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the creation of photodocumentation if we are only taking hinges off,
for example.

In the Library of Congress, we have many, many items

and if we waited to take before-and-after photographs of every hinge
removal, we would get nowhere.

And going a little further, I should

say that, at the Library of Congress, we also do not take before
and -after photographs if it is for an item for which the treatment
is not expected to cause much trouble.

This is getting into more

controversial territory, which I will acknowledge.

For instance, an

engraving by Durer might get the before- and after-treatment photo
graphs, even if it were just going to be bathed.

But many nine

teenth century etchings and engravings might not get the photogra
phy.

We do, however, undertake photography for watercolors for

example, where either the format is changed or potential treatment
problems might be expected.

In conclusion, there is, in paper con

servation, some room for less extensive photodocumentation and some
change in the requirements for written documentation.
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