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For 25 y e a r s  uow I nave been involved wi th  t h e  problems 
and va ry ing  a s p e c t s  of t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  between my p r o f e s s i o n  and 
t h a t  of t h e  a r c h i v i s t s  and l i b r a r i a n s .  While some of my b e s t  
p e r s o n a l  f r i e n d s  a r c  l i u r a r i a n s  o r  a r c h i v i s t s ,  I f i n d  my views 
a u s o l u t e l y  and d i a m e t r i c a l l y  opposaed t o  t h e i r s  on m a t t e r s  of 
p r i n c i p l e  and philosopiiy.  

A t  ou r  Xon t rca l  Cook Auct ion of November 28 ,  1973,  a t  t h e  
R i t z  Car l ton  Hote l ,  we found i t  necessa ry  t o  withdraw a  c o l l e c t i o n  
of more than  50 autograph l e t t e r s  of t h e  Molson fami ly  (of :lolson 
Brewery fame) 1833-1843, complete ly  unknown and unpubl ished,  which, 
w i t h  our  u s u a l  "unders ta tement1 '  we had ca ta logued  a s  having "a1.l 
tile f a s c i n a t i o n  of a  Canadian Forzy te  saga". P r i o r  t o  t i ie s a l e  
p r i v a t e  i n t e r e s t s  nad o f f e r e d  us a  p r i c e  wliich we cons ide red  un- 
accep tab le .  I t  was f a r  below our  e s t i m a t e  of t i ie v a l u e  of t h e  
c o l l e c t i o n  and i t  was l e s s  t h a n  t h e  r e s e r v e  p r i c e ,  o r  t h e  minimum 
p r i c e  we could have accep ted .  A t  t u e  s a l e  i t s e l f  no b i d s  what- 
soever  were r e c e i v e d .  Iil a  Canadian con tex t  we b e l i e v e  t h a t  t h e  
i lolsons rank wi th  t h e  A s t o r s ,  t h e  V a n d e r b i l t s  o r  t h e  K o c k e f e l l e r s ,  
and we remain f a s c i n a t e u  uy t u e  1 a c ~  of i n t e r e s t  siiown by our  
c l i e n t s .  We su rmise  t h a t  our p r i n t e d  e s t i m a t e  of $10,900 of t i le 
va lue  of t n e  c o l l e c t i o n  war; cons ide red  s o  e x o r b i t a n t  t h a t  i n t e r e s t e d  
p a r t i e s  r e s i s t e d  even t h e  s l i g h t e s t  a t t empt  toward i t s  a c q u i s i t i o n .  

i!:; v a r i o u s  exper i ences  over  a  p e r i o d  of many y e a r s  llave 
shown me h a t  Canadian c o l l e c t o r s  and i n s t i t u t i o n s  a r e  r e l u c t a n t  
t o  e n t e r  t i le f i e l d  of i l i s  t o r i c a l  manusc r ip t s  a s  s e r i o u s  buyers .  
They f e e l  t n a t  i t  is  t ~ e  r e s p o n s i ~ i l i t y  of n a t i o n a l  o r  p r o v i n c i a l  
a r c h i v e s  t o  a c q u i r e  m a t e r i a l  of impor tan t  n a t i o n a l  f i g u r e s  o r  
t h a t  r e l a t i n g  t o  n a t i o n a l  e v e n t s .  It i s  n o t  t h e  same w i t h  l i t e r a r y  
manusc r ip t s  and m a t e r i a l .  S i n c e  t h e  e a r l y  1960 's  Canadian in -  
s t i t u t i o n s  have been eager  t o  buy c o l l e c t i o n s  o f  w r i t e r s  l i k e  
Layton, Corien, Gus t a f s o n ,  Glassco ,  MacLennan, Atwood, Denison, e t c .  
a t  r e l a t i v e l y  h igh  p r i c e s .  To come back t o  h i s t o r i c a l  manusc r ip t s  
and m a t e r i a l ,  a r c h i v e s ,  n a t i o n a l  o r  p r o v i n c i a l ,  a r e  advancing 
t h e  t h e s i s  t h a t  they  l a c k  funds  e s s e n t i a l  f o r  t h e  a c q u i s i t i o n  of 
expensive  manusc r ip t s  ( impor tan t  manusc r ip t s  a r e  r a t h e r  expens ive )  



and moreover, a r e  n o t  accustomed t o  paying a  f a i r  p r i c e  f o r  such 
m a t e r i a l .  Wiat I c o n s i d e r  a  f a i r  p r i c e  a r c h i v i s t s  cons ide r  ex- 
o r b i t a n t  and e x c e s s i v e ,  and t h i s  undoubtedly is  t h e  prime s o u r c e  
of my d i f f i c u l t i e s  wi th  them. I have s t a t e d  p u b l i c l y  t l i a t ,  i n  
my op in ion ,  Canadians ,  by and l a r g e ,  a r e  n o t  aware y e t  of t h e  s o r t  
of c u l t u r a l  va lues  embodied i n  manuscr ipt  m a t e r i a l .  The Canadian 
es tabl is i lment  does n o t  c a r e  f o r  "vieux p a p i e r s  souvent  scanda- 
leux" and d i s p l a y s  a  l a c k  of knowledgable c u l t u r a l  s e n s i b i l i t i e s .  
(!hen I s o l d  t h e  Jacobs  p a p e r s ,  t h e  Jewish community of Plontreal  
was a lmost  up i n  arms over  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  p r i v a t e  paper s  were 
o f fe red  on t h e  a u c t i o n  b lock ;  when I s o l d  t h e  R i e l  d i a r y  I was 
th rea tened  w i t h  i n j u n c t i o n s  and r e c e i v e d  menacing phone c a l l s ;  
tiie same when I o f f e r e d  t h e  L a u r i e r  l o v e  l e t t e r s . )  I do no t  blame 
t h e  f e d e r a l  o r  p r o v i n c i a l  governments f o r  t r i e i r  seeming c u l t u r a l  
i n d i f f e r e n c e .  P o l i t i c i a n s  a r e  r e s p o n s i b l e  t o  t h e i r  e l e c t o r s  and 
toey migat llave d i f f i c u l t i e s  i n  e x p l a i n i n g  t o  them t l i a t  they pa id  
money f o r  o ld  paper s .  

Tile case  of tile i au r i e r -Lavergne  correspondence a t t r a c t e d  
cons ide rab le  a t t e n t i o n  i n  t h e  Canadian p r e s s .  It was o f f e r e d  a t  
our a u c t i o n  s a l e  i n  December 1971 and f a i l e d  t o  f i n d  a  buyer .  
D e t a i l s  of t h e  h i s t o r y  of t h e  l e t t e r s  might be  of i n t e r e s t .  I n  
1897, accord ing  t o  S c n u l l ,  L a u r i e r  r e t u r n e d  t o  Hadame Lavergne 
t h e  l e t t e r s  s h e  had w r i t t e n  him, i n d i c a t i n g  t h a t  lie considered 
t h e  l i a i s o n  ended, and a p p a r e n t l y  e x p e c t i n g  t o  have h i s  i e t t e r s  
r e tu rned  t o  him. 1,Iadame Lavergne d i d  n o t  concede t o  t h i s  r e c i p r o -  
c a l  c o n s i d e r a t i o n  however. She d i d  n o t  r e t u r n  L a u r i e r ' s  l e t t e r s  
and t h e s e  were t h e  very l e t t e r s  o f f e r e d  a t  ou r  a u c t i o n .  The f a t e  
of t h e  l e t t e r s  w r i t t e n  by iIadame Lavergne t o  L a u r i e r  i s  unknown. 
May I c o n j e c t u r e  t i i a t  they have ueen des t royed .  Getween 1925-1330, 
Madame Lavergne, then an o l d  l ady  l i v i n g  i n  a  Montreal  convent ,  
gave L a u r i e r ' s  l e t t e r s  t o  h e r  nephew Renaud Lavergne who i n  1963 
passed them on t o  t h e  p a r t y  wiio p laced  them i n  our  hands f o r  a u c t i o n  
Purposes i n  1971. A s  t i ie a t t empt  t o  s e l l  t h e  correspondence a t  
auc t ion  was u n s u c c e s s f u l ,  t i ie owner agreed t o  d i s p o s e  of t i le mater- 
i a l  by p r i v a t e  t r e a t y .  

This  apparen t  l a c k  of concern f o r  t h e  Laurier-Lavergne 
correspondence occasioned c o n s i d e r a b l e  comment i n  t i le p r e s s .  The 
e d i t o r i a l  w r i t e r  of l l o n t r e a l  Star commented: 

The romance of Canadian p o l i t i c s  was d e a l t  y e t  ano the r  
g r i evous  b l o r ~  l a s t  week when S i r  U i l f r i d  L a u r i e r ' s  " love 
l e t t e r s "  f a i l e d  t o  a r o u s e  e i t h e r  f i n a n c i a l  o r  n i s t o r i c a l  
enthusiasm a t  p u b l i c  a u c t i o n  i n  Piontreal and were conse- 
quen t ly  withdrawn from s a l e .  This  a n t i c l i m a x ,  of c o u r s e ,  
was no f a u l t  of t h e  d i g n i f i e d  S i r  W i l f r i d  n o r  of Xme, 
Emi l i e  Lavergne, t h e  woman t o  whom t h e  l e t t e r s  were  ad- 
d r e s s e d ,  a l though some peop le  p e r s i s t  i n  spy ing  a  connec t ion  
between p a t r i o t i c  apa thy  and t h e  f a t e  of documents l i k e  
t h e s e .  

Mind you, i t  is  no t  every day - n o r ,  i t  seems, every cen tu ry  
- t h a t  a  Canadian PM's " b i l l e t s  doux" a r e  p u t  on t h e  block.  
There fo re  one would have  q u i t e  l e g i t i m a t e l y  expected a l i v e l y  



c u r i o s i t y  v a l u e  a t  l e a s t .  In t h e  e v e n t ,  Lidding never  s u r -  
passed t h e  $4,500 mark arid t h a t  was cons ide red  t o o  p a l t r y  
a  sum t o  j u s t i f y  p a r t i n g  r~ i t : l  sucn amatory manusc r ip t s .  
The l e t t e r s  were d e s c r i b e d  3s " in t ima te"  b u t  perilaps tliey 
were n o t  i n t i m a t e  enougil by t o a a p ' s  heavy-breathing s t a r d a r d s  
( 6 December, 1971) 

Whether Armanu Laverglie \,as t h e  sol1 of L a u r l e r  o r  i lo t ,  i s  
a  q u e s t i o n  f o r  t l ie historian t o  s o l v e  a n i  romanciers .  Tiy f a s -  
c i n a t i o n  a s  a  d e a l e r  i n  r a r e  books and manuscr ipts  is  t o  s e a r c h  
f o r  and l o c a t e  r a r e  and interesting i t e m s ,  a s  f o r  i n s t a n c e  t ~ i e  
L a u r i e r  correspondence,  and my p reoccupa t ion  is  t o  f i n d  a  buyer  
f o r  such m a t e r i a l s .  And s o  i t  shou ld  be  t h a t  c o l l e c t o r s ,  l i b r a r -  
i a n s  and a r c h i v i s t s  a r e  e q u a l l y  adamant t h a t  such m a t e r i a l  is  pre-  
se rved .  That no one ,  n e i t h e r  c o l l e c t o r  nor  i n s t i t u t i o n ,  no r  a r -  
cn ives  was i n t e r e s t e d  i n  tile correspondence is  a  s o r e  r e f l e c t i o n  
on t11e c u l t u r a l  s t a n c e  of a l l  Canadians.  

In t h e  summer of 1971 I was i n s t r u m e n t a l  i n  o rgan iz ing  a  
symposium sponsored by t h e  Hrasmus C i r c l e  of Montreal .  Tne theme 
of t h e  symposium was t h e  R e l a t i o n s h i p  between Ant iquar i an  Eook- 
s e l l e r s ,  C o l l e c t o r s ,  L i b r a r i a n s  & A r c h i v i s t s .  For t h e  occas ion  
I p repa red  a  p o s i t i o n  paper  e n t i t l e 6  A welcome t o  tile non-members 
of t h e  Erasmus C i r c l e .  

Assuming t h e  r s l e  of t h e  d e v i l ' s  advoca te  my " a t t a c k "  a g a i n s t  
a r c h i v i s t s  and l i b r a r i a n s  c e n t e r e d  around t h e  s a l e  o f  t u e  Louis 
R i e l  d i a r y  of 1885, wl~ ich  came up a t  a u c t i o n  i n  A p r i l  1971 and 
which had become, I b e l i e v e ,  a  "cause cg l sb re"  i n  t h e  anna l s  of 
a n t i q u a r i a n  book and manuscr ipt  d e a l i n g  i n  Canada. The d i a r y  was 
bought a t  $26,500 by p r i v a t e  i n t e r e s t s  which a r e  now t r y i n g  t o  r e -  
s e l l  i t ,  a t  c o s t ,  t o  a  Canadian i n s t i t u t i o n .  Tile a t t i t u d e  o f  t h e  
P u b l i c  Archives  r e g a r d i n g  t h e  s a l e  of t h e  d i a r y  was puzz l ing .  I f  
i t  nad n o t  happened b e f o r e ,  i t  must have been a t  t h i s  occas ion  
t h a t  I became pe r sona  non g r a t a  w i t h  Ottawa. The P u b l i c  Archives  
had t o  defend t h e i r  p o s i t i o n  i n  t h e  p r e s s  and on t e l e v i s i o n ,  and 
t h e  S e c r e t a r y  of S t a t e  might have wondered why t h e  r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  
of t h e  P u b l i c  Archives  ceased b i d d i n g  a t  $12,000. 

I n  my p o s i t i o n  paper  I a l s o  d e a l t  a t  l e n g t h  wi th  t h e  purchase  
of t h e  Lord R u s s e l l  paper s  by McMaster U n i v e r s i t y  a t  a  r e p o r t e d  
$520,000 and t h e  mental  a c r o b a t i c s  of i t s  l i b r a r i a n .  The c a s e  of 
t h e  R u s s e l l  paper s  shows one t h i n g  very c l e a r l y :  namely t h a t  money 
i s  a v a i l a b l e  f o r  worthwhi le  p r o j e c t s  i n  Canada. 

Money is a v a i l a b l e  from t h e  Government of Canada f o r  t h e  
purchase  of European p a i n t i n g s ,  some of which a r e  i n  t h e  m i l l i o n  
d o l l a r  r ange ,  and of t h e  Coverdale c o l l e c t i o n  of p i c t o r i a l  m a t e r i a l  
a t  a  r e p o r t e d  purchase  p r i c e  of $850,000 i n  1970. I am indeed i n  
f avour  of purchases  of t h i s  n a t u r e .  I b e l i e v e  they b r i n g  honour 
t o  Canada and advance i t s  c u l t u r a l  p o t e n t i a l i t i e s .  But how ir- 
r e v e r e n t  of me t o  mention i n  t h e  same b r e a t h  a  R i e l  d i a r y  which t h e  
government d i d  n o t  t h i n k  worth more t h a n  $12,000, a l lowing  i t  t o  
f a l l  t o  p r i v a t e  i n t e r e s t s ,  how absurd of me t o  mention 344 pages 
of i n t i m a t e  l e t t e r s  of a  French Canadian from Arthabaska f o r  which 



t h e  Government of Canada could n o t  even f i n d  t h e  s l i g h t e s t  in-- 
t e r e s t .  

S ince  1967 Nont rea l  Cook Auct ions  o f f e r e d  f o r  s a l e  about  
900 l o t s  of autograph l e t t e r s ,  documents and manusc r ip t s  of h i s -  
t o r i c a l  i n t e r e s t .  The p r i c e s  of about  650 l o t s  a r e  recorded i n  
Montreal Book Auction Rccords ,  1967-1971, wnich I compiled i n  1972. ---- - 
Generally p r i c e s  r ece ived  were  s a t i s f a c t o r y ,  some p r i c e s  were ex- 
c e l l e n t ,  some, we though t ,  were r a t h e r  low, b u t  on t h e  wnole ,  
p r i c e s  r e f l e c t e d  t h e  market s i t u a t i o n .  

I openly acknowledge t h e  pa t ronage  we have r e c e i v e d  from 
p r i v a t e  c o l l e c t o r s ,  Canadian i n s t i t u t i o n s  and a r c h i v e s ,  i n c l u d i n g  
t h e  P u b l i c  Archives .  We r e a l i z e  t h a t  we a r e  p i o n e e r i n g  a  r a t h e r  
new f i e l d  i n  Canada, s e l l i n g  autograph m a t e r i a l  a t  a u c t i o n .  

Obvious d i f f i c u l t i e s  a r o s e  when we made a v a i l a b l e  impor tan t  
and expensive  m a t e r i a l  which was n o t  e x a c t l y  i n  t h e  realm of p r i -  
v a t e  c o l l e c t o r s  o r  i n s t i t u t i o n s ,  and f o r  which on ly  t h e  P u b l i c  
Archives o r  p r o v i n c i a l  a r c h i v e s  could b e  cons ide red  p r o s p e c t i v e  
buyers .  This  produced m o n o p o l i s t i c  s i t u a t i o n s ,  one i n s t i t u t i o n  
d e c l i n i n g  t o  u id  a l lowing  t h e  f i e l d  f r e e  f o r  t h e  o t h e r .  I n  in -  
dus t ry  o r  p r i v a t e  b u s i n e s s  a  s i t u a t i o n  l i k e  t h i s  comes w i t h i n  t h e  
terms of r e f e r e n c e  of t h e  Combines I n v e s t i g a t i o n  Branch, i t  be- 
comes c o l l u s i o n  and is  s u b j e c t  t o  l e g a l  i n v e s t i g a t i o n  and p u r s u i t .  

A r c h i v i s t s  and l i b r a r i a n s  term i t  " r a t i o n a l i z a t i o n "  and 
consider  i t  q u i t e  i n t e l l i g e n t  and f a i r  procedure .  A c l a s s i c a l  
example can b e  found i n  t h e  Canadian P r e s s  r e l e a s e  of A p r i l  24th  
1371, where,  i n  connect ion w i t h  t h e  R i e l  d i a r y ,  t h e  Dominion A r -  
c i l iv i s t  was quoted:  

. . . D r .  Smith s a i d  t h e  f e d e r a l  a r c h i v e s  had sounded o u t  t h e  
f e e l i n g s  of v a r i o u s  p rov inces  - Manitoba, Saskatchewan and 
Quebec - a s  w e l l  a s  Canadian u n i v e r s i t i e s  t h a t  might have 
b i d  on t n e  d i a r y  b e f o r e  t h e  a u c t i o n .  A l l  agreed t h a t  they  
would n o t  compete w i t h  an a r c h i v e s  a t t e m p t  t o  buy t h e  h i s -  
t o r i c a l  document. When word was r e c e i v e d  t h a t  a  Texas uni- 
v e r s i t y  might be  a t  t h e  a u c t i o n ,  D r .  Smith s a i d  h e  phoned 
f r i e n d s  a t  t h e  U n i v e r s i t y  of Texas and exp la ined  t h a t  an 
American a t t empt  t o  buy t h e  d i a r y  "would b e  t h e  g r e a t e s t  
d i s s e r v i c e  t o  Canada s i n c e  t h e  War of 1812." The purchase  
would be s e e n  a s  a  "symbol o f  American imper ia l i sm and t h e  
g r e a t n e s s  of t h e  a lmighty American d o l l a r ,  "he t o l d  t h e  
u n i v e r s i t y .  The u n i v e r s i t y  s e n t  D r .  Smith a  t e l eg ram on 
Wednesday a s s u r i n g  him t h a t  t h e r e  would b e  no Texas a t t empt  
t o  buy t h e  d i a r y  ..." (The f u r t h e r  c o n t e n t s  of t h e  Canadian 
P r e s s  r e l e a s e  c o n s i s t  i n  e x p l a n a t i o n s  by D r .  Smith why t h e  
P u u l i c  Archives  d i d  n o t  f e e l  necessa ry  t o  s e c u r e  t h e  d i a r y  
f o r  t h e  Government of Canada. The t e x t  of t h e  Canadian 
Press  r e l e a s e  a s  r e p o r t e d  i n  t h e  Toronto Globe and H a i l  of 
A p r i l  2 4 t h ,  1971 h a s  been reproduced i n  my p o s i t i o n  paper  
f o r  t h e  Erasmus C i r c l e  symposium.) 

It is  t h e r e f o r e  n o t  a s t o n i s h i n g  t h a t  some of t h e  m a t e r i a l  



a t  a u c t i o n  d i d  n o t  s e l l ,  due above a l l  t o  t h e  absence of competi- 
t i o n ,  and a s  w e l l  t o  our  i n a b i l i t y  t o  reduce t h e  p r i c e s  p r o t e c t i n g  
t h e  s e l l e r ,  t h e  r e s e r v e  p r i c e ,  t o  s u i t  t h e  o f f e r  of a  s o l e  b i d d e r .  

I n  my v i e d  l i b r a r i a n s  and a r c i ~ i v i s t s  a r e  by d e f i n i t i o n  
cus tod ians  of t h e  m a t e r i a l  i n  t h e i r  p o s s e s s i o n  and t i l e i r  p ro fes -  
s i o n a l  t r a i n i n g s  and q u a l i f i c a t i o n s  do no t  e x a c t l y  encompass t h e  
f i n a n c i a l ,  o r  even h i s t o r i c a l ,  e v a l u a t i o n  of m a t e r i a l .  The de- 
t e rmin ing  of f i n a n c i a l  v a l u e s  ought t o  r e s t  wi th  t h e  e x p e r t s ,  
s p e c i a l i s t  a n t i q u a r i a n  d e a l e r s  i n  books and manusc r ip t s ,  and w i t h  
a u c t i o n e e r s .  The h i s t o r i c a l  a p p r a i s a l  of m a t e r i a l  must s u r e l y  
b e  t h e  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  of h i s t o r i a n s .  And t h e  u l t i m a t e  d e c i s i o n  
t o  purchase  o r  n o t  t o  purchase ,  and t h e  evo lv ing  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  
should b e  l e f t  w i th  t h e  e x e c u t i v e  branch of t h e  depar tment  i n -  
volved.  Purchases  of s p e c i a l  m a t e r i a l  shou ld  n o t  b e  made depending 
on a v a i l a b l e  funds ;  s p e c i a l  funds shou ld  be  made a v a i l a b l e  f o r  
s p e c i a l  pu rchases .  The s o r r y  s p e c t a c l e  of Canadians p lead ing  
pover ty  when i t  comes t o  h i s t o r i c a l  m a t e r i a l  shou ld  c e a s e ,  and 
t h e r e  might b e  o t n e r  ways and means t o  defend our  c u l t u r a l  h e r i -  
t a g e  than  by u s i n g  a  couple  of muskets from t h e  War of 1812. 

The m a t t e r  of monopo l i s t i c  t endenc ies  is  no t  r e s t r i c t e d  
t o  Ottawa a lone .  On t n e  Quebec scene  t h i s  q u e s t i o n  has  been,  of 
l a t e ,  t h e  t o p i c  of a  f i e r c e  con t rover sy  which t h e  e d i t o r s  of "Le 
Devoir" c a l l e d  "La quere l - l e  des  manusc r i t s . "  

Contemporary a r c i ~ i v e s  have come a  long way from t h e i r  or-  
i g i n a l  purpose of be ing  a  p l a c e  i n  which p u b l i c  r e c o r d s  were kep t .  
I have no  q u a r r e l  wi th  t h i s  h i s t o r i c a l  e v o l u t i o n .  L i b r a r i e s  a l s o  
have evolved and changed s i n c e  t h e  e a r l y  t imes of t h e i r  founda t ion .  
However, t h e i r  h i s t o r i c a l  f a c t  does n o t  g i v e  t h e  modern a r c h i v i s t  
t h e  r i g h t  t o  s o l i c i t  a  monopoly on manusc r ip t s  of any d e s c r i p t i o n .  

The b a s i c  p r i n c i p l e  t h a t  any owner o f  manuscr ipt  m a t e r i a l  
s h a l l  have  t h e  p r i v i l e g e  and t h e  r i g h t  t o  d i s p o s e  of i t  i n  any way 
he s e e s  f i t ,  by s a l e  o r  d o n a t i o n ,  and t o  any d e p o s i t o r y  h e  chooses ,  
must b e  r e s p e c t e d .  Books o r  manusc r ip t s  shou ld  n o t  be  r e s t r i c t e d  
t o  t h i s  o r  t h a t  l i b r a r y  o r  a r c h i v e s ,  and no l i b r a r y  o r  a r c h i v e s ,  
n a t i o n a l ,  p r o v i n c i a l  o r  o the rwise ,  shou ld  nave a  monopoly. I n  t h e  
Canadian c o n t e x t ,  a c q u i s i t i o n  of impor tan t  m a t e r i a l  by t n e  P u b l i c  
Archives  a t  Ottawa, The Na t iona l  Archives  of Quebec, o r  any o t h e r  
a r c n i v a l  c e n t r e  shou ld  n o t  b e  a t  t n e  expense of o t h e r  i n s t i t u t i o n s .  
I n  my o p i n i o n  t h e  c e n t r a l i s a t i o n  of manusc r ip t s  o r  source  m a t e r i a l  
i n  one p l a c e  i s  r a t n e r  dangerous .  An argument f o r  more d e c e n t r a l -  
i s a t i o n  is  t h a t  it would l e a d  t o  more r e s e a r c h ,  more s t u d y  and 
more a p p r e c i a t i o n  of our  p a s t  and p r e s e n t .  I n  a l l  f a i r n e s s  I must 
say  t h a t  my most r e c e n t  o b s e r v a t i o n s  i n d i c a t e  t n a t  t h e  P u b l i c  A r -  
ch ives  g e n e r a l l y  withdraw from s e r i o u s  b i d d i n g  f o r  i t ems  a f t e r  
a s c e r t a i n i n g  t h a t  o t n e r  Canadian i n s t i t u t i o n s  wish t o  s e c u r e  them. 

The q u a r r e l  between a r c h i v i s t s  and l i b r a r i a n s  is  f u t i l e .  
I n s t e a d  of induc ing  compe t i t ion  they must s e e k  coopera t ion .  The 
knowledge of t h e  l i b r a r i a n  can l a r g e l y  p r o f i t  t h e  a r c h i v i s t ,  and 
n i s  knowledge shou ld  b e  used i n  t h e  l i b r a r y .  



A s  I s a i d  i n  my p o s i t i o n  paper  g iven  a t  t h e  Erasmus C i r c l e  
symposium: " f o r  many y e a r s  now i n  word and p r i n t  I have been t h e  
cil ief exponent of t h e  theory  t h a t  s i n c e  more than  200 years  t i le 
Canadian l i b r a r i a n ,  t h e  Canadian i n s t i t u t i o n a l  buyer ,  h a s  been 
enemy no. 1 of  t h e  Canadian book t rade .  To t h e s e  I must ilow add 
tile Canadian a r c h i v i s t .  I have never  succeeded i n  e s t a b l i s h i n g  a  
dia logue between my p r o f e s s i o n  and t h a t  of l i b r a r i a n s  and a r c h i v i s t s .  
I have t r i e d  many t i m e s ;  t h e  Erasmus C i r c l e  symposium was only  one 
aspect  of v a r i o u s  a t t e m p t s  which d i e d  e a r l y  d e a t h s ,  r e g r e s s i n g  
i n t o  f ab led  Canadian med ioc r i ty  and complacency. 

The p r o f e s s i o n  of d e a l e r  and a u c t i o n e e r  i n  t h e  a r e a  of r a r e  
books and manusc r ip t s  competes e a s i l y  wi th  t h e  a n t i q u i t y  of t n a t  
of t h e  l i b r a r i a n ,  and c a r r i e s  w i t h  it  more h i s t o r y  than  t h a t  of 
t h e  a r c h i v i s t .  iie t r a v e l  through t h e  d u s t  of a n c i e n t  a t t i c s  and 
humid caverns ,  adven tu re r s  t r a d i n g  i n t o  t h e  p a s t ,  d i s c o v e r e r s  of 
t h a t  which was and i s  no l o n g e r ,  always a s t o n i s h e d  t o  come upon 
the  v a r i e t y  of memories of t h i n g s  p a s t .  And i t  r e s t s  wi th  us t o  
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a r c h i v i s t s  l i k e  i t  o r  n o t .  We a r e  n o t  c u s t o d i a n s ,  no r  a r e  we keep- 
e r s .  I n  an e a r l i e r  e r a  of munif icence we s o l d  our  goods t o  p r i n c e s  
and Icings, t o  Codleys and Pepys,  b u t  sucil g r e a t  ones ,lave a l l  b u t  
vanished,  l e a v i n g  w i t h  us  t h e  l egacy  of a  mere r e f l e c t i o n  of t h e  
magnitude of t h e i r  p l e a s u r e  and p r i d e .  With what immense con- 
t r a s t  now we s e l l  t o  i n s t i t u t i o n s ,  some t imes wel l - funded,  b u t  
concerned a l l  t o o  o f t e n  wi th  a c q u i s i t i o n  and accumulat ion,  f a r  d i s -  
t a n t  from t h e  kind of e x a l t e d  exci tement  a t t r i b u t e d  t o  t h e  co l -  
l e c t o r  who has  found what h e  cannot r e s i s t .  I n  our  i iands, t ~ l e  
m a t e r i a l  is  a l i v e .  I t  becomes a  t r e a s u r e d  r e a l i t y ,  n o t  s imply 
anotner  number on an a l l  b u t  i n a c c e s s i b l e  s h e l f .  And we s e l l  i t ,  
impart ing i n  some measure t h e  f a s c i n a t i o n  o f  our d i scovery  and ti le 
beauty o f  ou r  adventure .  I t  i s  n o t  y e t  dead ,  ou t  i t  l o s e s  i t s  l i f e  
i n  t h e  i n s t i t u t i o n a l  embrace. Bu t ,  we remember t h e  f r a g r a n c e  of 
what we have t r a d e d  away. 




