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“Small Collection”

• ≤ 100,000 specimens (though varies by collection 

type)

• Regional in scope (typically)

• Ecological, taxonomic and geographic bias

“If you feel small, you are one of us!”

-Gil Nelson



Value of Small Collections 

to Scientific Community

• Unduplicated specimens
• Intense regional sampling
• Unrepresented temporal sampling
• Focused sampling of community composition
• Best source of data for biological hotspots (Biological 

Field/Research Stations)
• “Hidden source” of specimens representing curator’s 

expertise

Have the potential to significantly expand out 
knowledge of landscape-level Biogeography



Unique Challenges of Small Collections

• Limited institutional resources

• Director = curator = curatorial assistant

• Managing a transient undergraduate 

workforce

• Lack of systematic expertise for all or part of 

collection

• Not part of “official” job responsibilities
– Not linked to reappointment, tenure or promotion

• Difficult to “justify” collection



What? Now we have to digitize!!!

You have got to be kidding me!



Value of Digitization to Collection and 

Associated Researchers

• Expand accessibility

“If you are not in the portal  

you don’t exist”

- Stinger Guala

• Enhance impact of data in holdings

• Ensure inclusion in larger research initiatives

• Increase connectivity between researchers

• Greater institutional visibility

• Fundability



Which has contributed to the decision at 

your institution to not digitize? (n=16)*

• Time (73%)

• Money (68%)

• IT support (37%)

• Institutional support (35%)

• Reliable workforce (31%)

• Required expertise (29%)

• Necessary equipment (29%)

* Results from 2014 survey, “Recruiting and sustaining 

small collections in the digitization efforts.”



What would convince you to begin 

digitizing your collection? (n=16)*

• Funding (100%)

• Institutional buy-in (50%)

• Decreased work load to facilitate digitization 

(44%)

• Training (38%)

• Clear positive outcomes (25%)

• Sense of long term sustainability (25%)

* Results from 2014 survey, “Recruiting and sustaining 

small collections in the digitization efforts.”



“Great things are done by a series of 

small things brought together”

Vincent Van Gogh



Herbarium Digitization Training 

Workshop
Valdosta State University

September 2012 



Great Lakes Small Collections 

Workshop
Central Michigan University

October 2012 

http://www.micob.org/mshi/Pages/workshop.html



Workflows and Challenged in the 

Digitization of Biological Specimens 

Symposium & Workshop 
Association of Southeast Biologist

Spring 2013



North American Network of Small 

Herbaria (NANSH) “interest” group
Summer 2013

http://nansh.org/portal/



Mobilizing Small Herbaria Workshop

Florida State University
December 2013



Workshop on Recruiting, Supporting 

and Sustaining Small Collections in the 

National Digitization Initiative
Central Michigan University

April 2013



Small Collections Network (SCNet)

http://scnet.acis.ufl.edu



Small Collection Mini-Symposium
Society for the Preservation of Natural History 

Collections (SPNHC)

June 2014



Small Herbarium Workshop
Botany 2014

July 2014



Small Collection Symposium
Society for the Preservation of Natural History 

Collections (SPNHC)

June (May) 2015



If you have digitized your collection, 

what is the greatest benefit? (n=95)*

• Increased access (79%)

– Included world-wide, researchers, public and internal 

access

• Aid in collections management (25%)

• Facilitate research (21%)

• Increase visibility and value of collection/institution 

(16%)

• Reduce need for loans (14%)

• Resource to engage students (5%)

* Results from 2014 survey, “Recruiting and sustaining 

small collections in the digitization efforts.”
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2014 Survey on recruiting small 

collections to the digitization effort

• Participants (144 responses):

– 72% University or College affiliated

• 14% Government supported

• 10% private collection

– 53% Herbaria 

• all collection types represented

– 45% less than 100,000 specimens

– 49% not affiliated with a collections network

– 88% are digitizing


