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What does it mean to be a radical archivist? What theoretical frameworks can help us understand the real 
limitations and benefits of archival practices? This panel will address how de-centering archival authority can 
provide access to new ways of understanding our collections, our professional practices, and how best to 
engage and serve our communities of users. As practitioners and students, we are interested in discussing 
alternative frameworks for archival practices that center communities in the production and use of records. 
Attendees of this panel will be encouraged to think about the radical potential of participatory, community-
driven archives and the implications of community-centered efforts in understanding the truly useful areas 
where archivists and our theoretical tools can be most relevant and responsive to user communities.
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Ramirez, M. H. (2015). Being Assumed Not to Be : A Critique of Whiteness as an Archival Imperative. 
American Archivist, 78(2), 339–356.
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