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UNIVERSITY STUDENT RECORDS:
RESEARCH USE, PRIVACY RIGHTS AND THE BUCKLEY LAW

Charles B. Elston

The creation, evaluation, retention and use of student records have
always been of immediate concern to college and university archivists.
Recently, however, these interests have also drawn the attention of
educational administrators, teachers, students, state and federal
legislators, the news media and the public at large. The Family
Educational Rights and Privacy Act of 1974, which attempts to mediate
the issue of individual privacy rights versus the right of access, both
reflects and intensifies a growing public concern regarding the nature
and extent of educational records. Although but one part of our society's
general record keeping problem, "confidentiality and access" has become
the focal point of public debate. In this debate, the interests of
archivists and researchers have been largely ignored.

The term "confidentiality and access" encompasses a host of
competing legal and procedural considerations. The Glossary issued by
the SAA Committee on Terminology defines access as "the availability of
or the permission to consult records, archives or manuscripts" and
restricted access as "a limitation on the use of a body of archives,
manuscripts or records, or on those containing information of a specific
kind or of a particular form. The restriction may limit the use for a
time to particular persons or classes of persons or may exclude all
potential users. Restrictions may be imposed by law or by the repository,
but more commonly they are imposed by officials of transferring agenciesor by donors and are enforced by the repository." The right of privacy
is defined in Black's Law Dictionary as "the right to be let alone, the
right of a person to be free from unwarranted publicity.... The right of
an individual to withhold himself and his property from public scrutiny,
if he so chooses." In a recent article, Virginia R. Stewart observes that
"the doctrine of privacy assumes that the individual has a right to a
certain 'social space' free from undue interference from the larger
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society of which he is a part. It may be necessary or desirable for a
person to share information from this intimate sphere of life, but the
disclosure of it is based on the assumption that the informatiun will
remain confidential." 1

Archivists, legal scholars and public officials face real dilemmas
in defining and mediating the competing rights and values involved in
developing sound record keeping policies and practices. At one and the
sane time, society affirms the privacy rights of individuals and the
individual's right of access to the documents and decisions of public
officials and institutions. Although sometimes conflicting in specific
instances, these rights are not necessarily mutually exclusive.
Increased concern for both stems from the social movements of the last
two decades. There has been considerable national publicity about the
extent to which private and public institutions monitor and record
individual activities. The introduction of computerized record-storage
and processing, with remote and often scattered retrieval terminals, has
only heightened public concern. 2 Recent student protests on American
college campuses and the so-called "student rights movement" of the past
decade have helped generate a vague uneasiness that too many records were
kept, for too long, in too many locations, and that too many people had
access. Student activists, often with good reason, feared that their
political activity might be recorded and used against them. In other
words, records were being kept or used by the wrong people for the wrong
reasons. Government corruption and inefficiency, particularly as
reflected in the Watergate debacle, has heightened the public desire for
more control over and access to the records of public officials at. the
national, state and university levels. In the most general sense, society
must strike a careful balance between the privacy rights of individuals,
the protection of the security of certain institutional actions, the
"right to know" of members of a free and open society and the interests
of future generations as represented by academic scholars, genealogists
and all concerned citizens. 3

Viewed in a broad context, student educational records compare in
scope and content with the personal data files maintained by governmental
agencies such as the Internal Revenue Service, Social Security
Administration, Census Bureau, Military Services and correctional or law
enforcement agencies. School attendance is compulsory for all citizens,
and most institutions of higher learning, whether public or private, have
many of the general characteristics of large public institutions. It is
quite understandable that the maintenance of educational records should
come under closer public or legislative scrutiny.

From the time the application of a prospective student arrives at the
admissions office, institutions of higher learning maintain a vast array
of records concerning that student. The nature of the records varies as
each student moves through the evaluative processes of academic performance
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and becomes involved in a wide range of social, political,intellectual

and recreational activities. As outlined in a 1972 statement issued by

the Vice-Chancellor for Campus Affairs at the University of Illinois,

"The maintenance of student records is sound educational practice 
pro-

vided that the purposes of such record keeping are to assist in 
the

development of the student, to provide research opportunities, or to

improve upon existing programs and services for future generations of

students." In fulfilling legitimate administrative and academic func-

tions, colleges and universities generate a variety of published and

unpublished records relating to virtually all aspects of student life

and activities. Published records include student directories; annual

yearbooks; graduation, honors and concert programs; athletic event pro-

grams and the published minutes of the Board of Trustees. Unpublished

documentation, usually accumulated in central administrative offices

and arranged so that data on each student is easily identified, can be

divided into the following general subject categories: admissions;

academic performance; proficiency and qualifying exams; financial aids

or obligations; campus employment; social or organizational involvement;

housing and campus living; health and medical treatment; academic career

or psychological counseling; job placement and discipline or conduct

governance. 4

To illustrate the diverse informational content of just one record

series, I cite Women's Student Records for the period 1932 to 1958 held

at the University of Illinois Archives. Aside from name, college and

course, birthplace and birthdate, home address, parents' names, 
addresses

and occupations, previous college education and sorority and religious

affiliation, these records include transcripts, graduate reports, class

schedules, attendance records, health slips, personal activity records,

yearbook records, photographs and I.D. cards, information cards and

sheets, personality assessment reports, sorority initiation reports,

housing applications and graduation interviews. 5

Local policies or individuals can have a considerable impact both

on the records generated by a university as an institution or donated

by its individual members. A strong in loco parentis tradition persis-

ted at the University of Illinois in which the university attempted 
to

control the conditions under which students matured and experienced 
a

transition from parental standards and controls to independent citizen-

ship as defined by student personnel officers. This helps explain the

ature of the Women's Student Records cited above, particularly 
the

personality assessment records, personal activity records and 
personal

interview reports. In loco parentis also meant the development of an

extensive and complex system of student discipline, which sheltered

students from outside law enforcement agencies but also 
subjected them

to a different social and behavioral code. 6

As college and university archivists, we are confronted with a
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bewildering volume and array of student records. While these records all

retain administrative, legal and research value for varying lengths of

time, the archivist must determine which files or records have the long

term research value to warrant acquisition, processing and permanent re-

tention. Due to the administrative organization of most institutions of

higher learning, we will encounter a considerable degree of duplication

or overlap in record keeping and must identify the most complete and well

organized files. Depending on the nature of specific series, several

approaches may be useful in retaining student records for future research

use. At Illinois, we employ longitudinal sampling to retain examples of

certain series such as English qualifying exams. In the case of student

employment records acquired from the Office of Student Affairs, we keep

only a summary folder sheet showing biographical data and listing campus

jobs for each student. Supervisory and counseling evaluations, work re-

ferral slips and related documents are destroyed before transfer, Basic

biographical and work data are retained in the belief that it provides

the information necessary for scholarly research involving student work

patterns at a major land grant institution where over 70 percent of the

students are employed at some time during their university careers. 7

The archives staff is currently engaged in negotiations with the Faculty

Senate Committee on Student Discipline concerning the records of this

Committee. Because of their large volume, it is not practical to retain

the detailed records of each case which is heard. Yet it is important

that the less voluminous minutes of the Committee on Undergraduate Disci-

pline be preserved. These minutes provide the sensitive kind of informa-

tion not available from published annual reports which would permit a

study concerning the types of offenses heard over a span of time, changes

in hearing procedures and their effect, and the correlation between viola-

tions and punishments. Students, administrators and academic scholars

cannot hope to fully evaluate the disciplinary system without adequate re-

cords of its operation over time. 8

From both a research and an administrative standpoint, university

archivists have a special obligation to preserve the records of individ-

ual students, student organizations and campus life. Students, one

might say, are the most important products of higher education. Most

archivists recognize this and are less selective in evaluating student
records than many other types. Records of the Office of Student Affairs,

including the student newspaper and other published series, comprise

about seven percent of the volume of our archival holdings at Illinois,

yet account for 15 percent of our reference use over the last 10 years.

This demand is an important factor in developing appraisal and retention

policies. 9

Under normal circumstances, restrictions on access or the questions

of individual rights and confidentiality should have no bearing on our

evaluation of the long term historical research value of university re-

cords. Only where statutory regulations severely limit future use should
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the archivist consider accessibility. Yet, it is hazardous indeed to
make long range decisions on the basis of current legislation. If re-
cords appraisal decisions are based on the current federal law con-
cerning access, the archivist will tend to be more selective, because
records with severe restrictions on access have limited research use-
fulness. If the law changes, but records have already been destroyed,
the loss is permanent. Realistically, however, we must acknowledge
that current statutory restrictions, if permitted to stand, will tend
to discourage the retention of student records and may even sanction
their destruction. 10

It is difficult to anticipate the long term effects of current
state and federal legislation and public debate on the nature and use
of university student records. The perceptions of each archivist are
uniquely tempered by his or her own philosophical and political views,
the policies of our respective institutions and the formal or informal
regulations we already have in effect. We all acknowledge, I presume,
that individuals have a right to privacy as defined at the outset. All
college and university archives have imposed some kind of access re-
strictions on personally identifiable student records. The basic pro-
blem, then, is one of achieving a reasonable balance between conflic-
ting claims. If nothing else, the current public debate affords us with
an excellent opportunity to reexamine the issues, and in particular, to
articulate the interests of scholarly researchers and future generations.
All too often, these interests are not recognized or even paid token
lip service in the course of legislative, public or news media debate
or in the university administrative decision-making process. 11

The Buckley Amendment

I hold the optimistic view that a workable compromise can be
reached if several basic changes or clarifications are made in the
Family Education Rights and Privacy Act of 1974. FERPA, as I shall
refer to it, or the Buckley Amendment to the Educational Amendments Act

of 1974, was one of the first bills signed into law by President Gerald

Ford and became effective on November 19, 1974. It created an over-
night sensation by dramatically confronting most educational admin-
istrators and archivists with an entirely new set of regulations and

procedures. The panic was intensified by a provision withdrawing
federal aid from institutions which did not comply with the require-
ments designed to protect the privacy of parents and students. Uni-

versity administrators across the nation acted immediately and pres-
sured Senators James Buckley and Claiborne Pell, chairman of the Labor

and Public Welfare Education Subcommittee, to clarify or revise the

law, particularly relating to a student's access to confidential
letters of recommendation. Letters of recommendation are essentially
an administrative concern relating to admission and placement, so
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archivists understandably did not respond to this iimediate problem.
Several amendments to FERPA were approved by Congress just before
Christmas and were signed into law by the President on December 31,
1974. 12

The law, as amended, was explained in draft guidelines issued by
the Department of Health, Education and Welfare in the January 6, 1975
Federal Register. The statute governs access to records maintained by
educational institutions and the release of such records. It requires
that institutions must provide parents or students access to official
records directly related to students and an opportunity for a hearing
to challenge such records on the grounds that they are inaccurate,
misleading or otherwise inappropriate; that institutions must obtain
the written consent of parents or students before releasing personally
identifiable data about students to parties other than those cited in
a specific list of exceptions; that a written record of access requests
that have been processed must be maintained; that parents and students
must be notified of these rights; that these rights transfer to stu-
dents when they become 18; and that an office and review board must be
established in HEW to investigate and adjudicate violations and
complaints. 13

Although the history of any legislation which is jointly advocated
by the Conservative-Republican Senator from New York and the American
Civil Liberties Union makes a fascinating case study, I shall make only
several brief observations concerning passage of the bill, The act was
originally intended for primary and secondary schools, and was altered
rather hastily to include colleges and universities. Buckley intended
to attack specific abuses concerning school records and the inability
of parents and children to secure adequate access or review. In short,
he was aiming at educational administrators and government agencies.
There was minimal committee consideration because Buckley introduced
the legislation as a floor amendment, and little floor debate took
place. Many implications of the law were never considered or discussed,
including the effect on future scholarly research. The language of the
bill and the HEW guidelines demonstrate that independent research schol-
ars wishing to use student records were unintentionally or otherwise
overlooked. When defining access, the legislation refers only to stu-
dents, educators, and educational or other government agencies. 14

This is significant, because it creates many ambiguities concerning
the immediate implications for college and university archivists. Con-
tinuing conversations with archivists at several institutions and the
uneasy general discussion which developed during the program session at
Philadelphia demonstrate that there is no firm consensus regarding the
appropriate interpretation of many points in the guidelines. HEW was to
publish revised rules and procedures in July of 1975 but has failed to
issue these to date. Hopefully, new guidelines will clarify or resolve
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many of the more troublesome questions.

Immediate reaction to the law, largely from university administra-
tors, focused on the impact concerning the kind of student records which
would be maintained in the future. With the exception of personal eval-
uative or interview comments or what might be termed "anecdotal" records,
universities will continue to generate the same basic files they have
always maintained. HW guidelines specify that the following are not ed-
ucational records and are therefore not subject to student access: "re-
cords of institutional, supervisory and administrative personnel ancil-
lary thereto which are in the sole possession of the maker thereof and
which are not accessible or revealed to any other person except a substi-
tute." These records must be kept in a separate file in the sole pos-
session of the maker and must be destroyed when he or she retires or
leaves the office. Many educational administrators have claimed, as
newspaper articles have related time and again, that student access will
destroy the candid nature and basic character of letters of recommenda-
tion. This is admittedly an unresolved question, but one that is over-
emphasized. A sample of deans and personnel officers consulted at Illi-
nois has not detected any sudden change in the content of recommendation
letters which may be seen by students. Based on an informal survey of
campus offices, it appears that about half the students at Illinois have
waived their access rights. Moreover, documentation of this kind has
always been interpreted cautiously by historians, for as personnel offi-
cers are quick to observe, letters of recommendation, particularly if
studied over time from the same individual, often reveal more about the
author than the subject. 16

FERPA, as amended, provides that directory or public information can
be released unless a student specifically requests otherwise. Directory
information includes a student's name, address, telephone listing, date
and place of birth, major field of study, participation in officially
recognized activities and sports, weight and height of members of athletic
teams, dates of attendance, degrees and awards received, and the most re-
cent previous educational agency or institution attended. In the fall
of 1975 only 28 out of 35,000 students at Illinois exercised the right to
ithhold this information, so the character and usefulness of directories

and other published records has not been seriously diminished. Aside
from additional paper work required for the maintenance of access log
records, the basic quality of university records will not be appreciably
altered. Despite some potential administrative problems, FERPA serves an
appropriate end by effectively halting real or potential abuses to indi-
vidual rights without damaging the essential administrative and research
value of student records. 17

While the provisions of the law should encourage institutions to
achieve a better mderstanding and control over their record keeping
practices, the Buckley Amendment also tends to encourage the destruction
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of student records. In order to protect the confidentiality of letters
of recommendation received and placed in student files before passage
of the bill, some universities hastily destroyed selected records in the
fall of 1974. Although FERPA does not explicitly require such abrupt
action, the general tenor or the act does not discourage disposal. For
example, HEW guidelines provide that "educational institutions are not
precluded...from destroying any records, if not otherwise precluded by
law, except that access shall be granted...prior to the destruction of
educational records where the parent or eligible student has requested
such access." During the course of floor discussion, Senator Claiborne
Pell agreed with Senator Thomas J. McIntyre's observation that "the
act's purposes are best achieved when fewer records are kept and used."
Archivists must recognize the long range implications of these views and
actively promote a systematic and responsible approach to records man-
agement, evaluation, and retention. 18

Assessing the impact of FERPA on the accessibility of student re-
cords for current and future scholarly research use at our respective
archives is a perplexing question, because the current HEW guidelines
are simply not written in terms of the historian or other independent
researcher. The law applies to "records, files, documents and other
materials which contain information directly related to a student; and
are maintained by an educational agency or institution, or by a person
acting for such an agency...." Students are defined as persons who are
or have been in attendance. Consequently, restrictions on access apply
retroactively to all records retained, with the exception of confiden-
tial letters of recommendation received prior to January 1, 1975. Al-
though Buckley clearly intended the law to protect living persons, it
contains no provision for opening records upon the death of the subject
nor after a specific period of time. Also, it is unclear whether alum-
ni records should be considered student records under the terms of the
act. It may depend on whether they are collected and maintained by the
university or a separate "unofficial" alumni office. 19

HEW guidelines stipulate that records are closed without the writ-
ten consent of each student except for a specified list of exceptions.
These include: "other school officials, including teachers within the
educational institution or local educational agency who have been de-
termined by such...institution to have legitimate educational inter-
ests;" officials of other schools or school systems in which the stu-
dent intends to enroll; authorized representatives of the U. S. Comp-
troller General, Secretary of HEW and administrative heads of federal
and state educational agencies; "organizations conducting studies for,
or on behalf of, educational agencies or institutions for the purpose
of developing, validating or administering predictive tests, admin-
istering student aid programs and improving instruction if such stud-
ies are conducted in such a manner as will not permit the personal
identification of students and their parents..." and in connection with
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the student's application for, or receipt of, financial aid. 20

These provisions are indeed perplexing. What, for example, con-
stitutes "legitimate educational interests?" Do faculty members seeking
to use current or archival student records for scholarly research qualify
for access under this provision? Does the right of access depend on the
specific nature of the research project? Might a graduate student work-
ing on an advanced degree or an undergraduate completing a research paper
qualify for access on the basis that their research involves "improving
instruction?" It is evident that the HEW guidelines could and have been
interpreted in a diverse and contradictory manner. According to the re-
cent opinion of attorneys in the University Legal Counsel's office at
Urbana, the Buckley Law "opens records to research to some extent." 21
A majority of archivists expressing their views at the program session
in Philadelphia agreed that university legal advisors have interpreted
the law narrowly with the effect that personally identifiable student
records are presently closed to research use without the written consent
of the student, regardless of whether the subjects are living or dead.

Speaking from my own point of view as an archivist and historian,
and fortunately, also from the point of view of the archival institution
I represent, I firmly believe that the HEW guidelines should explicitly
permit independent scholarly researchers access to student records, pro-
viding the final or published results do not involve the personal iden-
tification of individuals. The records of deceased students should be
opened for use without rigid limitations. This view is based on my
experience at the University of Illinois. Before the passage of FERPA,
access to official student records retained by the university, most of
which contain easily identifiable documentation on separate forms or in
separate folders, had to be cleared first by the archivist and then the
generating office. A 1972 policy statement on student records outlined
the basic policy as follows: "The need for universities to make infor-
mation about students available for research purposes is recognized and
supported. In releasing data for research, each office will take due
care to protect the anonymity of students. Whenever a project is under-
taken where the limits of confidentiality are in question, the office
will obtain the formal written consent of the students involved.... Be-
fore submitting information from student records to the researcher, each
office shall receive written assurances that the research agency will
follow acceptable standards of confidentiality .... The department head
in whose custody records are maintained may grant direct access to files
to other staff members for student related needs or legitimate research
where appropriate research ethics are observed." 22 While this may not
serve as a perfect model, it is preferable to the blanket and absolute
restrictions imposed by HEW.

Opening student records for research use with the provision that
individuals will not be identified presents the potential for "leaks"
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or misuse. Forms and procedures used by the Manuscript Collection of
the University of Illinois at Chicago Circle Library in the adminis-
tration of confidential records provide a workable solution to this
problem. Researchers seeking access should be required to sign a spe-
cial form in which they describe the nature of their project and agree
to "preserve the confidentiality of...records by refraining from making
any public or private disclosure of information...which would identify
any person mentioned as a subject..." and to make "no notation of the
names of individuals...," and that "such names will not be used for
teaching purposes, nor will they appear in any publication...." 23
This approach, of course, requires the careful supervision of the
archivist in reviewing applicants and in screening research data, notes
and drafts. It could also involve the archivist and the university in
potential legal disputes. Until FERPA is clarified or revised, it is
imperative that each of us consult with the appropriate university ad-
ministrators or legal advisors before opening any student records in
our custody.

Archivists must also consider the problem of personally identifi-
able information on specific students contained in administrative or
office files which never becomes part of a student's official record.
Faculty and administrators frequently gather information in response
to a specific event, problem or procedure which is never intended for
a formal student file. In terms of the basic principles of archival
arrangement and control, it would be most unfortunate to destroy or
segregate this material. Blanket restrictions on all record series
containing student documentation would create an insurmountable deter-
rent to research use. The most appropriate solution involves the pro-
fessional judgment of the archivist in scanning files requested by re-
searchers and withholding specific documents or folders which would
violate individual privacy rights. 24 This procedure requires addi-
tional time and effort. Yet if we are to fulfill our obligation to
assist and encourage research users, we must be willing to accept a
few added responsibilities.

Because so much of the basic character, structure and potential
of the modern land grant institution is related to the relatively re-
cent past, in a very practical research sense, it would be unfortu-
nate to impose absolute restrictions on student and other records of
the last several decades. Although academic historians at Illinois
have tended to ignore university records relating to recent American
history, scholars in other disciplines have recognized their poten-
tial. Let me cite several projects undertaken at Illinois which
would have been impossible with blanket access restrictions.

For 75 years, Illinois has provided opportunities in higher edu-
cation for Black Americans. Due to the social and political impact
of racism, the university has seldom attempted to identify, and has
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never sought to establish contact with black alumni and ex-students.
Faculty, students and staff with research interests in the recruitment
and retention of students, development of couaunity programs, adult
education, employment opportunities, local sponsorship of students, and
the representation of the university before local groups require infor-
mation on former black students. Designed to meet continuing research
requests, and with financial assistance from the Afro-American Cultural
Center, the archives staff over a four year period compiled comprehen-
sive preliminary data sheets on the nearly 2500 black students who at-
tended the university between 1894 and 1970. A graduate student used
this documentation several years ago to prepare a preliminary compara-
tive study of black and white athletes at Illinois. 25

In 1974, Joseph R. DeMartini, a doctoral candidate in sociology,
completed a provocative and timely dissertation on "Student Protest
During Two Periods In the History of the University of Illinois: 1867-
1894 and 1929-1942." DeMartini consulted a wide array of published and
unpublished sources to write his narrative and descriptive history.
Using personally identifiable records such as student grade reports,
admissions records, the alumni morgue and student organization records,
he compiled a social data base for activists and a sample of non-acti-
vists. Although this part of the study was based on lists of specific
political activists held by the Dean of Students, it did not identify
students by name. While protecting the anonymity of individuals, the
work provides a fascinating profile of activists and issues which al-
lows a comparison of campus protest movements over time. 26

Conclusions and Recommendations

The current scholarly use of student records, then, is not a con-
trived issue. There is great research potential, some realized and
much unrealized, which must be recognized in considering the question
of confidentiality and access. It is incumbent upon college and uni-
versity archivists to articulate and advance this view. In reading
a cross section of current news media accounts of the privacy debate,
I am continually struck by the fact that the interests of future
scholars are not enumerated. Archivists have generally been unable
or unwilling to effectively represent the needs of research scholars
on their own college campuses or at a national legislative level. Most
of us were probably not consulted about our views on FERPA, the HEW
guidelines or the official responses prepared by our respective in-
stitutions. In most cases, we were the last to know or react.

Under these circumstances, it is understandable that archivists
have been slow to respond to new federal regulations. In many respects,
we can applaud the law's attempt to define and protect individual
rights. Perhaps reluctantly, it has forced us to confront one of the
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most difficult and complex professional questions of our day. Although
it is very unlikely that a large and diverse group of college and uni-
versity archivists could ever agree upon a uniform or rigid set of
guidelines concerning the retention and use of student records, we have
been remarkably passive in expressing our concerns. We must call upon
our professional colleagues and organizations, through both formal and
informal channels, to seek a clarification or change in current federal
legislation. As recent events have demonstrated, legislators, college
administrators and students will not act in our behalf.

I propose that we collectively recommend changes in the 1975 HEW
guidelines which would (1) clearly open student records to scholarly
research use after the subjects are dead or within a specific period
of time after the records have been created, such as 50 years; (2) open
the records of living students if rigid safeguards are enforced to pro-
tect the anonymity of individuals described in personally identifiable
records; and (3) recognize and sanction the retention of student re-
cords for future scholarly research. At the very least, we need exten-
sive clarification of the provisions which apply directly to archival
holdings. If there is any value in our efforts to retain and preserve
student records, we must act now.
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1975): 5-9; and J. Frank Cook, "'Private Papers' of Public Officials,"
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Confidentiality," pp. 6-29; Morton W. Weir, Vice Chancellor for Aca-
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7. Charles B. Elston, "Servant of Clio: The University Archivist and
Records Evaluation" (Paper delivered at the 37th Annual Meeting of the
Society of American Archivists, St. Louis, September 26, 1973), pp. 4-
12. See Maynard Brichford, Scientific and Technological Documentation:
Archival Evaluation and Processing of University Records Relating to
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mimeographed "Course Notes" for the Library Science 438 (Archival Mate-

rials) course in the Graduate School of Library Science at Illinois
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10. Brichford, "Twelfth Annual Report," pp. 7-8. The "Records Manage-
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p. 13; Chicago Sun-Times, 2 December 1974, p. 47; Chicago Tribune 12 and
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13. Federal Register 40 (January 6, 1975): 1208.
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15. Federal Register 40 (January 6, 1975): 1208.
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delivered at the 39th Annual Meeting of the Society of American Archi-
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25. Maynard Brichford, "University of Illinois Archives Sixth Annual Re-
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26. Joseph R. DeMartini, "Student Protest During Two Periods in the
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