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Share the pixels you actually reviewed

GuideForge’s October authoring work turns screenshot masking into an export

boundary you can actually inspect.
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A screenshot is a convenient teaching tool. It can also carry a name in the corner, a real account
number in a form, a private tab title, or a message the author stopped noticing hours ago.

Drawing a dark rectangle over that area in an editor is only part of the job. The exported file needs to
contain the reviewed image, and the original pixels need to be absent from the shared package.

GuideForge’s October authoring work puts the flattened screenshot in front of the author before
sharing. It’s still a preview, with broader device testing and learner trials ahead. The export approach is
useful to think through if you make screenshot-based lessons.
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| Inspect what will actually be shared

A mask drawn as a separate overlay can disappear if a downstream viewer ignores it. A package can
also retain the original image alongside a masked preview.

The safer design is to render the intended opaque masks into a newly encoded image and inspect that
exact result. Then build the export from the reviewed pixels. Check the package contents so the
original image doesn’t travel along as an unused attachment.

GuideForge’s documented workfiow exposes the flattened preview before an author marks a step
reviewed. The author can inspect the exact pixels intended for export.

| Review text and audio in the same pass

Images aren’'t the only place sensitive information can survive. Instructions, expected answers,
filenames, and optional narration can repeat information the author removed from the screenshot.

Use synthetic practice data when teaching a workfiow. A fictional customer name and an obviously
invented account value are usually enough to demonstrate a field interaction. The learner needs
enough fictional context to practice the behavior.

If audio is included, listen to the complete recording and compare it with the currentinstruction. A new
screenshot can make an old narration inaccurate even when it contains no private material. Keep the
visible text as a usable fallback.

| Bind review to the current content

A review is meaningful for a particular version. Change the screenshot, reorder the step, edit an
answer, or replace the narration, and the relevant approval may need to be repeated.

GuideForge’s procedure invalidates sharing review when the content no longer matches the reviewed
version. Imported or restored work returns to a state that needs inspection. That is a useful pattern for
any export with a human approval step.

An approval checkbox saved forever in a project file can become misleading. It may describe an earlier
version, another author, or an image that was replaced after review. Tie the decision to the material
being shared now.

| Tryasynthetic privacy exercise
Build a tiny three-step guide using fictional data:

1. Put an obvious test value in a screenshot corner.
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2. Cover it with an opaque mask and inspect the flattened preview.
3. Export the portable guide and open it from a separate folder.
4. Inspect the exported file for an embedded original image.
5. Change the screenshot and confirm the old review no longer authorizes sharing.
6. Reopen an editable backup and confirm the review state is understandable.
This exercise can reveal a packaging mistake without using anybody’s real information. Pixel checks

and package inspection provide stronger evidence than simply observing that a black rectangle is
visible in the editor.

| Explain the limits to authors

A person can still miss a private detail. Use the review step to slow down and inspect the whole picture,
then check the instructions and audio too. Test fixtures help catch software mistakes; real material
still needs the author’s attention.

An editable backup may contain unfinished or unreviewed material. A previously downloaded file won't
update itself when the author fixes the current project. Those boundaries need to be clear in the
authoring workflow.

The practical design lesson is simple: review the exact representation that will leave the device, keep
original material out of the shared package, and invalidate review when that representation changes. It
makes privacy work concrete enough to inspect, teach, and improve.

| Sources & further reading

Checked 2026-10-14 - Story context 2026-10-11

1. GuideForge (2026-10-14)

2. Content Security Policy reference (2026-10-14)

Read the current article online -
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https://guideforge.progretech.com/
https://developer.mozilla.org/en-US/docs/Web/HTTP/Reference/Headers/Content-Security-Policy
https://journal.progretech.com/articles/guideforge-sharing-the-reviewed-pixels/

Support the workshop

Explore software and learning offers at StackSocial. Affiliate link: ProgreTech may earn a commission
from purchases. Check current price, license and renewal terms before buying.

Find our projects at progretech.com.

ProgreTech LLC - Build / Learn / Improve / Together
This file contains its text, illustrations and fonts. No account, scripts or network connection required to read. External reference

links need internet access.
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