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A Remarkable Gift

‘My Mary’

‘Herbert’

‘Green Goddess’

‘Sizzling Red’

‘Millie Mac’

‘Varnadoe’s Phlox Pink’



Wrapped in Tidy Package



Take a Moment to Get Acquainted



An Amazing Gift
• Cultivated over 35 years
• Goochland, Virginia
• 82 acres
• Conservation easement
• 100+ named & labeled beds
• ~12,000 specimens
• > 2,200 varieties
• Partnerships w/ASA and other 

growers, breeders, nurseries 
• Records maintained by owners 
• Continued growth

‘Consolini’s Windmill’

‘Sigismund Rucker’
‘Conversation Piece’

‘Fancy Pants’



Looking at Donations Differently 



“It’s Complicated”



LGNR Plant Records Team

‘Father Roy’ © Cosby

https://richmond.com/news/local/hanover/article_7231bce5-59cd-5f4e-b6f0-26fa47e6622b.html


LGNR Records in Plants Plus

Plant Name
Group Name
Genus
Bloom Color
Flowering Season
Hardiness
Mature Size
Bloom Date
Plant Description
Photos

Program CD, ‘00
Virtual machine
Windows XP



Bugs with Plants Plus
• No support
• No accession numbers
• No dates 
• No plant sources
• No quantities
• No records of plant death or removal
• Inconsistency in field use
• Inconsistency in field formatting/user error
• Back-ups limited
• Export only as .txt file
• Single-user access
• Not connected to internet or the cloud



Moving Forward

• Retraining 35-year habits
• Finding lost information
• Performing field inspection
• Communicating b/t sites
• Recording collection growth
• Moving records from Plants 

Plus to IrisBG

‘Mandarin Lights’



Honoring with NAPCTM



Benefits of NAPCTM

NATIONALLY ACCREDITED 
PLANT COLLECTIONTM: 
• Recognition of your institution’s 

commitment to plant collections 
preservation, and to achieving a high 
standard of excellence in plant 
collections management.

• Preparing for the application and site 
review focuses attention on your plant 
collections.



Scope or Scale of NAPCTM



Rhododendron Collections



Criteria of NAPCTM

CRITERIA REQUIRED: 
• Long-term institutional commitment 
• Governing body’s support
• Living collections policy
• Designated curator 
• Professional standards of maintenance
• Access to collections
• Plant  replicates and long-term 

germplasm storage preferred
• Regular updates & on site evaluations



Criteria of NAPCTM

CRITERIA REQUIRED: 
 Long-term institutional commitment 
 Governing body’s support
 Living collections policy
 Designated curator 
 Maintained to professional standards
 Access to collections
• Back-up replicates and long-term 

germplasm storage
• Regular updates & on site evaluations



Factors Considered by NAPCTM

IMPORTANT FACTORS: 
• Quality of existing collection
• Current holdings > 50% of scope
• Potential for further development
• Location and conditions favorable 
• Excellence in collections management
• Up-to-date plant records
• Expertise w/ designated plant group
• Long term stability and support 
• Unique, enabling characteristics



Factors Considered by NAPCTM

IMPORTANT FACTORS: 
• Quality of existing collection
• Current holdings > 50% of scope
 Potential for further development
 Location and conditions favorable 
• Excellence in collections management
• Up-to-date plant records
 Expertise w/ designated plant group
 Long term stability and support 
 Unique, enabling characteristics



Records in Plants Plus



.txt -> .xls (Excel magic)



Finding the Strong Suits



Case Study: ‘Fancy Pants’



Plants Plus Record



.txt to .xls



Name Verification

https://www.rhs.org.uk/plants/pdfs/plant-register-supplements/Rhododendrons/the-international-rhodo-reg-checklist-vol-1.pdf


Name Verification, con’t

https://www.rhodogroup-rhs.org/media/docs/publications/rhodoregister/International%20Rhododendron%20Register%20and%20Checklist%20(2004)%20Consolidated%20Supplement%202003-2017.pdf


Name Verification, con’t



1 down … 2,000 to go?!

https://lewisginter.gardenexplorer.org/taxon-12232.aspx


Break-Out Session:
What Would You Do?

1. How much time & energy would you spend tracking down 
missing info (plant sources, planting dates, etc.) from the donor? 

2. What app or tools would you use to conduct a field inspection as 
efficiently as possible?

3. 3a. What year would you use for your acc. # - the year the 
collection was gifted or the year in its original record? 3b. What if 
there is no year recorded? 

4. What do you think the best field is for the breeding group? Or 
other group (i.e. flower form/plant growth groups for roses, 
daffodils, etc.)? Any issue with the way the names display? 



Break-Out Session: 
Please share. We’re listening!



Thank you!
Wish us luck.

Laurel Matthew 
laurelm@lewisginter.org
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