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Various Interests in How Plant Information is Maintained

• Plant  Recorder : Data Integr i ty ,  data  consistency

• Director  of  Col lect ions: Conservat ion pr ior i t ies ,  wi ld  col lected access ions

• Hort iculture Staf f :  Abi l i ty  to  f ind physical  p lant ings

• Educat ion:  P lant  L ists ,  mapped locat ions



The Meadow

• The meadow is  mowed every  year ,  so  labels  are  
mainta ined only  on the  per iphery

• Plants  are  mapped general ly  on the  per iphery  where  
dist inct  p lant  masses  can be  dist inguished and 
labeled.

• Centra l  port ion of  meadow is  natura l ized and is  
cons istent ly  supplemented with new plant  mater ia l



Indistinguishable Plantings
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“13 plants removed from greenhouse and 
added to existing mass of Cirsium pumilum
(20130182*A) in bed 260,  indistinguishable”

Item Status: Removed- IndistinguishableItem Status Type: Not Existing



“13 plants from 20170340*A removed from 
greenhouse and added to existing mass”

Item Status: Addition to MassItem Status Type: Existing



Indistinguishable Plantings

Advantages:
• Keeps  the  inventory  l i s t  c lean

• Non-exist ing  report  output  wi l l show al l  p lant ings  
that  were  added to  the  bed i f  we want  a  fu l l  l i s t  of  
plant  mater ia l

Disadvantages:
• Provenance of  the  ex ist ing  mass is  mixed,  and not  

ref lected in  the  database  record



Conflicts Between Records 
and Physical Plantings

• When the  meadow was  f i rst  created,  many spec ies  
that  were  planted and expected to  natura l ize  were  
deaccess ioned immediate ly

• In  I r i sBG this  t rans lates  to  a  Non -exist ing  i tem status  
type

• As a  result ,  some spec ies  do not  show up on the  
‘ex ist ing’  meadow inventory  l i s t  at  a l l ,  despite  their  
c lear  presence in  that  area.
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Questions for Discussion

How might you manage 
plant records in the 

meadow while keeping in 
mind the needs of each of 

the interest groups? 

Can all of these needs be 
satisfied with one 

solution?

What do you see as the 
value or purpose of 

maintaining provenance 
information in a 

naturalized setting? 

To what extent do you 
think it needs to be 
maintained in this 

situation?

Given its existing 
functionality, how might 
you track additions to a 

naturalized planting 
accession in IrisBG

beyond an entry in the 
item history? 

Could custom attributes 
help with this problem?
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Thank
You


