politans, the mean age is the same
(129 X 10¢ compared with 133 X 108,
respectively) (/3). However, if one
uses mean known ages of families for
each of the pelecypod stations (14),
the regression of age (millions of years)
on unsigned latitude has a slope of
0.39, which differs from 0 with a prob-
ability of more than 0.99. The source
of the remaining data, for Cretaceous
planktonic foraminiferans, is not given,
although the graphs as presented do
support the thesis.

The ratio used to show that Permian
brachiopods decrease in diversity pole-
ward, does so merely analytically. The
ratio is of Tethyan (tropical) endemics
to cosmopolitans. Obviously the pro-
portion of tropical endemics is greatest
in tropical regions, since the class is
defined by its distribution. It is merely
surprising that some “Tethyan endem-
ics” occur more than 70°N. The prob-
lem of variable sample size, which the
ratio was meant to offset, is best con-
trolled directly even if new samples
must be collected.

Explanation and application of cli-
matic differences in evolutionary rates
must depend on the existence of such
differences and these have not yet been
adequately shown. Stehli (/0) has un-
published results for recent foramini-
ferans that seem best interpretable by
this hypothesis, however.

LEIGH VAN VALEN
Department of Anatomy,
University of Chicago,
Chicago, Illinois 60637
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Enzyme Nomenclature:
New Edition Planned

The Joint IUPAC-IUB Commission
on Biochemical Nomenclature (CBN)
decided in 1968 to include enzyme
nomenclature within its field of work.
After considering the report Enzyme
Nomenclature: Recommendations (1 964)
of the International Union of Biochem-
istry on the nomenclature and classifica-
tion of enzymes, together with their
units and the symbols of enzyme kinet-
ics (Elsevier, New York, 1965), CBN
decided, at its 1969 meeting, that the
time was appropriate for a revision and
an extension of this report. It has there-
fore set up a committee which has
been asked to work toward a revision
of Enzyme Nomenclature, including
the addition of newly described en-
zymes, by 1971. The convener of the
committee is Professor E. C. Webb, De-
partment of Biochemistry, The Univer-
sity of Queensland, St. Lucia, Brisbane,
4067 Australia. It would be helpful to
the committee if all biochemists who
have suggestions concerning the addi-
tion of enzymes that are omitted from
the existing report, concerning errors in
the existing report, or concerning im-
provements in the existing names would
send them directly to Professor E. C.
Webb as soon as possible and prefer-
ably before 31 March 1970.

; O. HOFFMANN-OSTENHOF
Chairman, IUPAC-IUB Joint
Commission on Biochemical
Nomenclature

Note

1. Further information can be obtained from Dr.
Waldo E. Cohn, Biolcgy Division, Oak Rilge
Natiocnal Laboratory, ‘Qak Ridge, Tennessee.
Dr. Cchn is secretary of CBN and directur of
the NAS-NRC Office of Biochemical Nomencla-
ture.
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