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ABSTRACT

A specimen film record: poster frame, click-to-load facade, 

participant list and a chaptered transcript. An invented as

sembly discusses who should decide what a public structure 

is called. The conversation did not take place, the partici

pants are fictional, and the subject was chosen because no 

such assembly exists.

About this conversation

This film does not exist. No recording was made, no participants 

were convened, and the transcript below was written to exercise 

a layout. The player on this page deliberately loads nothing — a 

specimen record must not point at a real video, because a plau

sible identifier eventually resolves to somebody else's work.

A real record in this series would embed through a privacy-

preserving endpoint, load only after an explicit click, and set no 

third-party cookie before that click. The facade above behaves 

exactly as it would for a real film, minus the video.

Participants
• Dr A. Specimen — chair. Invented.

• Prof. B. Placeholder — civic history. Invented.

• C. Fictitious — assembly member, drawn by lot. Invented.

• D. Invented — highways authority respondent. Invented.

Format
Fifty-eight minutes, one chair and three participants, recorded 

in a single sitting with no edit beyond the removal of a technical 

fault at the twelve-minute mark. Chapters below are as marked 

in the transcript.

Transcript

00:00 — Opening
Chair. The question in front of us is narrower than it sounds. 

We are not asking whether a bridge should be named. We are 

asking who should decide what a public structure is called, on 

what grounds, and how often that decision should be open to 

revisiting.

Placeholder. And whether the people deciding need to know 

the history. Which is the part everyone skips.
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06:40 — What the assembly was asked
Chair. You were given four weeks, a technical panel you could 

summon at will, and a single question. Did the format help or get 

in the way?

Fictitious. Both. The panel was useful once we knew what to 

ask it, which took most of the first two weeks. Before that we 

were asking it to tell us what we should care about, and it very 

properly refused.

Placeholder. That refusal is the whole design. An expert who 

tells an assembly what to value has replaced the assembly.

15:22 — On tap, not on top
Invented. From the authority's side the worry was straightfor

ward. A group of people with four weeks of exposure to a subject 

others spend careers on, settling a name that will outlast every

one in the room.

Fictitious. We had the same worry. It is why we spent so long 

on what we were not competent to decide.

Chair. Say more about that boundary.

Fictitious. We could not settle the history. We could evaluate 

whether the people presenting it disagreed with each other, 

and about what, and whether those disagreements had been dis

closed before we asked. That turned out to be most of what we 

needed.

27:05 — Whose name, and on what grounds
Placeholder. There is a temptation to present a name as a histor

ical output. It is not. The record gives you a life, with its achieve

ments and its costs attached. Which of those a public structure 

should carry is a judgement about what a place wants to say about 

itself, and that judgement is not in the archive.

Invented. I would accept that, with a caveat. Some claims are 

matters of record and some are matters of taste, and the differ

ence is not always visible from outside.

38:50 — Revisiting decisions
Chair. How often should this be reopened?

Fictitious. Whenever the evidence moves enough to matter. 

Which means somebody has to be watching, and it cannot be us 

— we dissolved.

Placeholder. That is the standing weakness of the assembly 

form. It convenes, decides well, and disperses. The monitoring 

has to live somewhere permanent, and permanent bodies are the 

ones most exposed to capture.

49:30 — Closing
Chair. A sentence each.

Invented. Better than I expected, and slower than the high

ways committee will like.

Placeholder. The history was never the hard part.

Fictitious. We were not asked to be experts. We were asked to 

be the people who have to live with it, and that we could do.
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Specimen transcript ends. A transcript PDF is offered above and is 

generated from this markdown, like every other artifact on the site.
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Colophon

Set in Young Serif for display, Literata for text, and DM Mono for canon 

numbers, metadata and sidenotes. All three are licensed under the SIL 

Open Font License, vendored into the repository with their licences, and 

embedded here — the same files the website serves.

Typeset with Typst from the markdown source. The markdown is the 

work; this PDF is a build artifact and is never edited. Corrections go to the 

source and everything is rebuilt.

This is a specimen. It is fictional, it carries a prototype canon number, 

and it exists to test the typography of the canon rather than to say anything.
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