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Research Process

* Questions:
no is involved in appraisal?
nen does it take place?

nich tools exist in each country and how do they
compare?

— Are there special guidelines for electronic records?




Research Process

e Difficulties/Limitations:
— No common vocabulary
— Little English resources

— Only information on participants’ countries
available

— Limited research into realities of practice; only
anecdotal evidence

— Little experience of appraisal in practice




Research Process

e Scope of research:
—Only compared England, Finland and Germany
—Mainly focused on national archives

—ldealized version of practice: limited to
information taken from tools

—Limited to elements of practice comparable
across all three countries




Definitions
Appraisal

e UK: “Appraisal is the process of distinguishing
records of continuing value from those of no
further value so that the latter may be

(TNA, Appraisal Policy, 2004).

Germany: Appraisal identifies records of

amongst those offered for transfer by an
age nCV. (Menne-Haritz, Schlisselbegriffe der Archivterminolgie).

Finland: “The of archives must specify the
periods and methods of retention ... determine the
preservation value of the documentary
information already when it is created. This is
called , With the archival plan
as a main tool.”

(NAS).
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Comparison of the Lives

* When is appraisal conducted?
— England: 1st review 5 years, 2nd review 25 years
— Finland: at the creation
— Germany: at the end of the retention period

e Who conducts appraisal?
— England: 1st review creator, 2nd review archivist
— Finland: creator
— Germany: archivist




Comparison of the Lives

Who has the most influence on appraisal?
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Comparison of Practices

Cultural differences

Germany England

Is there a difference
between archives and
RM in theory?

“in practice?

“in job roles?




Comparison of Practices

Law, organization and authority, part 1

_M o

Is there a legal basis for appraisal? j4

What % is kept permanently at 10-15% 1% (target) 4-5%

?
state level? <10%

(reality)
Are there any policies for Y
appraisal of electronic records?
Are there any strategies for
appraisal of electronic records?
Is there co-operation for appraisal 1
with other repositories (across
sectors)?

Is there a minimum review period Eeelid[lIF]
for appraisal policy?




Is appraisal based on function?

Is appraisal based on content?

Is it recommended to document

appraisal?

Is there a minimum level for Document File
appraisal?




Conclusions

e Comparisons were difficult, but we managed to
establish the following points:
— All countries have a legal basis for appraisal

— Both functional and content-based approaches are
used

— Important differences between systems: stance on the
continuum

e Comparable tools
— Retention schedules
— Strategies for local and central archives




Conclusions

e Other issues:

— Many different approaches exist, but education is
focused on national practice




Recommendations

 More research needed in practice

* Further comparative study

e More translations
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