
S t a t e  H i s t o r i c a l  Associat ion t h a t  t hey  wquld not  r e l e a s e  t h e  ma te r i a l  under 
any circumstance and would go t o  cour t  t o  p ro tec t  t h i s  p r iv i l eged  information. 
So t h a t ' s  t h e  wav we t r y  t o  p r o t e c t  ourse lves  and our  informants.  Since 
we ' re  going t o  have open discussion,  could I throw out  my ques t ion  t o  t h e  
panel? Coming from the  motion pLcture indus t ry  be fo re  I came t o  the  archive 
and teaching i n  Cooperstown, we always had t o  have r e l eases  s igned  by every 
i nd iv idua l  t h a t  we took a photograph o f ,  and we gave them a d o l l a r  which was 
supposed t o  make it l ega l .  It doesn ' t !  For example, Sandy (Edward Ives)  
was asking about  g e t t i n g  everybody t o  s i g n  r e l e a s e  forms f o r  pro tec t ion .  
However, i n  motion p i c t u r e s  i f  you put  a p ic tu re  i n  a  context t h a t  can be 
in t e rp re t ed  a s  l i b e l o u s ,  i t  doesn ' t  mat te r  whether they 've  given you a r e l e a s e  
o r  not .  I h a t  i s  l i b e l  sometimes i s  a v e r v  i n t e r e s t i n g  and complicated quest ion.  
So some of the  mechanisms here  look l i k e  vou l re  p ro tec t ed  by law but you ' re  
not .  Our a rch ive  has thrown t h i s  type of  th ing  ou t .  I t ' s  a cumbersome 
rou t ine  anyway, and i t ' s  a scarey  procedure f o r  both s tudent  c o l l e c t o r s  and 
informants.  lde haved had t o  f a l l  back on e t h i c s ,  e s n e c i a l l y  ind iv idua l  e t h i c s .  
Not only t h e  s e n s i t i v i t y  and e t h i c a l  approach of  t h e  d i r2ec tor  who has t o  make 
the  dec is ion ,  b u t  t h e  c o l l e c t o r  himself and t h e  informant a r e  being brought 
a  l i t t l e  b i t  more i n t o  what i s  happening, I won' t  go i n t o  s t o r i e s  about 
d e t a i l s ,  bu t  I want t o  emphasize t h i s  - i f  we're  going t o  spend our time 
worrying about t h e  l e g a l i s t i c  age t h a t  we're  i n ,  then  we're going t o  have 
another  one of those  blocks t h a t  s t o p s  us from gather ing  data ,  and a r e  no t  
going t o  have time t o  enjoy our work. If we develop wi th in  our  own s e l v e s  
and i n  t h e  profess ion ,  t h e  e t h i c s ,  t hen  - no problem. lqe can t a k e  a chance 
on t h e  two o r  t h r e e  per  cent  who may cause us d i f f i c u l t i e s .  

Discussion 

Discussion fol lowing t h e  panel  comments was informal  and speakers  were 
o f t e n n o t  ider l t i f ied .  The main a r?a  of  content ion l a y  i n  t h e  two opposing 
ques t ions  each a r c h i v i s t  must ask himself i n  regards t o  the  handling of 
s e n s i t i v e  mater ia l s .  F i r s t  he must cons ider  whether as a respons ib le  
employee of  an i n s t i t u t i o n ,  he has a  right: t o  t a k e  a chance on beha l f  of  
t h e  i n s t i t u t i o n  and perhaps thereby jeopardize t h e  whole program involved 
wi th  t h e  archive.  On t h e  o t h e r  hand, a s  a p ro fes s iona l  t r a i n e d  t o  consider  
the  needs of s e r i o u s  s c h o l a r l y  research,  t h e  a r c h i v i s t  can only be dismayed 
a t  t h e  a l t e r n a t i v e  of withholding s e n s i t i v e  ma te r i a l s  from i n t e r e s t e d  
scho la r s  who could otherwise use  t h e  ma te r i a l s  i n  t h e i r  research.  

One d iscussant  suggested t h a t  t h e  r i s k  might a s  we l l  be assumed s i n c e  
i n t e r e s t e d  o a r t i e s  w i l l  f i n d  a way t o  t h e  information the J want, t h e  a r c h i v i s t  
notwithstanding. He emnhasized h i s  po in t  with a  re ference  t o  t w o  c o l l e c t i o n s  
of d r a f t  dodger l o r e  t h a t  myster iously disappeared from h i s  a rchive  and 
quiet$y reappeared a  week l a t e r .  E l l en  S t e k e r t  c losed  t h e  d i scuss ion  with 
t he  suggest ion t h a t  f o l k l o r i s t s  and a r c h i v i s t s  might j o i n  wi th  o t h e r  s o c i a l  
s c i e n t i s t s  i n  an e f f o r t  t o  develop a r i g h t  of' immunity o r  p r i v i l e g e d  infor -  
mation t o  p r o t e c t  themselves and t h e i r  informants. 




