Historic plant records (vc96 example)

How many pre-2000 plant records exist on paper, but were never submitted to Atlas 2000 and are not in the BSBI database (DDb)?  Especially for vice-counties that submitted records to Atlas 2000 as Master Cards, or have not made a concerted effort to digitise the backlog, the number may be substantial.

The late Margaret Barron's botanical files for vc96 were passed on to me by Ro Scott a couple of years ago, and over the last two winters and this autumn I have entered all records from correspondence, and all post 1959 records from record cards, that were either not on the DDb, or for which full details were lacking.  In total, 55,962 records have been entered, checked and validated.

18% of these records were at tetrad or better precision, and 60% at quadrant precision.  They include 722 'new' (ie overlooked) hectad records (for species and hybrids).  For date class 1987 - 1999, the primary value of entering the records was that the underlying records, with location, date and recorder details are now in the DDb, providing evidential support for the Master Card records.  But for date class 1970 - 1986, it transpired that only 60% of the taxon x hectad records were on the DDb; so coverage for that period is now much more complete, with 7,635 'new' taxon x hectad records entered.

And next?  Submission of records from the 1950s to the first Atlas appears to have been thorough, albeit mostly as hectad lists.  In fact the number of taxon x hectad records for the 1950s and the 1970s are the highest of any decade in vc96.  Although there are some original record cards for the 1950s in the vc files, I don't plant to enter these.  Instead, the priority is to enter 'missing' records and other details from Mary McCallum Webster's original vc card index.  This is a goldmine, containing all the historic information she used to compile her Flora of the vc, published in 1978.

Inevitably, completion of record entry from the card index will continue after the Atlas 2020 deadline, but the pre-2000 mapped coverage of vc96 in the next Atlas will be much better than that in Atlas 2000.

While VCRs should prioritise new fieldwork and entering, submitting and validating post 1999 records, IF you are up to date with these tasks, maybe take a look at those older records?  The next Atlas, like the second, will analyse change in distribution, and change cannot be analysed without the old records to make comparisons against.
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