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Schellenberg versus Jenkinson: A Reading Response 

At first after reading both the Schellenberg and Jenkinson articles I was not sure how the 

two related outside of their content being on an archival theme, it wasn’t until I digested 

the readings that I saw the similarities between them emerge.  

Schellenberg 

Schellenberg starts his article off recognizing the main problem facing the 

keeping of public records, which is the magnitude of the job and how it continues to 

increase as time goes by. His opening phase being, “Modern public records are very 

voluminous.” As human population grows and develops new technology the records 

produce will increase in mass exponentially. It is his stance that there needs to be a great 

reduction in quantity of the records sourced out and collected for archival purposes. He 

stresses the importance of knowing and ultimately keeping only those records that have 

value. What record is valuable compared to another record is the second problem 

Schellenberg believes public archives is facing. He sets up a standard of determining a 

records evidential and informational value. He also offers up tests that are aimed at 

appraising a document’s evidential and information value which include things like the 

uniqueness of the document, it’s function and form, and how it relates to the overall 

scheme of an agency’s past, present and future.  

Schellenberg acknowledges the fact that the archivist will always have a hard time 

reducing the number of public records being archived. He does note that an archivist will 

rarely be the only one with this job. And employs them to illicit the help of scholars and 

others in the various fields.  

Jenkinson 
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Jenkinson’s article is more about what is an archivist and what ultimately are their 

duties and responsibilities in regards to archival management. Speaking mostly about his 

native land, England he too notes that the records deemed public archives is massive and 

will continue to be a huge undertaking as the years pass. He deems that the role of 

custodian is an archivist’s most important duty. He points out that the use of archives will 

most likely vary from it’s intended use which usually determines how it is compiled. 

“Archives are normally used by posterity for purposes quite different from those which 

caused their compilation.”  As such the scholar, not knowing it’s original intended use, 

might have difficulties finding the information they need and it’s the job of the archivist 

to ease those difficulties.  

He continues on to point the need for the archives to be impartial and authentic as 

well as universal. “Finally, I would stress the universality of Archives--the way in, which, 

once writing has become general in use, they include potentially everybody in the world 

and, in consequence, every conceivable human 'interest.” After discussing the duties of 

an archivist he goes on to list the qualifications a good archivist should have; “Obviously 

he must have certain technical knowledge: he must generally be a bit of a Linguist and 

more than a bit of a Paleographer; sometimes a bit of an Architect; almost always a bit of 

a Book-binder, Librarian, Mycologist, and Photographer: must have a specialised 

smattering of the knowledge of many specialists.” He also believes an archivist should 

have a knowledge and innate ability to know how much or less archival repair a 

document or artifact needs, which goes back to that idea of an archives being authentic.  

 

Conclusion 
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Both Jenkinson and Schellenberg both recognize the enormity of managing public 

archival records. They both understand the impact the skill of writing and the availability 

of technology has had on said records, and in their own way they both have said that an 

archivist job is to pinpoint what has value not just for in the moment but for generations 

to come. They both believe that record management needs to happen on a regular basis 

and the help of professionals outside of the realm of archives should be consulted through 

out all the stages of an collection development.  

I’m able to take away a lot of understanding of what it means to be an archivist 

from these two articles. It’s not just about history and having an understanding of past 

events but about having that knowledge and thinking about the present and in some ways 

predicting the future. I think their ideas still ring true today, there is still a need for apt 

record selecting and discarding, more so than ever with the increase in digital records has 

seen an exponential increase in documents being put out there for collecting. A critical 

eye is needed by not just today’s archivist but tomorrow’s.  


