report of the Commission on the Humanities, which led
to the establishment of the National Endowment for the Humanities,
need not be echoed in this report.

In assessing the future directions which the NEH might take, it is
important to emphasize both the strengths of the NEH and areas where
change might be encouraged. The NEH has been notably successful in
the range and quality of the programs which it has supported; in the
diversity of the constituencies which it has served; in its efforts to
encourage, without dictating, the highest standards of excellence; in the
quality, professionalism, and effectiveness of its staff; and in its inde-
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pendence in formulating and administering highly successful programs
that have benefited an enormous variety of individuals and institutions.

From the perspective of the American Antiquarian Society, the NEH
has succeeded in encouraging and assisting the important work which
lies at the heart of every great research library: to arrange and make
available for use the raw materials of scholarship; to create tools for
scholarly research; and to encourage and support scholarship based on
those materials and tools. The NEH has been receptive to the needs of
independent research libraries at a time when it was not always easy for
such institutions, without university connections and disciplinary bases,
to obtain a hearing for their needs.

In looking to the future, we would encourage the following:

(1) That the NEH continue and expand its support for the develop-
ment of programs with an interdisciplinary and inter-institutional
emphasis. In this, the NEH can support both traditional and innova-
tive approaches to curatorship and scholarship, seeking and fostering
approaches which promise to be exemplary and therefore useful to
institutions beyond the recipients of particular grants. In an era of
expanding technological resources such as computer data bases,
which are expensive and increasingly indispensable, it is important
also to emphasize inter-institutional collaboration. Collaboration such
as in NAIP can avoid unnecessary duplication and expense and also
take advantage of the resources of more than a single institution.

(2) That the NEH, through its General Programs grant category (and
possibly through special chairman's grants), be more receptive to
grant proposals which lack a single categorical emphasis but rather
seek to combine elements from different program categories into
large projects. While there has been a willingness to transcend di-
visional lines, because of its divisional structure the NEH has not
always been as receptive to multi-faceted proposals as it might be.

(3) That the NEH continually review its policies with respect to gifts
and matching grants. Requirements for matching grants have im-
posed a special burden on independent libraries, as the number of
potential donors to independent research libraries is very sfiall, and
requirements to raise matching funds are time-consuming, double the
work for a library's small development staff, and dry up funding for
other, equally necessary elements of the library's life--e.g., endow-
ment or annual fund campaigns. In the case of massive projects
requiring multi-year or multi-grant funding, requirements for gifts or
matching funds can dry up sources of funding for subsequent years of
a project.
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(4) That the Congress of the United States consider larger, rather
than smaller appropriations for NEH. Far from encouraging support
of marginal projects, larger budgets for the NEH would serve to
provide adequate funding for worthwhile proposals and would give
much-needed support to the humanities in an era in which the profes-
sions, science, and technology are dominant.
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NEEDS OF THE HUMANITIES IN THE SLAVIC FIELD

The Report of the Commission on the Humanities, which recom-
mended in 1964 the creation of what became the National Endowment
for the Humanities, presented the humanities in the United States as
somewhat beleaguered. American practicality, scientism and present-
mindedness were frequently evoked. The times, too, seemed inimical to
the humanities: the scientific and military competition with the Soviet
Union, the end of the colonial era and the proliferation of new states and
nationalisms, and the rapidity of developments in many sciences
seemed to make the American romance with pure and especially
applied science both more necessary and more all-encompassing than
ever. The humanities, or at least many humanistic areas, seemed fussy
and antiquarian or in some cases reduced to a decorative and graceful
position of secondary importance.

American attitudes change more slowly than we are accustomed to
admit, and the world of 1964, although different in important ways, has
by no means changed out of all recognition. Perhaps that is why much of
the lamentation and exhortation from that earlier report seems perfectly
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up-to-date, as if it had been written yesterday instead of twenty years
ago.

In one important respect, however, the situation of the humanities
has changed-at least the position of the humanities in the United
States. The National Endowment for the Humanities has been in busi-
ness now for close to two decades. It has been of very substantial
assistance to humanists in the Slavic field, and no report of this kind
ought to neglect to express our heartfelt thanks at the outset before
proceeding to make some suggestions for the future, trying to blend
statesmanship and self-interest into a plausible package.

Virtually every American scholar in a Slavic field must be aware of
the absolutely vital assistance which the Endowment has rendered with
respect to support for individual research and scholarship, including
funding for translations, an extremely significant aspect of our efforts to
make non-specialists aware of the cultural treasures of Russia and
Eastern Europe. A somewhat more specialized group knows how much
the Endowment has done to support our libraries and to fund confer-
ences and workshops on Slavic themes of all kinds. Perhaps equally
important has been the Endowment's sustained and unwavering support
for the International Research and Exchanges Board (IREX). No history
of our field(s) over the last twenty years can fail to put regular exchanges
with the Soviet Union at the heart of the story, and IREX has had a
deeply affirmative effect not only on the quality of our scholarly effort,
but on our more general knowledge of how the Soviet system works.
Changing political attitudes have sometimes caused supporters of the
exchanges great anxiety, making the Endowment's constancy all the
important and welcome. For all these things and more, scholars in this
area are greatly indebted to NEH.

Perhaps a deep student of public funding for the humanities in the
United States would conclude that such funding has always been dogged
by political issues, but we in the Slavic field are at least especially aware
of the fact. A broad interest in Russia and the Slavic world generally was
in part created by the political issues that emerged at the end of the
Second World War. The field has alternated since then between feast
and famine, in a way which has disconcerted both supporters and
critics, if not always in the same ways. We seem now to be entering into
another period of feast, but as always, there is some danger that only the
most politically and even policy-relevant work will be generously sup-
ported. We know that the Endowment will continue to support
deeper-and to many of us more important-cultural studies, as it has
in the past. Our entire committee expressed strong support for the
Endowment's grant-giving policies, but there was some feeling that the
Endowment ought to consider raising the grant ceiling of $25,000, a
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rather low figure particularly for our most senior scholars. The new
summer travel grants were welcomed by the committee as well, but here
too several members felt that a ceiling of $500 was too low.

In terms of new ideas and suggestions for additional activity, the
possibilities turned up by our committee can be conveniently divided
into four categories: (a) student support; (b) outreach and new methods
of dissemination; (c) support for faculty teaching and research; and (d)
support for the important task of integrating talented emigres into the
American academic community.

As far as graduate students are concerned, several committee mem-
bers suggested that more graduate and post-doctoral fellowships are
needed for students in the humanities. If Kremlinological and policy-
relevant disciplines are able to support graduate study much more
lavishly than language and literature departments, a critical imbalance
could gradually develop. An interesting-and to our way of thinking
ominous-tendency perceptible among most language departments at
a university is for students now to be flocking to language courses,
but not to continue in literature, which many students seem to find
esoteric and impractical. Perhaps the Endowment should keep an eye
on this tendency. In addition, further support is needed for the graduate
training of specialists on the history, culture and language of the minor-
ity nationalities of the Soviet Union especially the Central Asian ones.
Our expertise is very limited in this area, and the relationship of these
minorities to the dominant Russians is of growing importance to the
United States.

As far as outreach is concerned, members of our committee had a
number of useful suggestions. Several stressed the necessity of provid-
ing more interesting and diverse material for secondary schools: better
and more vivid treatment of Slavic history and culture in the form
of texts, as well as films and cassettes. Support was also expressed for
trying to encourage the study of Russian in secondary schools, but
another member of the committee cautioned that in his experience it
was quite easy to generate support for this during periods when we are
especially "conscious" of the Soviet Union, but keeping Russian lan-
guage going during more humdrum periods has not been easy in the
past. Particularly (but not exclusively) in connection with outreach to
the schools, one member of the committee suggested the creation of
what he dubbed National Language and Area Centers, patterned on the
Department of Education centers and perhaps linked with them.

Several committee members felt that the Endowment ought to work
actively to promote more and better media coverage of the Soviet Union
and Eastern Europe. Perhaps in the near future we can expect more
public affairs programming on military and political issues, but we are
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