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THE TORREY BOTANICAL CLUB
NEW YORK BOTANICAL GARDEN
BRONX PARK
NEW YORK, M. Y

BeRNARD O. DODGE
FRESIDENT

April 12,

Dr. John M. Fogg, Jr.
Department of Botany
University of Pennsylvenia
Philadelphia, Fa.

Dear Doctor Fogg:

BULLETIN
TORREYA
MEMOIRS

CARD INDEX TO AMERICAN
BOTANICAL LITERATURE

HAROLD W. RICKETT
EDITOR

1940.

The enclosed document, which I am sending to & number

of botanists, explains itself. I shall appreciate any help you

can give me.
VYery truly yours,

H. W. Rickett
Editor

LKsHWR
Enc.
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irtioles pristed in the Bulletin of the Torrey Botanical “lud should im
gonersl conform to & uniform style. Uniformity, besides enhaneing gemeral
appeersnce, results im econmomy and clsrity., Departures from the gemersl siyle
may be permitted, but only if good ressons can be shown for speciel treatment.

tuch & polley is especislly desirsble for texomomic pepers. OCursory
perusal of resent numbere of botanicel journsle which primt such papers dis-
closes & leck of uniforsity even within the covers of ome Jourmalj emd Af there
are ressoms for such veristion, they aere not spparent,

Some of the problems cre indiosted below, The editor would sppreciate
your commonts and an expression of your preferences, if any.

C‘_Pd 10 Mames of species in a texoncsic paper are commonly printed in capitals=
= (‘lu—-.u-n;un-. movelties in bold=fece upper-andelower=case, 4 few
W periodicals use bold-fuce for every emiry, new or old, This mekes s neater
4 puge end facilitates rapid soanning of the speeies trested; but makes mo
d‘vuﬂh provision for emphesis upon new names save by the use of such worde as “sp. nov."
U

Ourrent usege almost alweys italicizes both gemeriec and specific numes inm
&J\(\ the text or in synonymy.

The munner of indention of species-numes varies grewtly. The more im-
portunt imerican journsls uee the three types represeniéd on . 51 1, name
centered in s separate line; 2, nume at mergin, descriptive matter indented ue

2.0« parsgreph below it} 3, name indented and beginmning parsgraph of deseriptive

— matter., Verious combinations of these ere possible. The synonymy may or may

not heve & paregraph to itself eo slso the description, and the citations of
specimens.

Too great uniforwity in parsgraphing is undesirable. 4 long eniry may best
be broken into paragraphs, s ehort one run together. Long and complex synonymy
muy have a paragraph to itself, brief citations be run in with name and
deséription. The choice of stylss wust necessarily reckon slse with sost; i.e.,
if the sboelutely beet is also the most cosily, the next best becomes m better
ohoice. On this besis type 1 is glmost out of the questien,

As for capitelization of the specific epithet, most journals appear to be
/'\.{. 0 trylng to follow the regommendations of the International Fulee., These recom=
! mendations are rerely, if ever, consistently followed, and, in the opiniom of
the writer, never will be. They would lead to
Asoidium Apthericicola, amd the like; and, on the other hand,
writers on fungl who now uee the old jmericen code would have to learm to write
Zaeoms and [romyges hybridi. The number of cupitels would be grester
than those sctuslly used at the present timej but some now used would die-
appesr. The editor would weleome an expression of feeling on the proposal to
Join the few Journals which regularly decspitelise all specific epithets.
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The title of an article appears in largs ecapitals, capitale, small
capitals or upper-and-lower-cese, sither bold-fuoce or pleim. Ts there any chodce?

Citations of geographic names at present are mosily unsystematized; names
of states, provinces, countries, townp, mountalne, follow each cther almest at
rendow, either before or after the citation of a specimen. Best usage seems to
be to place the maln geographic name first in smsll capitals, followed by other
place-names in order of decreasing size, with the specimen last. The editor
would weloom suggestions, sspecially for punctuation.

Authors' names in "literature cited™ are bold-face or plain, cepituls or
upper-snd=lower-csse. The practice im artlcles in the Bulletin might well com=
form to that of the Index to Sotanical Literaturs, sc well established by
length of time that ome would hesitate to change it materially. Authors may be
cited by date or by & number; either seams acoeptable.

Is there any preference for any partiocular way of designeting heedings and
subheadings within the text?

"Fig.2" in upper-and-lower-cuse or capitale-and-small-capitsls, is
universal below the figure. Most journuls spell out “figure" with a emall
initiel when it sppeers in the text, but abbreviste it to "fig." when used in
parentheses. Table hesdings are in italies or small capitals.
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1. Pholistoss guritus (Lindley) Lilja

lindley, Bot. Reg. 19: 1601. 1833, Fholistoma
1i1je in Lindblom Bot. Met. 40. 1839. Viticella surits NMacbride,
Cont. Oray Herb. 59: 29. 1919,

Foliage green; stems 2-12 dm. long, sparingly hispldulous; blades of the
cotyledons 8=10 mm. in diemeter; lower leaves oblong to ovate-lanceclate,
8-15 om. long, 2-8 om. brosd, scuminate at apex, cordate at base, divisione

: @,{( 2, wm (Lindley) Lilja in Lindblom Bot. Wet. 40. 183%. Nemophila

lindley, Bot. Reg. 19: 1601. 1833. Viticells surits Mecbride, Cont.
Gray Herb. 5931 29, 1919.

Foliage green; stems 2-12 dm. long, sparingly hispidulousj blades of the
cotyledons 8«10 mm. in diemeter; lower leaves oblong to ovate-lanceolate,
8~15 em. long, 2-8 ocm. broad, souminste et spex, cordate at bese, divisions

2. M % (lindley) [ilje.

Nemophils Lindley, Bot. FReg. 193 1601. 1833, YViticells surits
Maecbride, Cont. Gray Herb. 59: 29. 1919.

Foliage green; stems 2-12 dm. long, sperimgly hispidulous; blades of the
sotyledons 8-10 mm. in dismeter; lower leaves oblong te ovate-lanececlate,
8=15 om., long, 2-8 cm, broad, scuminate et apex, cordete at baee, divisioms

3. m (lindley) Lilje. HNemophils gurits Lindley, Bot. Reg.
193 1601, 1833. Viticells surits Maobride, Cont. Gray Herb. 5% 29. 1919,

Foliage green; steme 212 dm; long, sparingly hispldulous; blades of the
cotyledons B-10 mm. in diameter; lower leaves oblong to ovate-lunceolste,
8-15 om. long, 2-8 cm. broad, souminate at spex, cordate at base, divisions

3. mm (lindley) liljs. Nemophila murita Lindley, Bot. Reg.
19: 1601, 1833, Viticells gurite Macbride, Cont. Oray Herb. 59: 20, 1919,
Foliage green; otems 2-12 dm. long, speringly “ispidulous; blsdes of the cotyledons
1810 mm. in diameter; lower leaves oblong to ovate=lanceolate, 8«15 em. long,
2-8 em. brosd, scuminaie at spex, cordate nt bese, divisions 7-13, cblong or
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April 29, 1940,

Dr, H, W, Rimttg Edit“,
The Torrey Botanical Club,
New York Botanicsl Garden,
Bronx ark, New York, N.Y.

Dear Dr. Rickett:

I am sorry to have taken so long to answer your letter
of April 12 with its request for reactions in the matter of
editorial policy for the Torrey Bulletin. Here at last,
for what they are worth, are my own ideas on the subject,

I favor the use of bold-face letters only for novelties.
It seems to me that to use it for all citations malkes the
work of the biblliogra extremely difficult and guite
.’b‘:oaru the publication of new species, varileties, forms,
eto.

l'h:nu‘;. o{ .:.‘:anum for generic and spe:iﬂo m lﬂ;loh
or synonyay, appears to me in keeping
:imna best editorial puetioo..

The matter of citation of specific names appears to me
m{ largely a matter best conditioned by cost. the
whole, I th I should favor {our example Nos« 2a as it seems
#0 me that this achleves clarity as well as economy. No. 3
@ight be cheaper but I think is a little harder to read,

I am unalterably opposed to the decapitalization of
specific names in those cases where they represent personal
commemoratlives or generic names used as substantives. 1In
other words, I am one of those who endeavor conscientiously
to follow the International Rules, believing that in this way
only ean world-wlde uniformity be achieved. There is nothing
in the rules that would require us to capitalize such names as

and » since they are adjectives.
other hand to nse small letters in such specifie

:githll‘-l as L’WH ]il:x;_'lo_a_ Gals, aeomsito me a
oroughly reprehensible practice. a%[ob? s spelled
with a small "s" gome one may come along in the future and
change it to stroba, feeling that it is an adjective which
should be made feminine. I am prepared to believe that some
day the International Rules may be modified in this respect
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but in the meantime let us all follow the same provisions
and not subject ourselves to the ecriticism of being split
into separate camps,

I favor tho.r-l.nting of titles of articles in plain
large capitals, although thie too, it scems to me, purely
a matter of personal choice not influenced by expediency.

In the matter of citing mgra ¢ names I would etrong-~
ly advocate the procedure followed Rhodora. Many of us
have our specimens arranged in our herbaria according to the
excellent system adopted at the Gray Herbarium and it seems
to me that arrangement and spelling of localities used in
Rhodora, even the matter of punctuation, would again be in
keeping with the desire for wide-spread uniformity. Con-
cerning the citation of authors' names, it would seem to me
advisable to conform to the practice already in use in the
index of botanleal literature,

I should like to see the headi and sub-headin
within the uxttﬁrlntsd in small plain capitals. This would
h;a:omonmt with the form of the title which would be in large
P n CApSe

Hoping that these comments may be of some value to you,
remain

Sincerely yours,
John H. Fogg, Jr.,

Asst. Irofessor of Botany.

JUF :H
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September 18, 1942,

Dr. Harold W. Rickett, Editor,
Bulletin, Torrey Botanieal Club,
How Yori Botenieal Gardens,
Bronx Park, Rew York.

Dear Dr. Rickett:

I am submitting a menuseript for my colleague,
Dr. L. 0. Wheeler, who is well known for his astudies on the
Euphorbiaceae. Sinoe the point which Dr, Wheeler desires to
emphasize in this paper is an important ome, I feol that it
should be given an opportuyity to appear in the pages of the
Torrey Bulletin where it will enjoy & wide circulation emong
publishing taxonomists. Sinoce Dr. Wheeler is not a member
of the Torrey Olub, I take pleasure in trunsmitting this arti-
cle with my strongest recommendation,

Sincerely yours,

Assooiante Professor of Botany.
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Fovember 17, 1943.

Dr. Harold W. Riokett,
a/o New York Botanical Gardens,
Bronx Park, New York.

Dear Dr. Rickett:

I have beasn requested to inquirs whether you would
consider coming to Fhiladelphia to lecture to the classes in Botany
at the Barnes Arboretum early in December. The lecturs would be
held at ten-thirty on a Tuesday morning, &nd Mrs. Barnes, the
Director of the Arboretum, is offering en honorarium of twenty-five
dollars in sddition to travelling expenses. The leoture would be
of a semi-popular nature to & group of people who had some back-
ground of kmowledge of plantas end might deal with your field experi-
ences in some pert of the world with whish you are purticularly
familiar, It would be entirely possible for you to leave New Tork
by an eight o'elock train, arriving at Thirtieth Street Station
about nine-thirty and changing there to a Main Line train to Merion,
where you would be met at the statlon.

The dates whioch are open are December 7th and l4th.
T am also writing to Dr. Maguire offering him these same dates, so
that if you and he will confer on this matter it may be that you can
agree on alternate dates. I hope very much thut both of you can
arrange to come and shall look forward to hearing from you in the
near future.

Sincerely yours,

Associate Professor of Botany.
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TELEPHOMNE SEDGWICK 3-3200

THE NEW YORK BOTANICAL GARDEN

BRONX PARK (FORDHAM BRANCH P. O.)
NeEw York. N. Y.

VICE-PRESIDENTS

PRENIDENT TREASURER

JOSEPH R. SWAN

HENRY oxF,. BALDWIN

JOHN L. MERRILL ARTHUR M. ANDERSON

DIRECTOR
WILLIAM J. ROBBINS

November 26, 1943,

Dr. John M. Fogg, Jr., Dean
Universlty of Pennsylvania
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania

Dear Doctor Fogg:

I hope T have not Inconvenienced you by delaying
my answer to your letter of November 17. Before I could reply
definitely 1t was necessary to consult the Director, who happened
to be away at the time.

While I appreciate greatly the honor of being
asked to contribute to the Barnes lectures, my ignorance of the
project is such that I am not sure whether I should be able to
offer anything acceptable. In recent years my botanical activities
have been almost entirely bibliographic and historieal. I have
recently been in Mexlico, but there also my work was of the same
kind rather than with the vegetation itself. I doubt very much
whether any aspects of the story of botany, such as the travels of
Sesse and Mocino, would interest your audience., I have, however,
been interested in recent years in the history of gardens and have
from time to time lecturedon gardens in Anclent Egypt,of classical
times,and of Medieval Europe, On the basis of my recent experience,
£ couid probably get up something on ancient gardens of Mexlco.

I have some fairly good lantern slides 1llustrating these subjects
except for the last,

Perhaps you wlll be so gooadas to write me whether
any of the subjects I have indicated would be worth while to your
audiences. If they are not, please do not hesitate to say so, If
you still want me to come I could manage it on December 7.

« W, Rickett
Eibliographer

HWHIAGR
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Novembar 30, 1943.

Dr. H. W. Rickett,

New York Sotanicel garden,

Bronx Park (Fordham Braneh P.0.),
Now York, N. Y.

Dear Dr. Rickett:

I heve disousssd with Mrs, Barnes the suszgestion
mads in your recent letter for your leoture et the Barnes Arboretum
on Tussday, Docember 7th, Mra, Barnes feals that a discusalon
of ancient gardeas, with perhups soms referaunce to Mexlso, wuld
be extremely sccaptahle and has naled me to laform jou thut she
iz placing a notice to this effect on the bulletin bourd,

As I believe I told you sarlier, it 1s entirely
possibls for you to come Zrom New York on the 2 o'olook trainm,
chenging at the Thirtieth Street Station to a Main Line local,
leaving at 9:48, whioh would get you bo Merlon wall befors 10:30,
the time scheduled for the lscture.

If, on the other hand, you prefer to come to Phila-
delphi= the night before aand stop at a hotel, plessa lob ue koow
and T shall try to make a reservation for you. T hope very much
that my own sohedule will permit me to be uresent on the 7th %o
hear your lecture.

Sincerely yours,

Digitized by the Hunt Institute for Botanical Documentation
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TELEFHONE SEDOWICK 3-3200

THE NEW YORK BOTANICAL GARDEN

BRONX PARK (FORDHAM BRANCH P. O.)
NEW Yomrk. N. Y.

PREsIDENT VICE-PRISICENTS
JOSEFH R. SWAN HENRY DaF. BALOWIN
JOHN L. MERRILL

TREASURER
ARTHUR M. ANDERSON

DirzcToR
WILLIAM J. ROEBINS

December 2, 1943,

Dr. John M, Fogg, Jr., Dean
University of Pennsylveania
Philadelphia
Pennsylvanila

Dear Doctor Fogg:

Thank you for your letter. I will get to-
gether material for the lecture on anclent gardens as you
suggest, I will bring a box of slides, Although you did
not mention this peoint, I assume that a projector is avail-
able and that slides are desirable,.

I will follow your suggestion of teking the
8 o'clock train Tuesday morning from New York, changing at
the Thirtieth Street Station to a locel for Merion. In your
first letter you sald I would be met at Merion and I trust
thls arrangement will be made,

If there is time for you to get off a note
to me before I start, I should appreciate some word on the
number in the class and whether or not they are primarily
interested in gardens or not. This would influence the
orientation of my remerks.

Very t 1y ¥

zgfir
UWitq —
H, W. Rickett
Bibliographer

HWR :AGR
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February 6, 1947

W
Dr. H. ¥. Rickett,
The lMew York Botanical Garden,
New York 58, lew York.

Dear Dr. Rickett:

I understand from Er, John O, Wister that
you have agreed to undertake the revision of the botanisal
part of the Collier Enoyclopedia., I am glad that someons
has finally agreed to do this for I think it is a worthwhile

+ I considered the matter myself some months
ago but had to decline because of the pressure of adminis-
trative and other duties here.

going through my files I have just dis-
oomﬂt.hatlltu hannrnutthatm shoats forwarded
to me by Mr, Barry last August when I had this matter under
consideration., Sines I had already returned a much larger
bamum.mummnwmumhm.zu
under separate cover the remainder so that
rourﬂlumbeoomlm

With best wishes for success, I am

Sinecerely youwrs,

John M, lbsg. J'r-,
Professor of Botany.
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The lew York Botaniocal Garden Jan. 11, 1949
New York 58, N.Y.

Dear Fellow-Taxonomist:
The enclosed sheets are sent to you as & subsoriber to Brittonia.

As you will see, they are reprinted pages from baok issues, chosen
to illustrate the principel kinds of text thet ooour in Brittonia: desoription,
citation, and keys.

They are printed by photo-offset from typewrittan copy. This
method, if adopted for the forthooming volume, would result in & oonsiderable
saving in the cost of produoction. Printing by conventional methods is (with
recgent and coming inecreases) so expensive as to necessitate a deleyed program
of publication, or possibly an increase in subsaoription rates.

Whether the new method is adopted or not depends largely on the
response of subscribers. We want to know if you, as & subsoriber, consider
the appearance of these pages satisfactory in general appearance, and sufficiently
lagible, or whether you would prefer to continue letterpress printing even at the
cost of slower publication and possibly inoreased subsecription price.

In looking them over ocarefully, please disregard typographical
errors. To save time, these pages were not “proofed" by euthor or editor. If
the process is adopted, each suthor vill see "proof" and can correct errors in
the usual way. lMoreover, the printer's proofreader is one who has had long
experience in dealing with soientific material, so that no trouble is anticipated
in deteoting errors and making corrections. The only difference in this respect
between this method and conventional printing is that it may be more costly to
meke insertions or extensive alterations in proof; for such changes the asuther,
of ccurse, is responsible.

The paper used in making the semples is not necessarily thet
which would be used in printing. We ocould have any quality of paper we wanted.

The usual methods of illustratior may be used. Half-tones are
made without a soreen and are often .etter than those produced by letterpress.

I hope that you will let me know at once, on the enclosed post-
cerd, ycur verdiot on the desirability of producing Brittonia by this method.
If you tave more to say than will go easily on & ocard, please write ma a letter.
In eny case, pleese do not delay!

Very truly yours,

e fol?™
H, W. Rickett
HR :md Editor

Digitized by the Hunt Institute for Botanical Documentation
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1948] Gentry: Flora of Sinaloa and Nuevo Leon 321

plant differs in the small leaflets more pubescent below, the sessile, terminal
leallet, shorter petioles, the vernicose, purple inflorescence, and the other minor
characters, Barkley believes the vernicose nature of the inflorescence to be
caused by galls, but none were abserved on the two sets of specimens. The plant
was rare in the mountain and by its more strict habit of branching and the densely
tomentose leaves was immediately recognized as differing from the more widely
liliuhl'ihuud 5. allophyloides. Also it apparently occupies higher elevations than
the latter.

RHAMNACEAE
Rhamnus surotatensis Gentry, sp. nov.

Frutex 1=1.5 m. altus; ramulis brunneis; foliis petiolatis, eoriaceis, 5-10 cm,
|ungls. 2.5=4 cm. latis, anguste ovatis vel lanceolatis, acuminatis, glabris vel
pubescentibus, integris; petiolis 1 cm. longis, nervis validis, pinnatis, 8=11-jugis;
floribus  solitaribus vel geminatis; pedicellis puberulentibus, 5=8 mm. longis;
fructu globoso, 6 mm. longo, 7 tim. diam., sparse puberulenti vel glabrato.

Spreading, leafy, sclerophyllons shrub 1=1.5 m. high, colonial; branches
chuco]me-bro\q'n, glabrous or pubescent, wrinkled; leaves alternate, sparsely or
d ly p blades narrowly ovate or lanceolate, acuminate, base obtuse
sometimes slnghtly decurrent, 5=10 em. long, 2.5~4 cm. wide, entire or rarely re-
motely serrulate, sclerophyllous, venation plnna!c mldveln strong, laterals 8-11
on each side; petioles mostly 1 cm, long, sparsely ord ly pub ; Mlowers
single or geminate in the leaf axils, apparently apetalous; pedweis 5 to 8 mm.
iong. glahrcus or pubtscenl‘.' :Blyx lobes connate to near the tips, fm‘rn:ng a cap
over the ovary, 1=2 mm. long, densely strigillose; ovary pilose below around the
base; glabrous apically; stigma 0.5 to 1 mm. long; fruit tricoccus, sparsely pu-
bescent or glabrate, globose, 6 mm. high, 7 mm. diam. transversely near apex.

TYPE: Gentry 6236, Ocurahui, Sierra Surotato, Sinaloa, Mexico, Sept. 1=10,
1941, in herb. Univ. Mich. Duplicates in herb. Univ. Ariz., Mo. Bot. Gard., Har-
vard Univ., N. Y. Bot. Gard., Stanford Univ., N. Y. Bot. Gard., Stanford Univ.,
Inst, Bial. Mex., Gentry.

The series of 11 sheets represented by the type number was collected at ran-
dom from two shrubs out of a colony along a canyon bottom in deep rocky soil
marginal to a stream. One shrub is glabrous, the other pubescent, densely so on
young growth. No other essential differences are apparent. This plant is related
to R. capraefolia Schlechi., to which it keys in Wolf's monograph of the genus
(Rn. Sta. Ana Bot. Gard. Monog. No. 1. 1938), but differs in the smaller non-
serrulate leaves, the 1=3-flowered inflorescences (instead of 10=15-flowered),
smaller flowers, and the ovary glabrous at the apex. The herbarium specimens re-
semble those of the variable R. betuloefolio Greene, but that species has pedun-
culate umbels, larger and glabrous fruits.

VITACEAE

Cissus brevicaulis Gentry, sp. nov.

Herba perennis nonvinea erecta 3=5 dm. alta, monopoda, lignea ad basim;
cirrhi nullis; cauli brunneo-pustulato crispo-tomentoso; foliis petiolatis, laminis
orthogono-oblongis acuminatis 6=9 cm. longi=, 4=7 cm. latis, ad basim truncatis,
pubescentibus; pctio]o 1-2 em. longo; inflorescentia ad folia superiora opposita;
peduncalo pubescenti 10=12 mm. longo, bracteato ad apicem; petalis 4 viridis
coriaceis lato-lanceolatis 1.5 mm. longis, in galero caduceo connatis glabris;
staminabus 4; ovario 1 fertili, 3 abortivis.
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November 28, 1950

Dr. H. W. Rickett,
Bibliographer,

New York Botanical Carden,
Bronx Park,

New York 58, N. Y.

Dear Dr. Rickett:

I am writing to ask whether you would be
good enough to give me scme information, or at least to tell
me where I can secure information, concerning the travels, if
any, of the James Gordon after whom Ellis named the genus

. About all that I kmow of this gentleman is the
statement ocontained in Rehder's Mamual that he wzs "a well
known English nurseryman" and that his dates are 1728-91.

¥y interest in Qordon arises from the fact
that I usually make manticn of hie name in my course on the
History of Plant Exploration. This year one of my students
came up with the statement that Gordon had visited America
but was unable to adduce any evidence in support of that opinion.
I should be greatly interested in knowing whether Gordon ever
came to this country, as well as grateful for any other data
concerning his aclivities which you msy be in a position to

With best wishes and warm regards, I am
Sincerely yours,

Professor of Botany
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John M, Fogg, Jr., Viee Provost

University of Pennsylvania
Philadelphia 4, Pa.

Dear Dr. Fogg:

With respect to James Gordon, I cannot find where

Digitized by the Hunt I

Rehder has anything to say about him in his Memual. Bailey,
however, in his Manual does have a brief statement about him
with the dates that you have quoted, 1728 to 1791. Where he
got this information I am unable to say. Gordon was a gorres-
pondent of Linneaus and other botanists. He worked for Lord
Petrffe and Dr. Sherard before setting for himself and is
frequently mentioned in the botanicel literaturs of his time
for his skill in plant propagation and his success in the
introduction of novelties. These contemporary notices, how-
ever, give little biographio informetion. The only dates I
can find are in Britten & Boulger, who say he died in 1780.
Bamhart had the date 1783 but I ocannot find where he got it.
A good mocount of CGordon is to be found in Loudon's Arb

page 77. He has sometimes been confused with his son who had
the same name and succeeded him in the business.

Do not hesitate to call on me for additional informa-
tion if I can supply it.

With best regards,

H., W. Riokett
Bibliographer

]
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December 6, 1950

Dr. H. W. Rickett,
Bibliographer

The New York Botanical Garden,
Bronx Park,

New York 58, N. Y.

Dear Dr. Rickett:

Many thanks for your prompt and courteous reply to my
for information concerning Jemes Gordon., I find that a
good deal of confusion exists concerning the person for whom
was named, but believe thet I now have the story straight,
I still am ignorant as to Gordon's travels, especially as
to whether he ever visited America.

In the first edition of Rehder's m_ﬂ%%:&
Huhf_, 1927, on page 624 the author says, Jemes

known English nurseryman, 1728-91." In the second

ﬂﬂmdm,ﬂﬁhmwwomtmmm, s ta-
maha has been transferred to end since G, Lasianthus is

apparently not regarded as being in tivation, the genus Oordonia
as such is omitted.

In the seventh edition of CGray's Manual, Fernald and
Robinson say, "Dedicated by Dr. Garden to his 'old master, Dr. James
Gordon of Aberdeen,' and by Ellis to & London nurseryman of the same
name,” In the new edition of Gray, the genus is not included, since
Fernald is apparently convinced that G. Lasianthus is unimown in the
Manual range.

The reference in Loudon's Arboretum, page 77, is interesting
and I am grateful to you for having it to my attention. As
you no doubt observed, Ellis says that James Gordon died in 1780. I
wonder, however, if you noticed that/on page 379 in Volume I of Loudon,
the author says that the genus was "named in honor of Alexander Gordon,
a celebrated nurseryman umon:nwmm,mnudmmu-
of Philip Miller." ol rann -

'y

morthuamtmmwiuhckwthnmm-
Volume LX, page 519, 1770, for Ellis's original description.

In a letter to Linnaeus, Ellis describes the beautiful plant sent to

him by Alexander Carden of Charles-town (sic), s.c., and says, "I desire

it may have & place among your genera by the neme of CGordonia, as a

compliment to our worthy friend, that eminent gardener, Mr. James Gordon,

near Mile-end, to whom the science of botany is highly indebted and

Digitized by the Hunt Institute for Botanical Documentation
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whose merit is universally kmown for his great lmowledge in the
cultivation of exotic plants.” This is accompanied by a beautiful
plate of G. Lasianthus. These lines, of course, make it apparent
that Loudon's reference to Alexander Gordon is in error, as well as
the reference in the seventh edition of Gray to Dr. James Gorden of
‘NMo

I thought you might be interested in this little tangle
which furnishes another object lesson as to the confusion which re-
sults from a failure to check original sources.

With best regards, I anm

Sincerely yours,

John M. Fogg, Jr.,
Professor o!'aot.my

Digitized by the Hunt Institute for Botanical Documentation
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Dr. H, W. Rickett

The New York Botanieal Garden
Bronx Park

Hew York SB, N. Y.

i Dear Dr. RBickett:

A few days ago I returned from Europe and in attempting
to cateh up on my reading one of the first things that came to my
attention was your faseinating article on "The Origin and Crowth
of Botanic Gardens" in the September-Uctober izsue of The Garden
Journal.

In eddition to working in the herbaria at Paris and
Geneva, I made it a point to visit, for the sake of taking pictures,
some of the older botanie gardens in France, Italy and Spein.

Every few years I give a course in the History of Plant Exploration
and material of this sort is very helpful to me in this work,

I had & fine time roaming through the gardens at Pisa,
Padua, Montpelier, etc., but was disappointed in Bologna to be told
that the Carden established there in 1567 is no longer in existence.
I wonder if you have any information on its fate or can tell me
whether I was correctly informed concerning the fact that it is no
longer in existence.

Incidentally, although it is by no means one of the older
gardens, 1 was very grestly impressed by the lay-out, condition of
the plantings and intelligent administration of the gardens at Ceneva.
I took many pictures there and greatly enjoyed the opportunity of
hfonm acquainted with this splendid collection which I had never

seen,

With best wishes and warm regards, I am
Sincerely yours,

John M, PFogg, Jr,,
Director

Digitized by the Hunt Institute for Botanical Documentation
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