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Are media specimens?

Must “specimen” be defined to include only physical objects?

Are media recordings (images, video, sound) sufficient as vouchers?

Ivory-billed Woodpecker?

Are media recordings sufficient to support research?

How are they worse or better than physical specimens?
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Which media should be preserved?

(type and content)

Are there standards or best practices for determining 

what can/should be discarded?

Can anything be discarded?

What are the evaluative criteria/standards for 

determining what should be preserved?

Should legacy analog media be preserved or only their 

digital derivations?

How to treat camera traps and long-term remote 

recordings?

Is the potential for future tools an important 

consideration?



5

Should legacy (analog) media be digitized?

Are there preservation dangers associated 

with digitized data?

How about analog data?

Should we rely only on “modern” digital 

formats?

What are the criteria/conditions that 

determine whether to digitize?

What are the priorities?
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What levels of access should be provided?

(from both infrastructure & authentication perspectives)

What are the best methods for providing access to 

various media types?

What are the limitations?

Does access differ between media, their metadata, and 

the data associated with the featured organism(s) (e.g. 

locality of record).
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