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are urging the adoption of these ultra rules,

The best systematic botanists of the world

are opposed to them, and there is such a
widespread and determined opposition to
them in the botanical fraternity generally,
both in this country and in Europe, that
the movement is certain to amount only to
a lamentable schism. It has been claimed
that nine-tenths of our American botanists
are in favor of these rules, but such state-
ments are wide of the mark. Some of these
rules are in conflict with the Paris Code,
and others claim to be a strict interpretation
of it; but de Candolle himself, the author of
this code, considered such interpretations of
it as ‘abuses,” and urged that the Paris
Code of 1867 be so amended as to prevent
the swamping of our nomenclature by ultra
theorists. o

One fact lost sight of by the movers of
this new American system, for it has no
following in Europe, is that science is an
international affair, that the bulk of the
botanical work of the world is done outside
of the United States, and that even if we
were all agreed on this side of the water,
which is far from true, it would still be
necessary to gain consent of botanists else-
where before giving to these rules any more
weight than mere suggestions.
time enough for American botanists to put
them into practice when they have received

the sanction of an International Botanical

Congress: Another very strong objection
to making radical changes in our botanical
nomenclature is the extent to which botan-
ical names are used in agriculture, forestry,
horticulture, floriculture, pharmacy and
medicine. There is nothing comparable to
it in zodlogy. Only intolerable confusion
can result from calling a plant by one name
in botany and by another in horticulture or
pharma,cy, and it is surprising that the force
of ‘thls argument was not perceived long ago.
Finally, the Botanical Club rules do not
have the sanction of the A. A. A. S.,:' as
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It will be
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might be inferred from some statements
which have been made, and the organization
of the Club is so loose as to be a fatal ob-
jection to regarding its doings or recommen-
dations as in any sense binding on Ameri-
can botanists, when these are opposed by
counter-recommendations proceeding from
the most famous botanists in the world.
F. A. Lucas, Secretary.
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