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Introduction

John Y. Cole has devoted the bulk of his career to serving the Library of Congress (LC) and to documenting its history.  Cole’s tenure with the Library began in 1966 as a reference librarian.  He served as a librarian for nearly a decade, while simultaneously completing his dissertation on Librarian of Congress Ainsworth Spofford and publishing four articles and one book on Spofford’s contributions to the Library.  In 1976, Librarian of Congress Daniel Boorstin appointed him chair of a one-year Library of Congress Task Force on Goals, Organization, and Planning.  A year later, Dr. Boorstin asked Cole to become the founding director of the new Center for the Book (CFB) in the Library of Congress, established by Boorstin to utilize the resources and prestige of the Library of Congress to stimulate public interest in books and reading and to encourage the historical study of books and their influence.
  Cole has remained director to this day, and driven by his leadership, the Center for the Book has grown into an office of national and international importance.  To date, all fifty states and the District of Columbia have established affiliates of the national center at the Library of Congress.  The Center for the Book has also inspired the creation of centers for books and reading in England, Scotland, South Africa, and Russia.
  

Dr. Cole has leant his expertise to numerous other projects.  From March 1990 until February 1992, he served concurrently as director of the Center for the Book and as the Library of Congress's Acting Associate Librarian for Cultural Affairs.  From September 1993 until May 1995, he was the Acting Director of the Library's Publishing Office.  From October 1997 through December 2000, he was co-chairman of the steering committee for the commemoration of the Library of Congress's Bicentennial in the year 2000.  From 1997 to 2001, he chaired the Reading Section of the International Federation of Library Associations and Institutions (IFLA).  To honor Dr. Cole's distinguished service to the profession of librarianship, in 2000 the American Library Association presented him with its prestigious Lippincott Award.



These accomplishments are the backdrop behind Cole’s career as a historian of the Library of Congress, and to evaluate Cole’s writing on the LC, one must certainly be aware of his close affiliations with the Library and within the field of library and information studies.  His published body of work is diverse, yet topically repetitive.  The similarities lie in his interests, which consistently appear as themes or subject matter - Ainsworth Spofford, the evolution of the Library of Congress, and the purpose of the Library.  The diversity in his work results from the multitude of different types of histories that he writes, some tailored for different audiences, some for different purposes.  My questions in evaluating his body of work are:

· Historical Point of View:  How does Cole frame his histories? Is there a historical model he follows? Is this model consistent?

· Development and Evolution:  He has returned to many of the same subjects again and again, how has his analysis changed over the years or for different audiences?

· Professional Background:  What effect does being a librarian have upon his writing of Library of Congress history? What scholars have influenced his work?

· Educational Background:  How does he draw upon his American Studies background?  How much of his beginning work is shaped by a professional interest in Spofford, as well as a historical interest?   Is there evidence of later work being influenced by working under Mumford or Boorstin?

· Goals:  What is he trying to accomplish in writing the history of the Library?  What does he accomplish?

My paper will be limited to the 33-year span of Dr. Cole’s scholarly writings, beginning with his 1971 dissertation.  I will be focusing my analysis most closely upon Cole’s monographs and articles that address the history of Library of Congress or of its leaders, two topics that reflect Cole’s enduring concern with both the historical nature of the LC’s place in the nation and of its contemporary value.  Cole has also edited numerous works for which he is not a contributing author, which I have not studied because they reflect specific programming at the Center for the Book and are not evidence of his scholarship, and I have also omitted a large number of articles he contributed to the Library of Congress Information Bulletin because they are frequently very short and not scholarly in nature.  I have chosen to look specifically at Cole’s work as a means of understanding his contribution to the field as a historian, a role equally important, but it seems less visible than his role as director of the Center for the Book.  My analysis will be organized thematically in order to best compare how Cole has treated similar subjects in different works, though within this structure, I will try to follow a chronological path as much as possible.  

Contextual Background
Cole’s early work is rooted in 19th LC history, but to frame his scholarly perspective, one must take into account the status of the Library of Congress in the early 1970s when Cole was writing.  His educational background and his professional experience as a librarian also provide necessary context.  Cole was an American Civilization PhD student at George Washington University while working, first as an intern and then as a reference librarian at the Library of Congress.  It was fitting, for he was trained as librarian and in the process of becoming a historian by writing a dissertation on the man he attributed responsible for transforming the LC from a legislative library into an institution of national significance.
  Cole had previously served the Army and worked as the librarian at the U.S. Army Intelligence School Library from 1964 to 1966.  In the years prior to that he had obtained both an undergraduate degree in history and then a Masters of Library Science from the University of Washington (located in his home state).  He moved to the east coast to serve the United States Army, and a year later began work on a Masters in Political Science from Johns Hopkins.  Three years later he began his Ph.D. program, as well as his internship at the LC.  He finished his education relatively young considering his military service; Cole was 31 when he filed his dissertation, and he was already well entrenched at the LC by this time. 


1967 was Cole’s first year with the Library, and the organization was in a period of major growth and change.  In 1965, Librarian L. Quincy Mumford, who served from 1954 to 1974, had succeeded in getting funding for the third and final building of the Library.
  Construction, however, did not begin on the James Madison Memorial Building until 1971, thus the cramped conditions of the Library remained a problem during Cole’s early years as a librarian there. Additionally, the library’s first computer had been put to use in 1964, and automation had become a priority.
  Mumford established the Information Systems Office in 1964, as well as an interdepartmental committee on automation.  With the support of the LC, in 1965 this committee helped sponsor a conference on machine-readable catalog copy centered on Michael Buckland’s article, “The Recording of Library of Congress Bibliographic Data in Machine Form.”
   In 1966, the Library received a $130,000 grant to pilot a new project called MARC. A year later, at the American Library Association (ALA) conference, the Library presented its plan to achieve systems compatibility at the national level, and in 1968, The MARC II Format was published and adopted as standard use by the three national libraries and by three division of ALA. 

 In writing the LC history, Cole would later characterize Mumford’s twenty years in office as the greatest years of expansion in the history of the Library.  During his tenure, relations with Congress were again strengthened, the library physically expanded, automation became standard practice, and the book collection grew from 10 to 16 million volumes, the staff from 1,100 to 4,400, and the annual appropriation from $10 million to more than $100 million.
 Another important development during Mumford’s tenure was the expansion of relations with international libraries and in international acquisitions.  Money was plentiful for libraries and education in the 1960s, and Cole’s first working experience with the Library was during this time when the Library was still rapidly expanding and still striving to define its role in the nation, a theme that would appear again and again in Cole’s writing.  Under Mumford, LC established itself as the source for bibliographic standards for libraries, and also established itself as an outstanding international, as well as national, collection.  Mumford also settled once and for all, the issue of whether the Library should be called the National Library instead of the Library of Congress.  In his writing, Cole quotes Mumford as saying, “The Library of Congress is a venerable institution, with a proud, and to change its name would do unspeakable violence to tradition.”


The next Librarian of Congress, noted historian Daniel J. Boorstin, was appointed in 1975, and he provided the launching point for Cole’s career as a library leader. Boorstin provided Cole the chance to work under a pre-eminent scholar of American history.  As a non-librarian faced with pressure from Congress to improve administrative problems, Boorstin assigned a task force to conduct a year-long review of the Library.  He asked Cole, by now a ten-year LC veteran and published scholar on LC history, to chair the 1976 Task Force on Goals, Organization, and Planning.  A year later, one of Boorstin’s new programs, the Center for the Book at the Library of Congress was implemented.  It was part of Boorstin’s plan to stimulate public interest in books and reading, and it was one of many programs that he initiated to raise the profile of the Library.  He asked Cole to become the executive director of the new Center, giving him a new political role in the LC, and also beginning a new phase in LC history.  

These were the state of affairs of the Library of Congress during the beginning of Cole’s career there, a time in which he wrote his dissertation, published numerous articles, and wrote two books.  He began his scholarly and publishing career by establishing himself as an expert on 19th century LC history and on one of its great Librarians- Ainsworth Spofford.  It turned out to be an astute career move, for when Cole began his dissertation, there had been no previous histories published on Spofford, and only a few general histories on the LC, which included: The Story Up to Now (1946) by David C. Mearns, Fortress of Freedom: The Story of the Library of Congress (1942) by Lucy Salamanca, the unfinished History of the Library of Congress (1940) by Frederick W. Ashley, History of the Library of Congress, Volume 1 (1904) by William D. Johnston, and The Library of Congress: A Sesquicentenary Review (1950) by Dan Lacy.
  By 1970, Mearn’s title may have begun to look like a plea for new scholarship on the Library, for the “story up to now” had become twenty years dated.  Cole’s dissertation opened up a wonderful opportunity for him to add to the body of historical research into the LC, but his research also would have made him aware that the Library’s more recent history needed updating, especially since he had worked through the many changes that had occurred in the 1960s and 1970s.  His The Library of Congress in Perspective: a volume based on the reports of the 1976 Librarian’s Task Force and advisory groups (1978) and For Congress and the Nation: a chronological history of the Library of Congress (1979) both filled in the gaps of the Mumford years and the inauguration of Boorstin.  In The Library of Congress in Perspective, especially, Cole clearly defined his perspective on how past leaders, Congressional support, and developing technology and services came to create the modern Library as he knew it in the late 1970s.  

Other authors contemporaneous to or later than Cole have added to the more recent history of the LC.  Helen W. Dalrymple and Charles A. Goodrum wrote The Library of Congress (1972) and then updated and revised it in the 1980s to focus on the major changes that occurred during the first seven years of Boorstin’s tenure.  In 2000, James Conaway published America’s Library: The Story of the Library of Congress, an illustrated full narrative history of the LC that lists no less than 12 of Cole’s publications in its bibliography.
   Both these texts have in-depth accounts of Boorstin’s years as Librarian, a task that Cole has chosen (as of yet) not to do, although he edited a compilation of Boorstin’s writings in 1989.  He has also not written any articles specifically on Mumford either, using his research on these years as part of larger, more general historical articles on the LC.  

Throughout the 1980s and 1990s, Cole continued to write on many historical and contemporary aspects of LC.  He remains the authority on Librarian Spofford and on LC history and often writes biographies of noted LC figures for collected biography works.  Additionally, as director of the Center for the Book and a member of the LC staff, Cole also publishes spin-offs of his historical research into popular history articles for the LC bulletin or for other magazines geared towards librarians.  His writing in these instances is intended to promote libraries, to promote the Center for the Book and its goals or programming, or to raise the visibility of the LC to the people who support it.  While his brief popular histories reveal little about Cole’s process as a historian, they are excellent examples of the ways he tailors his writing and his research to different audiences.  In contrast to his scholarly writings, which are well-respected contributions to the body of research on the Library of Congress, his popular history articles reveal a different motivation of Cole’s- the desire to bring books, reading, and libraries to everyone. 

Establishing Himself as a Historian: The Spofford Years


Cole’s written work on Ainsworth Rand Spofford seems to have started in 1970, when, according to the acknowledgements in his dissertation, he learned that a body of Spofford’s papers and personal correspondence was in the possession of his granddaughter.  Whether this was discovered because Cole was doing research on Spofford already or whether this was a serendipitous find that paved the way for Cole’s dissertation is not on record, but regardless, the result was one dissertation, three articles, and one book, all devoted to Spofford, all written by Cole, and all produced within the span of 1971-1976. 


Cole’s dissertation relied heavily upon primary sources, for he was the first historian to have access to Spofford’s personal papers, and there was little history previously written on the former Librarian.  In addition to Spofford’s personal papers, he also had daily access to the extensive records kept at the Library of Congress.  As Cole stated in his preface, these included the Letterbooks of the Librarian of Congress, the annual reports prepared by Spofford between 1861 and 1872, and a collection of Spofford’s official and unofficial writings.
  The two secondary sources he cites as being particularly helpful are The Story Up to Now by David Mearns, who incidentally, Cole also thanked in the acknowledgements for “his many hours of helpful discussion”
 and History of the Library of Congress 1800-1864 by William Johnston.  For information about Spofford’s work before the Library of Congress, Cole used the archives of the Literary Club of Cincinnati and the newspaper, the Cincinnati Commercial.
 Cole was lucky in that, with the exception of Cincinnati, Spofford’s career had been devoted to the Library of Congress, and thus most of the available information on him was housed there. 


Having fairly little biographical information about Spofford personally, Cole relied on how he was perceived professionally, which could be traced through letters and in his successes with Congress.  Otherwise, the dissertation reveals little about Spofford’s private life while he was Librarian, and as the title, Ainsworth Spofford and the National Library, implies, the work is primarily focused on Spofford’s professional achievements that pertain to the history of the LC.  Cole makes it clear from the introduction to his dissertation and throughout later works that he believes that the LC is a national library though it is not in name, and this certainly seems a patriotic argument of sorts, especially when he describes in later detail how the library gained support from Congress by comparing their library to national libraries in Britain and other nations.  But it is also an argument that was heavily discussed and documented before, during, and sometimes even after Spofford’s time as Librarian, and it is also one that has, in more than one way (as Cole documents), been put to rest.  Cole’s assertion is thus is far less controversial than it might appear, for what it truly reflects is his goal to trace the debates and actions that led up to the library becoming a national institution.  In the first chapter, Cole traces the history of thought about a national library in the United States, which lays the foundation for understanding the significance of Spofford’s later achievements.  The following chapter is devoted to a young Spofford’s growing up in New England (briefly), and extensively upon his work experience with books in Cincinnati, the development of his own ideas about a national library, and his influential friends in the literary world who paved the way for him to work at the LC.  The following two chapters are devoted entirely to his work at the LC, primarily from the perspective of how his accomplishments led to the library becoming a “national library.”

Cole’s research is often based upon the official written records, and his perspective reflects a traditional linear historical meta-narrative in contrast to a social history or other post-modernist schemas.  It is an elitist history because his focus is upon the LC leaders and Congressmen, though it is important to distinguish that it is not elitist in that he eliminates others who contributed, rather Cole simply chooses to write the history of the LC through the prism of its past leaders’ accomplishments.  For these reasons, and because he writes in his preface that he “views this essay as a contribution towards a history of the idea of a national library in the United States,”
  Cole’s work in many ways fits into the modern meta-narrative that Joyce Appleby characterizes as “the epic of an unfolding American nation.”
  Cole writes the history of the LC and of Spofford as a means of establishing, interpreting, and understanding the purpose of the library as an institution today; likewise, Appleby writes that meta-narratives that fit into the “epic nation genre” aimed to find a means of understanding the current nation by outlining its origins.
  With his PhD in American Civilization, it makes sense that Cole would write the history of the LC according to a linear structure that reveals the unfolding of the institution, whose growth, as Cole documents, was seen by many of its advocates as a reflection of the cultural development of the nation.  In the same way that an American epic history would focus on George Washington, Thomas Jefferson, or Abraham Lincoln as leaders who came to define the country, Cole has focused on Spofford as one who left a lasting legacy at the LC.  

Cole’s history of the LC avoids many of the pitfalls that seriously erode the authenticity of the patriotic and elitist histories of nations.  Appleby describes how social histories arose out a need to understand the nation’s history beyond the white, male, and Protestant frame of reference imbued in the patriotic and “epic histories.”
  While Cole does write from a white male perspective, his writing differs because of the narrowness of the topic and because of his excellent documentation, which reveals thorough research across numerous primary and secondary sources. Due to his reliance upon written materials and his scrupulousness in documenting them, Cole is never vague or speaking strictly theoretically, and he often uses more neutral measures such as statistics and numbers to measure the library’s growth and change.  

From 1971- 1976, Cole wrote five journal articles on topics he had researched extensively for his dissertation: “Of Copyright, Men, and a National Library”,  “Ainsworth Spofford and the Copyright Law of 1870”, “A National Monument for a National Library: Ainsworth Spofford Rand and the New Library of Congress, 1971-1897”, “LC in the 19th Century: an informal account”, and “Ainsworth Spofford: the Valiant and Persistent Librarian of Congress.”  In 1975, he also wrote a book, Ainsworth Rand Spofford, Bookman and Librarian, which was part of The Heritage of Librarianship series, and which showed the same scholarship and historical style Cole had demonstrated in his dissertation.  Where once little scholarship had existed on Spofford, in six years Cole had created a published collection of works dealing with all aspects of Spofford’s contributions to the field.  His monograph was comprehensive -- a published and condensed version of his dissertation, with the addition of a collection of Spofford’s own writings -- while his published articles reflected various aspects of LC history in the 19th century, all dealing with Spofford in some capacity.  “Of Copyright…” is a detailed history of United States copyright law before and during Spofford’s time as Librarian, a history which Cole had discussed extensively in his dissertation, and for which he relied upon sources such as newspaper editorials, letters and personal papers of those involved, and speeches in Congress.  In “Ainsworth Spofford and the Copyright Law of 1870, ” a very pithy article, he gets right to the point with the first sentence, “The centralization of all U.S. copyright registration and deposit activities at the Library of Congress was the achievement primarily of one man: Ainsworth Rand Spofford.”  In “A National Monument for a National Library…” Cole describes Spofford’s other major achievement in the building of the famous Jefferson building, an arduous process which Cole documents in detail, tracing the differing views in Congress and the petty arguments over style and location that resulted in years of delays.  Of all the articles, “Ainsworth Rand Spofford: the Valiant and Persistent Librarian of Congress” is the most intimately biographical.  Cole uses all of his background information on Spofford to flesh out his growing up and his early love of books, even a letter his father had written expressing his wish that Spofford could be as passionate about religion as he was about politics.
 Cole’s goal is to elucidate how Spofford’s passionately liberal views, his self-education, his love of books, his written and verbal skills, and his single-minded devotion to a national library-- all traits that Cole traces to early in his life or early in his career-- were skills that made him an excellent negotiator with Congress and resulted in the LC truly evolving into a national library.  Cole used this same tactic in his dissertation, for Spofford got along well and impressed most who worked with him, and his character traits were noted in sources written by individuals ranging from his father to Congressmen.  A high opinion of Spofford seemed to be shared by many, for the glowing title of this article was inspired by a speech given by Librarian Herbert Putnam, given nearly fifty years after Spofford’s death, in which he pays tributes to the great qualities of his predecessor.
 

While Cole’s writing reflects a great deal of respect for Spofford and for his ideals, he does not gloss over his shortcomings in instances when they are apparent.  In many of his writings on Spofford, he mentions his reluctance to get involved in the American Library Association, though Melvil Dewey was determined to get Spofford’s well-known name on the board, and ultimately did.  Interestingly, Cole briefly details this story in an anecdotal piece for American Libraries in 1975, which also features an image of the original ALA invitation sent to Spofford, a picture of him at work, and the title: “The Librarian of Congress Balks at Attending ALA 1876.”  Cole’s 1972 article, “LC in the 19th Century: an informal account” also takes a lighthearted approach to Spofford and LC history, utilizing the quirky stories or funny quotations that Cole had likely come across while researching his dissertation.  He quotes Spofford on how to deal with bores who bother librarians, he tells stories of Spofford’s remarkable memory, and he describes Spofford’s “absentmindedness and innocence in business matters” that resulted in bookkeeping errors and a perceived $30,000 shortage one year.
  These particular snippets are rare examples of Cole being almost tongue-in-cheek for an audience of librarians, rather than scholars.  The American Libraries article is only a three-paragraph sidebar, but “LC in the 19th Century” is truly a much shortened and snappy anecdotal version of Cole’s two previous articles on Spofford, both of which were derived from his dissertation. “LC in the 19th Century” has subtitles such as “Bacon Slicing” – referring to the 1815 changes made to Francis Bacon’s classification scheme- and “Jefferson Takes Off,” “Ebb Tide,” and  “Struggle for a Structure” – complete with a graphic image of a clenched fist.  

Looking Toward LC Future

By 1976, Cole was finished with writing specifically on Spofford, and he was embarking on many new projects, including a new job.  After his appointment as chair of Librarian Boorstin’s Task Force, the result was Cole publishing The Library of Congress in Perspective: a volume based on the reports of the 1976 Librarian’s Task Force and advisory groups (1978).  Cole edited and presented the ideas behind the most comprehensive review in Library history
, a task that put him in the position of one who was becoming part of LC history, not just writing about it.   As a historian, Cole also contributed a 70-page history of the LC to the volume, a means of contextualizing the Task Force’s report within the greater history of the Library and of contrasting the forward-looking suggestions of the group with what the Library had already accomplished.  His history is a formal, chronological account that mirrors the style and material of his earlier scholarly articles on LC history, while the report of the Task Force is an example of Cole wearing his “librarian,” as opposed to his “historian,” hat, though his wealth of knowledge must certainly have been helpful to the committee.  The comments of the Task Force dealt with the good and back aspects of how the LC was functioning in all facets and offered plentiful suggestions for new direction.  One such suggestion gave Librarian Boorstin the idea for the Center for the Book, and Cole’s work on the committee, as well as his dual role as a historian and as a librarian, must have impressed Boorstin enough to promote Cole to director of this new organization.  New job duties and all, Cole continued his work as a historian and used his position to promote library history. 

Producing Works for Future LC Scholars

  For Congress and the Nation: a Chronological History of the Library of Congress (1979) was his next major work, and it documents the entire history of the LC chronologically from 1774 to 1975, telling the story of its origins, expansion, collection development, leaders, legislation, and more.   It is also Cole’s only work that is not a true narrative, for it is written as an annotated chronology of the LC’s “turning points”, which are plentiful enough to warrant 180 pages and a 16 page index.  The level of detail in each entry underscores the meticulous research done by Cole across numerous primary source materials, and it truly shows off the breadth of his knowledge in 20th century, as well as 19th century, LC history.  Because the nature of the book’s structure lends itself to a scholar to flipping open to a certain year, month, or date to check a fact, Cole has used in-text citations for this work, making it extraordinarily easy to use and also making his sources (almost all are primary) precisely clear to anyone doing further research.  

Cole’s early interest in creating chronologies can also be seen in earlier works, such as “LC in the 19th Century” and The Library of Congress in Perspective, and it shows up much later in works like Jefferson’s Legacy: a Brief History of the Library of Congress (1993), where the chapter on collection development is traced as a chronology.  It is fair to consider that this chronologizing of LC history is another reflection of Cole’s desire to organize the pieces of LC history linearly, as a historical progression to becoming a national library.  In what could be considered a supplement to his major chronology, the Printed Guide to The Library of Congress: a Documentary History, which he would later much publish in 1987, is a detailed bibliography and essay on all Library collections relating to its own history.  While the use of a chronology reflects a historian’s mindset, the guide to LC collections relating to its own history reflects a librarian’s desire to organize materials for easier retrieval.  These two works will greatly assist future historians of the LC or of American history, and they are ones that have helped me greatly in the writing of this paper. 

Library Pride: Collections and Services for All


Cole’s research into LC history naturally led him to much information on the evolution of the Library as it became a pre-eminent research institution for the nation. It is a theme that he touches upon in all his general histories of the LC, but in a few articles, he pays special attention specifically to the development of library services.  One can muse that it is a topic perhaps important to Cole as a librarian and as an employee of the LC, and also because his historical writing on the LC’s evolution into a national library naturally leads to a desire to demonstrate how the present-day Library actually functions as a national institution.  

In 1978, Cole published an article entitled “The Library of Congress in American Life” in which he outlined the Library’s many roles in serving Congress, the federal government, the general public, authors, scholars, and librarians.  It is the only article where Cole discusses in detail the history of service to the various users of the library, and he writes that his description of the development of services for each of these user groups indicates “the pervasiveness of [LC’s] influence in American cultural life.”
  The information that Cole uses for the article is not new research (which is readily apparent thanks to his excellent citations) rather it is a new presentation of LC history in a format for this particular context.  Also containing similar information but with a completely different presentation is 1990’s “The Library of Congress and American Scholarship, 1865-1939,” in which Cole covers much the same ground but with an emphasis on Librarian Putnam, whose contributions included the addition of many LC services to the public.  Both articles are heavier on library jargon and on the details of collection development than in previous articles, and both are part of edited anthologies.  The 1978 article is organized topically, which suits the nature of the topic and its placement in an anthology on librarianship, while the 1990 article is written as a linear narrative, which suits its more historical bent and its placement in an anthology geared toward libraries’ relationship to academic scholarship. 


A significant contrast to both these articles is Cole’s chapter for Organizations of Knowledge (1979), an edited anthology dealing with modern organization and the sharing of knowledge.  In this broader context, where libraries were a part but not a focus, Cole tailored his research to an audience with wider interests by discussing the rise of American libraries in general as research institutions. Thus he focused not just on LC’s history of service to scholars, but also that of New York and Boston Public Libraries.  This article contains less library jargon as it discusses the historical factors that changed the perception of American libraries from that of “storehouses” (passive repositories) to “workshops” (places of intellectual development and production). The work highlights Cole’s interest in how America’s growth and development resulted in sweeping institutional changes, including library change. 

More Than a Passing Interest in LC Art and Architecture


Cole’s articles and books related to the art and architecture of the LC revealed new angles for studying at LC history, and they certainly may have helped to reach a new audience.  “Amassing American “Stuff”: The Library of Congress and the Federal Arts Projects of the 1930s” (1983) is Cole’s first foray into the arts.  Published in the Quarterly Journal of the LC, this article sticks closely to his previous historical style but does not have any citations, largely because it is based entirely upon images in the archive and Cole’s own expertise in American history.  It is primarily a historical exploration of how the LC acquired huge numbers of posters, prints, etchings, and drawings in the 1930s due to copyright laws and these pieces being items of “recorded culture.”  Huge images of these works are featured in the article, making it appealing to those interested in art history, while the topic addresses all who have interest in American history during the 1930s, the Federal Arts Projects, or LC’s copyright history. 

In On These Walls: Inscriptions and Quotations in the Buildings of the Library of

Congress, Cole writes that the three LC buildings exist as public spaces and public works of art, and that his primary objective is to give visitors a guide to locate, identify, and appreciate all the inscriptions and quotations on the buildings’ ornately decorated walls.  There are no endnotes or bibliography, but Cole notes a few sources that he mentions throughout the text, and more importantly for this audience, there are ample photographs.  Cole also provides a very brief history of the LC as background for understanding when and why the three buildings were constructed, and for these sections, there are also no footnotes.  In writing for a different interest audience and purpose, Cole simplifies his previous research into a brief popular history for general interest, not for scholarship. 

The Library of Congress: the Art and Architecture of the Thomas Jefferson Building (1997), a beautiful, image-heavy coffee table book, studies the Jefferson building with perspectives from multiple authors, including Cole.  The main occasion for the book was the reprinting of Herbert Small’s Handbook of the New Library of Congress in Washingon, a source that Cole frequently mentioned in On These Walls.  Cole’s written contribution to this work is an exciting return to the topic of Spofford and his struggle to get the Jefferson building constructed.  It was the first time Cole had written specifically on Spofford in two decades, which brought freshness to old material, and also brought this piece of history to a new audience.  Complete with full-page photographs from the archives, maps, and drawings, the article is an expansive visual “look” at Spofford and the Jefferson building.  It is also an excellent scholarly read, with interesting quotations from Spofford and other primary sources, as well as Cole’s well-organized linear structure that progresses to a climax, which in this case, is the finishing of the building.  In comparison to 1972’s “A National Monument for a National Library: Ainsworth Spofford Rand and the New Library of Congress, 1971-1897” it possesses more revealing quotations and the addition of visual aids, thus breathing new life into the topic and publishing it in a book that would reach many more people than a scholarly journal. 
Publicity, Popular History, and Writing for the Center for the Book



It has been demonstrated that Cole’s body of historical writing grew in many different ways out of his original research for his dissertation and has been presented in different forms, with different angles, and for different audiences. The final aspect of Cole’s writing to address in this paper is how he often translates previous in-depth research on LC history into brief human-interest articles that reach LC employees, librarians and libraries, and Center for the Book affiliates and supporters. In 2000, for example, Cole published a series of informal articles in the Library of Congress Information Bulletin celebrating the library as it approached its bicentennial.  Topics included brief and fairly superficial discussions of the history of resources at the library, the history of publications at LC, and current trends in developing exhibition catalogs and brochures; the articles have the level of information perfect for someone skimming over them out of curiosity.  He occasionally writes similar articles for American Libraries, as touched upon earlier with the Spofford article. These works are not scholarly, but they are examples of Cole making the Library’s history known to general audiences; in essence, they are a form of publicity for the library.

Such articles also grow out of Cole’s own work at the LC, where he has become part of the evolving history.  Cole’s articles and books on Center for the Book activities, which are published at their website and in monthly CFB updates in the Library of Congress Information Bulletin, will be items that future scholars will look to in order to later discuss and critique the goals and achievements of the LC in the late 20th century.  

Conclusions


I was able to answer many of my questions about Cole’s body of work, and he proved to be a remarkably conscientious, versatile, evolving, and prolific scholar.  I discussed how Cole used utilized the same research to apply to different articles with varying degrees of detail or with varying areas of focus, yet in every scholarly article, he showed the same attention to detail in citing his sources and describing the primary source materials available.  Such care further legitimates his work, and it also shows a consideration to scholars who need those citations for their own work.  My analysis of his works also revealed instances where his degree in librarianship was especially evident and where his specialization in American Civilization was an influence or asset.  I found that discerning Cole’s goals in writing was not a difficult task, especially when he included introductory remarks, for he often stated in some way or another that his primary concern was with the history of the LC evolving into a national library or in elaborating upon the ways in which it functions as such.  It is a consistent vision that he has maintained since his dissertation, but it is one that he has kept current by studying the LC’s history through so many different facets: its leaders, it legislation, its collections and their evolution, its various services, and its physical space -- hence, his status as the pre-eminent Library of Congress historian.  There were questions I found that I could not answer without purely speculating, such as Boorstin or Mumford’s influences upon Cole.  These are questions perhaps best left to an oral history.  There is also room for much more scholarship to be done on the Library, and Cole has generously paved the road with sources that will aid scholars for years to come. 


Cole’s enthusiasm for the Library’s development seems in many ways intertwined with his strong sense of pride in the United States’ cultural development and democratic ideals. I discussed how this affected his meta-narrative structure, but more than that, I found that he truly linked the Library’s ideals with American ideals.  It is a theme that goes back to his dissertation, but it is perhaps most evident in an article in Libraries and Democracy (2001) aptly titled “The Library of Congress and the Democratic Spirit.”  With his gift of thinking both historically and futuristically, Cole wrote, “Alone among the world’s great libraries, the Library of Congress still attempts to be a universal library, collecting materials of research value in almost all languages and media. Entering its third century, it is still guided by Thomas Jefferson’s beliefs that democracy depends on knowledge and that all topics are important to the library of the national legislature- and to the American people.”
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