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The Deep South eFlora Project Workshop at FSU on October 14 and 15, 2005



12 original collaborating institutions



5 final collaborating institutions
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2007 Deep South Protocol vs. 2015 FSU SERNEC Protocol

Deep South FSU SERNEC

Image FL specimens. Image specimens of SE US taxa.

Decide “in” vs. “out” based on folder 

color.

Decide “in” vs. “out” based on USDA 

PLANTS distribution map.

No pre-imaging curation. Barcode and (if name is not 

accepted by The Plant List) annotate 

well before imaging.

Barcode and record specimen and 

folder info individually at time of 

imaging with PHP/MySQL.

Record folder-level info at time of 

pre-imaging curation in GoogleDoc.

Communication about individual 

specimens via email.

Communication about individual 

specimens via GoogleDoc.

Photographers have several things 

to do.

Interns do curation and barcoding; 

photographers are only focused on 

maximizing rate of imaging.
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2007 Deep South Protocol vs. 2015 FSU Protocol

GoogleDoc Columns:

•Date

•Intern 

•Filed-under Family

•Same family name as TPL? (Y/N)

•Folder Name

•Accepted by TPL (Y/N)

•Consistent match between name on folder and name on specimens? (Y/N)

•Barcode Start

•Barcode End

•Additional Barcode

•“Type” seen in folder? (Y/N)

•Damage seen in folder? (Y/N)

•“Poison” seen in folder?  OR black stains seen on sheet?

•Comments

•Austin’s Comments

Fill in prior to opening folder
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GoogleDoc Columns:

•Date

•Intern 

•Filed-under Family
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2007 Deep South Protocol vs. 2015 FSU Protocol

GoogleDoc Columns:

•Date

•Intern 

•Filed-under Family

•Same family name as TPL? (Y/N)

•Folder Name

•Accepted by TPL (Y/N)

•Consistent match between name on folder and name on specimens? (Y/N)

•Barcode Start

•Barcode End

•Additional Barcode

•“Type” seen in folder? (Y/N)

•Damage seen in folder? (Y/N)

•“Poison” seen in folder?  OR black stains seen on sheet?

•Comments

•Austin’s Comments Where I give directions
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