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ROLF GRONDLAD

mE Ein Jan. 19, 1959.

MARIN, FINLAND

Dear Arthur,

It is a shame that I have not written to you earlier thanking youl
for letters, the Geographical Magazine and many other things kindly sent
to me. Accept my very best thanks for your kindness.

There is, however, = reason why I have not sent & word to you andi
it is siuply thet I have not been guite well. I have soue trouble with my
coronary arteries (beginning ahﬁina pectoris) so that I cannot walk more
than 2-300 meters without stopping. liow I have got some uore pills (nitro-
- glycerine ) and so I have been ableto walk better. This is ,as you know,
a rather seriocus trouble angh:hertfore I have been in a somewhat derressed|
state of mind. When you knowal hope you are willing to forgive my being
so slow. My health has declined considerably. Un zccount of this.I have
decided not to altend the Montireal Congress. It would be overrating my ownj
h:selth,

Todey f have written to Hannah,as you z=sked me to do. As you
surely have re:d in your newspapees our political situation has been

rather troublesome end complicated. Lur politicians ere not the best ones |
of God’s children. They zsre slways quarrelling as bad little schoclboys
and everyone wants to pul in his mpcket as many millions &s possible. There |
is no one who should think of the country’s welfare, only self,self! Our
president taéﬁs a person whom I dislike very much and who is a ruthless ;
snd relentless men when his own position and his power are in guestion.
And our neighbours,the Hussiens, and our own couwuwunists do what harm they
ever can do. '

But enough cbout such gloomy things!

Have you read Silva’s proposal to the Congress 1959 that Ralfs
1848 &s "sterting point" should be rejected? Such a change would be guite
catastrophal to the desmid nomenciture. I have voted ageinst it end I kno
that the Czechslovak algologists do the sama,Il hope you too zgree? I haveT
also written a letter to'Silva hiwself.Could you raise some opposition in
USA ?

Some days ago 1 hac a lettier from Mme Gauthier which I am encloi
ing.(To te returned!). Mme G. has made ¢ new genus "Allorgeia" of our Hi- §
cresterias increditbilis. Of course, it is,as often, only a maiter of tast
but on the other hand‘this desmid "looks" rather like a licrasterias.Some-
]

I
times I heve ihought - now,when we know a lot ¢f asymmetrical desuids = [
y |
that our Amscottia perhsps as well could have becn mede a Steurastrum- as |

Digitized by the Hunt Institute for Botanical Documentation



’ w e P BRE AT PP Lol el rﬁ...-“?': gt 5y -;.)[ pﬁ.m p,,?’,, ;‘W‘w wﬂ’

P Bl
-

I

Digitized by the Hunt Institute for Botan#eal Dféeuleg,%gfation

l
also Eusstridium could be. ilso your Ichthyodonium could have been made a |
Ichthyocercus without difficulty. There are two different opinions:l) to
meke meny smell genera,such as Euastridium,dpinoclosteriimicinocosmarium,
Allorgeisa,Actinotaenivm, Nothocosmarium,Stzurcdesmus, (roenbladia &c.

2) to kecp them as large as possible - i.e. as large as they have been
and to add new species even if they are more divergent. Fersonally I like
large genera, because, admitted that they become heterogenous, there is a
betier general survey of all desmids. When we creazte numerous smaller gen-—
era there will be no good summary of the system and there always remain
borders where it is difficult or impossible to decide which is which.

Such inconvenient borders are: Struracirum - Staurodesmus, Actinotaenium -

Cosmarium, Suastrum - Micrasterias, Micrasterias - Xanthidium (bifurcatum)
&c., All esrlier stteppts to split up Cosmarium and Staurastrum have been “
unsuccessful. I should be glad to know your opnicn i&ihis matter?

You were guite right in your critic of the word "tessellatus". I am
sure "cubicus" is the proper Latin word to be used. Unly I could not find
it in my dictionary of "clessical" Latin.

I have not heard a word from Prowse since he sent me scme samples
from Malaya. ﬂéfhaa not told me if hiés inked drawings which I returned to
him have arrived safely. I hope it will be interesting to you to meet him
and Mr Sachlan too.

As to the problem Micrast. - Fuastr. moebii - tur;idum I am gquite
at loss what to do. Eu.turgidum typical is of course without doubkt an Eu-
astrum,but some of the varieties of Micr.moebli with the double apical pro
ce.ses are not much unlike Micr. smericana (esp. var.lewisizna). So this
border is very indifferent and unclear. It remeins only for you to take
the surgeont knife and imeke a cut: and I think both E.turgidum and M.meebi
will remein on the Euastrum side.(?) You have seﬁﬂ so much more of these
decmids than I,so I think it would be too bold of me to give you any dir-
ections., I am surprized to hear that Teiling who never has seen a specim-
en of this group is giving you his counsel. Eut he is & typical writing
table philosopher! He has seen very little - except Swedish plankton - i
but he hes & very high estecm of his own ability notwithetanding. (I am
here a little unkind, but Tg toc has been very unkind in his letters to

me and to Ruzicka).

Today (20.1) I received the Becemb. number of Amer.Sci. and
also your letier containing some of my drawing s. Thank you. I too have |
found some oi your drawings which will be returned very soon.

The only difierence between Desmidium =nd Bambusina scems to
be the lungituuiﬁ;1 siriations in the apical art of Fambusina!



Karis 12.2.-5%.
Dear Arthur,
1 am sending enclosed a text intended for publishing in
"Taxon" and I should ask you to correct the English. Would you perhaps
join as suthor too ? What do you think Frescott’s opinion is? Now I belie-

ve it would be important to have this "sriicle" published as soon &s poss-
oin and perhaps in this case to meke some alter-

ible. So if you like 1o
ations, ,ou may do so and-then send directly to the editor of Taxon (In-

ternational Puresu fop Plant Taxonomy, 106 Lange Nieuwstiraat,Utrecht).

Best wishes,

‘?;“.{d ‘t 9/&3.’ o L ( L~
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ROLF GRUONBLAD
KARIS I'.arch,li. 1659,
FINLAND
Dear Arthur,
Many thanks for your letters 1 and 2.
I see that you 'are of the szme orinion as myself regarding
the making of new genera. Lo}

I suppose the best thing is to do as you intend with Eu.turgi-
dum.-M, moebii.

Has Miss Lind sent you some new material from Uganda? I had
just thought of publishing my material, but perhaps it would be better to
make one paper of all meterial Tfrom Uganda ,or what do you wish? I am wild-
ing to do as you best like.

From Hans Luther I got some news concerning Krieger’s desmid
flora. There is a Dr. J.Gerloff (Botanischer Garten und Museum, Ferlin -
Dahlem, konigin-Luise-Str. 6-8) who is just finishing the Cosmarium part
of the Flora. "Der Umfang der Publikation wird etwa 5 Hefte zu 180 Seiten
betragen." Wich will make about 900 pages. Certainly it will be very useful
though I do not know anything about this Dr Gerloff. (His name is to be
found in the "Internat.Directory of Specialists in Flant Taxonomy.1958
Utrecht.) I have written to him asking any news about its publication and {
he sent me a very nice letter in answer, There are some difficulties con- |
cerning the financial problems but Dr Gerloff thinks everything willbe OK |

in a short time. If you have any communications with Prescott I am sure he
would be very much interested in these news.

After having receiveé ur article against Silva‘s opinions Ir
Staflefu wrote a very nice letter to me: "This is precisely the type of
well-belanced and documented criticism we need." ... "You will understand
that the chances that it /=Silva’s proposal/ will be accepted as a whole
are very smalll" _ i

I had a letter from Mr Prowse and he is rather enthusiastic

about what he had seen in your home. ey
L€y e !
You did not tell me whet you/intending to do with Siolis il
Brazil.desm.??? 1 have been told that they{like him very little at Flén

!
where he is arranging everything in a new way (This is from Hans Iuther i

who is my "Fountain of Wisdom"!) Py wel Tell Ahic t/andev as;ux.w:rf
Best wishes, / e |
/_L w‘\.&‘uf Cﬂ-;fr‘u.,, .fﬂ_’{_“’? e & /e .’“{ ]/ - ’/__ L A |
Tt otw, 4N sy Aealll gt 4 f'w#_/ CoretsTim // ",/ﬁ'\/%—hj

Wl Hoca Proerns potind o i fopore ae by fraz L D&;,.‘ r/.rf,'?;'/t’

;z‘gi‘gﬁrz’ed’b‘y tifeEunthistitite for Botanical Documentation
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UNIVERSITY OF ILLINOIS
DEPARTMENT OF BOTANY
URBANA. ILLINOIS

March 18, 1959

Dr. A. M. Bcott
282} Dante Street
New Orleans 18, Lounisiana

Dear Dr. Scott:

I am happy to learn that some thought is being given the long
neglected and misunderstood provision for a later starting point
in desmid nomenclature. For this, and other reasons, I welcome
your serious [and friendly] opposition to my recent proposal that
later starting points in algae be eliminated.

The membership of the Committee for Algae, as established by
the Eighth International Botanical Congress and as emended by a
subsequent resignation, follows:

[the following are members of the Phycological Society of America;
their addresses may be found in our membership list]

BRAARUD

DOTY

FELDMANN

GRSNBLAD

LMD, J.W.G.
PAPENFUSS

PATRICK

SILVA (Secretary)
TAYIOR

alsos Dr. Sgren LUND
Dammarks Fiskeri- og Hawvundersggelser
Charlottenlund Slot
Charlottenlund, Denmark

Mr. Robert ROSS

Department of Botany

British Museum (Natural History)
Cromwell Road, Kensington
London SW 7 England

Professor Dr. Y. Yamada
Department of Botany
University of Hokkaido
Sapporo, Japan

Now, may I ask a reciprocal favor? I should greatly appreciate
receiving a copy of the manmuscript which will be published in TAXON
in order that I may decide whetber a reply will be in order. Thank
you for this courtesy.




It would seem that opposition to the maintenance of Ralfs' The British

Desmidieae (1848) as the starting point for desmid nomenclature
same category as oppositinn to motherhcod, matrimonmy, or some other -

sacred institution! As a matter of fact, the best case (in my opiniom) for
not using Ralfs as a later starting point was made by Nordstedt himself in
Bl original proposal [Bot. Not. 1906], where he repeatedly pointed out
the excellence of the work. Indeed, it is so excellent that to use it as
& later starting point is to repudiate the very principle that Ralfs con-
sidered foremost and which guided him to the adoption of such a sound and
fair system of nomenclature, namely, priority. I should like to call your
attention to the thisl and fourth paragraphs of Ralfs! Preface [p. vi],
where he stresses priority, and particularly to this part: "...for it is
surely unjust that the credit due to the discoverer or first describer of
a plant should be ascribed to one whose sole merit in regard to it has been
to transfer it from one gemms to another.® Can you imagine how disconcerted
Ralfs wouldbe if he kmew that solely by virtue of the fact that he had treated
a particular species in his admirable monograph, this species should be
eternally linked to his name rather than to the name of the describer?
Ralfs' monograph was a milestone in taxonomy, not merely desmid taxenomy.
In its thoroughness, in its superb documen tation, in the attempts to ferret
out existing names and to determine their application, in the consistent
adherence to priority and the resulting logical nomenclature...in these
and other features The Eritidh Desmidieae stands practically alone in its¢
day; and the remarkable and regrettable fact is that Ralfs' standard of per-
formance has seldom been matched in the algae during the succeeding centuryl
By using The British Desmidieae as the starting point, later workers shirk
their responsibility of ma Ralfs' standard.

There seems to be a vague fear that eliminating starting points will
result in wholesale name-changing, Restricting the discussion to desmids,
Imasmmw:uisnotthauu, the reason being that Ralfs was so
thorough in incorporating the work of his predecessors and in following
priority. Certain species of Corda, Ehrenberg, and Morren were not con-
sidered because Ralfs did not have access to the publications. Many of these
entities are not capable of typification and must remain forever on the shelf.
Two works published in 187 were not seen by Ralfs: Focke's Physiclogische
Studien, Heft 13 and K#itzing's Tabulae Phycologicae, Band I (in pu-t.ff
It is particularly revealing to note that Closterium libellula Focke 1847
is used by contemporary desmidologists in preference to Closterium closterioides
(Ralfs) comb. nov. [I don't believe this combination has been made previcusly],
which is the correct name if you take 1848 as the starting point for desmid
nomenclature [which desmidologists in practice do not]. Only one species was
published in the 1847 K#tzing work, En closteridia, sometimes identified
with Spirotaenia. d or purposely omitted about
26 species, t all of wiich are incapable of typification. Two species,
which have been identified with some degree of certainty, are currently
accepled, conirary to Ralfs' starting point: Closterium libelluls Focke 18L7
and Cosmarium dentiferum Corda 1840. It is doubtiul whetber more Than onme
of these pre-18L8 species will be found to displace a species recognized by
Ralfs. In regard to later homonyms among specific names, there are about
22 pre-18L8 binomials which are earlier homonyms of poat-lél;ﬁ binomials;
require the proposal of substitute names. However, there
homonyms among post-1848 names, and eventvally I will
submit & 1ist to the desmidologists for their consideration and acticn.
Moreover, the fact that substitute pames usually have not been proposed in




cases where a pre-1848 binomial is an earlier homomym of a post-1848 binomial
is not due to any realization by desmidologists that because of the later
starting point the later homonmym is still legitimate, but rather it is due
to lack of concern, especially because most of the earlier homonyms are
synonyms rather than accepted names in current treatments. However, in at
least two of these instances later homonyms have been remamed, and the
substitute names [superfluous and illegitimate] are in current usage,
contrary to the use of Ralfs as alater starting pointl

On the level of the gerus, the names used by Ralfs were previocusly safeguarded
by conservation [four names]. In view of the 1848 starting point, these four
conservations are unnecessary [I removed them from the Paris Code|, but the
fact that they weee legislated again shows the lack of understanding of the
meaning and application of the later starting point. Should desmid nomenclature
revi::t to 1753, these four conservations would again be in order and could be
reinstated.

In addition to the preeence of ummecessary conservations in the Code and

the current recognition of such pre-1848 species as Closterium libellula,
there is abundant evidence that desmidologists do not use Ralfs as their
starting point. The genera are usuvally attributed to tieir historically
correct (rather than to their artifical) author, e.g., Xanthidium Ehrenberg
1837, Arthrodesmus Ehrenberg 1838, Staurastrum Meyen 1679, Micrasterias Agardh
[I am now looking at a paper by Prescoti]; species are usually in & similar
mammer attributed to their historically correct authors [e.g., Euastrum didelta
(Turp.) Balfs and E. %3_5% (Bréb.) Kuetz.]. Such citations are not

in violation of the Code, but more important they admit that Ralfs is not

the starting point of desmid nomenclature.

Balfs closely followed the type method. According to this principle, a name
must be attached to a type, which in the case of a species or taxon of lower
rank must be a specimen; the application of a mame can only be determined
with certainty [but still subject to differences of taxonomic opinien] by
studying the type. The practice followed by many workers of basing their
Jjudgment solely on descriptions and illustratioms is unsound, unless to-
micrographs of the type are available. If a name camnot be typified [that is,
if no original specimen can be located and the description and illustrations
are not sufficiently detailed or accurate to permit a taxonomic judgment as to
the identity of the taxon] it mmst be relegated to obscurity, not to be msed
unless and until someone typifies it [that is, type specimens are discovered]
or is foolhardy enough to base a judgment solely on a [fragmentary] description
and [sketchy] figures. The great beauty of the Code, shorn of unnecessary
and unjustifiable complications such as later starting points, is that it
provides a precise system of nomenclature to express any precise system of
taxonomy that may be proposed. Like a tree in the wind, nomenclature is
adaptable to changing taxonomic concepts.

You may ask then why I am anxious to have later starting points eliminated
if, from the discussion preceding, there would seem to be little difference
whether 1753 or 1848 were taken as the beginning date for desmid nomenclature.
I should like to refer you again to my proposal in TAXON, where I point out
some serious problems that would come to the forefront if desmidologists were
to follow the type method.

With good wishes, 3"“““{’ ' 72 [
3 _

« C. 8i1va




UNIVERSITY OF ILLINOIS
DEPARTMENT OF BOTANY
URBANA, ILLINOIS

March 18, 1959

Dr. A. M. Scott
282l Dante Street
New Orleans 18, Louisiana

Dear Dr. Scott:

I am happy to learn that some thought is being given the long
neglected and misunderstood provision for a later starting point
in desmid nomenclature. For this, and other reasons, I welcome
your serious [and friendly] opposition to my recent proposal that
later starting points in algae be eliminated.

The membership of the Committee for Algae, as established by
the Eighth International Botanical Congress and as emended by a
subsequent resignation, follows:

[the following are members of the Phycological Society of America;
their addresses may be found in our membership 1list]

BOURRELLY

BRAARDD

DOTY

FELIDMANN

GRSNBLAD

LUND, J.W.G.
PAPENFUSS

PATRICK

SILVA (Secretary)
TAYIOR

also: Dr. Sgren LUND
Darmarks Fiskeri- og Havundersggelser
Charlottenlund Slot
Charlottenlund, Denmark

Mr. Robert ROSS

Department of Botany

British Museum (Natural History)
Cromwell Road, Kensington
London SW 7 England

Professor Dr. Y. Yamada

Department of Botamy
University of Hokkaido

Sapporo, Japan

Now, may I ask a reciprocal favor? I should greatly appreciate
receiving a copy of the manuscript which will be published in TAXON
in order that I may decide whether a reply will be in order. Thank
you for this courtesy.
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It would seem that opposition to the maintemance of Ralfs! The British
Desmidieae (18L8) as the starting peint for desmid nomenclature falls into
The same category as oppositinn to motherhcod, matrimony, or some other
sacred institutionl As a matter of fact, the best case (in my opinion) for
not using Ralfs as a later starting point was made by Nordstedt himself in
IS original proposal [Bot. Not. 1906], where he repeatedly pointed cut
the excellence of the work. Indeed, it is so excellent that to use it as
a later starting point is to repudiate the very principle that Ralfs con-
gidered foremost and which guided him to the adoption of such a sound and
fair system of nomenclature, namely, priority. I should like to call your
attention to the thirl and fourth paragraphs of Ralfs! Preface [p. vil,
where he stresses priority, and particularly to this part: "...for it is
surely unjust that the credit due to the discoverer or first describer of
a plant should be ascribed to one whose sole merit in regard to it has been
to transfer it from one gemus to ancther." Can you imagine how disconcerted
Ralfs wouldbe if he knew that solely by virtue of the fact that he had treated
a particular species in his admirable monograph, this species should be
eternally linked to his name rather than to the name of the describer?
Balfs' monograph was a milestone in taxonomy, not merely desmid taxonomy.

In its thoroughness, in its superb documentation, in the attempts to ferret
out existing names and to determine their application, in the consistent
adberence to priority and the resulting logical nomenclature...in these

and other features The Britidh Desmidieae stands practically alome in its¢
day; and the remarkable and regrettable fact is that Ralfs'! standard of per-
formance has seldom been matched in the algae during the succeeding centuryl
By using The British Desmidieae as the starting point, later workers shirk
their responsibility of meintaining Ralfs' standard.

There seems to be a vague fear that eliminating starting points will
result in wholesale pame-changing. Restricting the discussion to desmids,
I can assure you this is not the case, the reason being that Ralfs was so
thorough in incorporating the work of his predecessors and in following
priority. Certain species of Corda, Ehrenberg, and Morren were not con-
sidered because Ralfs did not have access to the publications. Many of these
entities are not capable of typification and must remain forever on the shelf.
Two works published in 1847 were not seen by Ralfs: Focke's Physiologische
Studien, Heft 1; and K#itzing's Tabulae Phycologicae, Band I (in ﬁ
It is particularly revealing to note that Closterium libellula Focke 1847
is used by contemporary desmidologists in preference To Closterium closterioides

(Ralfs) comb. nov. [I don't believe this combination has been made previousiyl,

which is the correct mame if you take 1848 as the starting point for desmid
nomenclature [which desmidologists in practice do mot]. Only onme species was
published in the 18L47 K#itzing work, Entospira closteridia, scmetimes identified
with gghmu. In summary, Ralfs overlooked or purposely omitted abeout
26 species, st all of which are incapable of typification. Two species,
which have been identified with some degree of certainty, are currently
accepted, conirary to Ralfs' starting point: Closterium libellula Focke 18L7
and Cosmarium dentiferum Corda 1840. It is doubtful whether more than one

of these pre-1CL0 species will be found to displace a species recognized by
Ralfs. In regard to later homonyms among specific names, there are about
22 pre-18L6 binecmials which are earlier homenyms of post-18L8 binomials;

many of these would require the proposal of substitute names. However, there
are just as many later homoryms among post-18L8 names, and eventvally I will
submit a 1list to the desmidologists for their consideration and action.
Moreover, the fact that substitute names usually have not been proposed in

ntation




cases where a pre-1846 binomial is an earlier homomym of a post-18L48 binomial
is not due to any realization by desmidologists that because of the later
starting point the later homomym is still legitimate, but rather it is due
to lack of concern, especially because most of the earlier homonyms are
synomyms rather than accepted names in current treatments. However, in at
least two of these instances later hemonyms have been renamed, and the
substitute names [superfluous and illegitimate] are in current usage,
contrary to the use of Ralfs as alater starting pointl

On the level of the germs, the names used by Ralfs were previously safeguarded
by conservation [four names]. In view of the 1848 starting point, these four
conservations are unnecessary [I removed them from the Paris Code], but the
fact that they weee legislated again shows the lack of understanding of the
meaning and application of the later starting point. Should desmid nomenclature
revert to 1753, these four conservations would again be in opder and could be
reinstated.

In addition to the pr of umn ry conservations in the Code and

the current recognition of such pre-1848 species as Closterium libellula,
there is abundant evidence that desmidologists do nof use Ralfs as their
starting point. The genera are usually attributed to tieir historically
correct (rather than to their artifical) author, e.g., Xanthidium Ehrenberg
1837, Arthrodesmus Ehrenberg 1838, Staurastrum Meyen 1679, Micrasterias Agardh
[I am now looking at a paper by Prescott]; species are usually in & similar
marner atiributed to their historiecally correct authors [e.g., Euastrum didelta
(Turp.) Ralfs and E. elegans (Bréb.) Kuetz.]. Such citations are not o

in violation of the Code, ?ﬁt more important they admit that Ralfs is not

the starting point of desmid nomenclature.

Ralfs closely followed the type method. According to this principle, a name
must be attached to a type, which in the case of a species or taxon of lower
rank must be & specimen; the application of a name can only be determined
with certainty [but still subject to differences of taxonomic opinicn] by
studying the type. The practice followed by many workers of basing their
Judgment solely on descriptions and illustrations is unscund, unless to=
micrographs of the type are available. If a name camnot be typified [that is,
if no original specimen can be located and the description and illustrations
are not sufficiently detailed or accurate to permit a tazonomic judgment as to
the identity of the taxon] it must be relegated to obscurity, not to be used
unless and until someone typifies it [that is, type specimens are discovered]
or is foolhardy enough to base a judgment solely on a [fragmentary] description
and [sketchy] figures. The great beauty of the Code, shorn of unnecessary
and unjustifiable complications such as later starting points, is that it
provides a precise system of nomenclature to express any precise system of
taxonomy that may be proposed. Like a tree in the wind, nomenclature is
adaptable to changing taxonomic concepts.

You may ask then why I am anxicus to have later starting points eliminated
if, from the discussion preceding, there would seem to be little difference
whether 1753 or 1848 were taken as the beginning date for desmid nomenclature.
I should like to refer you again to my proposal in TAXON, where I point out
some serious problems that would come to the forefront if desmidologists were
to follow the type method.

With good wishes, = L’I/
Sin /
cere{ly,_./,( .

P. ¢, Silva,
¥
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ROLF GRONBLAD
KARIS 2.iv.-59.

FINLAND
Dear Arthur,

Enclosed I am returning the letter by Franz Eckert to you. It was most
interesting. Perhaps you remember that I showed you some slides made by Hom
feld where desmids were mounted "a fronte","a latere" and "a vertice" under
the seme cover glass.The Germans seem to be very much inserested in this
sort of hobby, — I can scarcely call it scientific work. It is very curious
that there have appeared at once and sim.ltaneously three such algological
hobbyworkers: F.Eckert, Férster and E3§T8f!‘ and not one of them has pro-
duced any scientific paper¥! Also Krieger was almost a "beginner" when he
undertook the Rabenhorst’s Flora. They have a phantastie abt lity to work
I would rather sgy "to produce work" ,to write extensively. Ferhaps you kno
Migula'efkéﬁsswasserflora" which is quite worthless but has been very wmuch
used. (Of course alsoc other nations have produced poor work: Cooke, Hassal |
in England,Comdre in ‘rance, Wolle in UsA).

As to the continuation of Krieger’s Flora I 'hink Cerloff must aus$
finish it. I do not know if there is anyone better desmidiologist quermany
I know nothing abouﬂ@im but apparenty he must have some skill with desmids.
0f Foérster I do not know anythiné%ither. I have sent him my separata but
the last sending was returned! He has never written an answer to my letter

nor hes he said & word of thinkfulness for alli my separates. So I do not
know if he Las got them at all. If you write to him you may perhaps be will
ing to tell him this. (There were one man in USA and one in France who rep-
orted their interest in desmids, but never did they produce a scientific
peper) Bullard and de Erébisson / grandson to the old manj)

T do not know about Gerloff’s further intentions: perheps he is going
to write the rest too?

0f course I em much interested to get some of Eckard’s mounted slides,
please tell him so.

I do not know ab ut Kossinskaja$ Fussian desmid-flora. Put I ean try to
write io her and &sk,

Silva hes sent me a copy of his last letter to you. I cannot guite
see the force of his arguments. What I do see is that the Code is & Holy
Fook to him and the chunge of specific nemes is ol no consejuence, I cannoty
guite follow his arguments.
What you tell me about Russian biclogists is cuite characteristical

for them. They sre zgain following Mitchurin and Lysenko, gnd thail is no

science but pure humbug. 2 :
Eind regerds, '
p

s AT s e rp gt - i P g O L
{fD.._lgltlz__e_d,'by ‘thQ_Hu.I_l_t Institute for Botanieal Documentation |
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ROLF GROUNBLAD '

KARIS =
Ko 17. IV. =59,

Dear Arthur,

I do not quite see the point in Silva‘s argument, nor do I com-
prehend the intricate and complicated discussion by Mr Donk,Which moreover
seems to have nothing to do withtDesmids. (I could not force myself to read
through Donk ‘s article from bteginning to the end). Silva has very little
knowledge of desmid taxonomy. LUonk - as far as I know- no knowledge of them
whatsoever. Is it more useful and necessary that the CODE should be made
"BEAUTIFUL" (as Silve says) than that the namenclatory of the desmids should
be stabilized as it has been during a long time (since Nordstedt,West & West
&c.) Would it not be more useful to keep to the old good nomenclatory as de-
veloped by wellknown desmidiologists: Nordstedt,lorge, West & West, Liitke-
miller, than to try to resuscitate some old long forgotten names of authors
whoare more or less obacure;kla the priority of an author at all costs to be
maintained? My answer is: no! but Silva’s may be "of course"! Is it Teally
so important that an old good name,such as Cylindrocystis brebissonii should1
be rejected and replaced by an obscure "Cylindrocystis c¢cylindrospora"? (whicl
may have been gquite wrongly identified??) No Cylindrocystis with eylindrical
spores is known, thus the name "eylindrospora" is hebrew to me.

Of course there are some exceptions from Ralfs ‘nomenclatory -
everythin is developing with time -but these exceptions have been generally
accepted - is that what Silva means by saying that Ralfs is not used as star
ting point? - and these exceptions are very few in number.

I have written and also spoken with Hans Luther about the Silva-
question: he does altogcther condemn Silva& action (with very bad words!)

I em still of the opinion that a stabilized and simple taxonomy
in the desmids is much more valuable than the "beauty of the Code"!!

You write that Silva’s and your own conceptions are quite differenj
as to the starting point Ralfs 1848. Could you explein this difference to me
in a few words and guite simply?

I have no intention to enter into & discussion with those codifie¢
pettifoggers: it would be waste of time and energy. Fut I believe that it
is wholesome to the botansts to see that there is an opindon different from |

Silvaé. Best regards; yours

Digitized by the Hunt Institute for Bot;ﬁical Doctllmentatioz
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ROLF GRiNBLAD
oM, P

MAmIE, FImLANS

1. V. =59.

Dear Arthur,

1 was very glad to receive your last letter 6f April 20th. It
made the whole guestion at once quite clear to me. Uf course I understand
the English text, but really I had no patience to read it with thourht and
reflexion., So I was cuite unable to comprehend the deep wisdom in it. Appar-
ently Silva is a small "dictator" of his kind and he and hies friends have
very cautiously little by little transformed the Rules in the Code in a cert-—
ain directionl these manipulations having been observed by nobody (by no des—
midiologists). In Scendinavian countries the botanists do not accept such
names as "Closterium closterioides" because it is senseless: translated into
English it would be " a Closterium-lake Closterium” which is nonsense. / The
zoologisls accept "Cossus cossus L" and some other peculiar combinations./
As the question stznds today the name Cloesterium libellula and Cylindrocystis
brebissonii must be made "némina conservanda". But as I told you, I do not I
wish tostir up this wasp’s nest, and as to the arguing with Silva & Co, I am
not fit to do it nor have I any cesire t&@o g0, I am glad to knuw that you
have—the=seme arc of the same opinion. (Ybsterday 30.iv; I had a letter from

Kuno Thomasson, Upprsala,who had read our article in Taxon (I have as yet not
got it) and he gives his full appruval to our opinions.

Apparently you have not observed that Xanthid. acanthcophorum
has been recorded by me from Central Finland (Desm.Keuru 1920,pl.II fig.29-30
and furthermore 1 have seen it in an cld sample made by Elfving from SE Fin-
land (Imatra). Nordstedt reported it from Sweden (De algis e} characeis I-ii,
1880,p.12) and Raciborski in his "Nowe Desm.1889,pl.VI,f.18.

Do you have wmy papers Desm.Keuru (1920) and New Desm. (1921)%
If you wish to have them I have got one copy of btoth of them which I have res-
erved for you.

Kind regards,
j P
— P A, .,

I VSR - Al - ‘f

/ é—a—f ’.—’1‘44-!“ _L’rn..'_.n(-t-:{ Aoy Aakle, : ' / ‘ :|

(I.”-{A.‘. 7 ;-.—/- Wt -’:f_qq-.:'c q.’--..n..':;;
- —
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ROLF GRUNBLAD
iz 4. V. -59.

FINLAND

Dear frthur,

I had just sent my letter to you when your drawings arriwed to-
séther with my drawings from Bahr-el-Ghazal, Certainiy Sour su.gestions wil
be very helpful to me. As to the Uganda ssmples you had found a lot of spec—
ies. 1 have not yet compared them with my list but I am su here are ‘here
&r® s.ch ones thatil did not find. There is work. to me for aPlong time becausg
1 am mow vafy slow at work, not being able to sit working late in the night

Cur article in Taxon segims to be something of a"success" : I have
got words of zyre ment and appreciation frowm “homasson (you have not sent
your last paper to him!), and from John W.G.Lund, freshwater Iiological Ass-
ociation, Ambleside and from Hens Luther. Dr Lund writes:" As one who is not
a ppecialist on any grouéﬁf algae but whodigélly read Silva’s article with
alarm,may 1 thank y.uﬂ and Ir cott for your fine counterblast in Texon. I
feel hopeful thet you snd ihe Czech botanists have made tle other side clear
even t&-angiosperm texonomists. I mey say that as a member cof the special

committee of the Fritish Fhywologcel Society I have suprorted your view and J|
and the society have voted againSt abelition of later starting points. Kind|
regurds John W.@.Lund". - I feel that we are fighting for the better case

¥ and I hope Silva nhas hot too many American supporters

1 . Kot more this time. "est regerds,

L~
S

R bl wnt -'Q‘L""'“ﬁ )
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June 12 1959

Uear Rolf

? he reason for wy long delay in answering your two lstters of Nsy 1
and 4th is that 1 have been extrewzely busy trying to finish my big paper on Indonesian
deamids before the arrival in Mew Orleans of Mr, Sachlan, I just managed to complete
it the day before he got here, but I still have to check it for corrsction of the
numercus errors that I make in typing.

Then, Sachlan was with me for five days, and it was a rather strenuous time,
for during the last few years I have not bzen accustomed to going continuously from
early morning until late at night. He is a Malayan, and nominally a Moslem, but he did
not decline to eat a pork sandwich when we were out on one of our trips. He reads and
\q-rea English very well, but it was sometimes hard for me to understand his speech,

in fact everyone to whom he talked had the same difficulty. I showed him &s many
of the sights of the eity as I eould, and took him on a desmid-hunting excursion, with
rather poor results because of unfavoursble conditions. One of the biologists of our
Wildlife and Fisheries Commission took us in an airplane out to the string of islands
off the Louislana coast, where he wanted to count the pelicans to see whether they had
been dispersed by a -mu. tropical hurricane that occurred a few days rreviously,

Over the islands we flew at only about 30 m. above the ground, which was quite mﬂ.ﬁng.
but it was an amphibious plane and I suppose that the pilot could have landed in the

swemp without damage if it had become necessary I had never seen this coastlime before
because it is quite inaccessible except by boat or plane, Uahadlmhnbt.hnnm-

Biologleal Laboratory on one of the islands, and then he took us in a spudbmt out in
the Gulf of Mexico to see same shrimp trawlers at work, in vhich Sachlan was specially
interested, We bosrded one of the trawlers, where they were sorting their catch on the
deck. The fishermen were picking out only the shrimp, MMWNmm
small fish and crabs, which seemed to me to be more then the shrimp. 3achlan
was amazed at this waste of "protein", and said that/Indonesia nothing would be wasted;
everything would be taken to the market and sold for food. Fut over here nobody would

NM.

On our way home from this trip we stopped at 3ears Roebuck & Co,, a very large
department store of shich you have probably heard. He wanted to m a "cowboy suit"
for his small son, and when this had been done I asked if he would like to walk through
the store and look at all the merflnandise that was on display, which is really Ml'li-
ing even to an American. He replied, rather shortly, that he was tired of looking at

"American riches". BDut that is understandable, I suppose, coming from an under-developed

country like Java, as he does.

The comments on our article in Taxon are interesting, particularly the one from
Dr. JuW.G.Lund. Since lund is a member of the Committee of the British Phycological
Soclety, and will probably attend the Montreal Congress, do you think it would be advis-
abls to write and inform him about the true mezning of "Later starting poidt for
Desmids", which he apparently has overlooked like everyone slse? I have heard nothing
more from 34lva since I sent him the advance cony of our article, and Prescott is not
inclined to argue any more about the matter, though he informed 5ilva some time ago
that he was opposed to the change. Today I recsived the May issue of Taxon, and note
that 3ilva's proposal received only 8 favourable votes, with 20 opposed, and 31 wvoting
to refer it to the Compittee on Algae. This will probably kill it, but the matier
still will not be settled, for I believe that most phycologists are unaware of the real

meaning of Artiele 13(g).




Digitized by the Hunt Institute for Botanical Documentation




AOLF GRiNDLAD

B PEIL

29. vi. -59.

AWIE, FImLANE

Lear Arthur,

I am glad to hear thaet you heve finished your big raper on the
Indonesian decsmids. I always feel very happy when something is ready for th
printer. The paper written jocintly by Ruzicka and me became almost a night-

mare to me. Perhaps I have told you its neme "Zur Taxonomie der Deamid;acee
The first outlines were written by Ruzicka but I had to shorten itrevout th
half. The language was very bad and sometimes impossible to understand (bot
of us can equally badly German!) but after numercus sendings to and fro the
text became something that we could understand -toth of us - and also accept
It will be \yBinted in the "Botaniska Notiser 1959, fasc.2. Fut ,really,it go
on my nerves. From the beginning we had thought that also Teiling should
join us, but very soon he was quite angry with R.,and later with me too.
1 shell never more write such theoretical papers.! The most important state
ment is that only fixed and hereditary variations should be treated as taxa
— the nonhereditary being treated as 'modifications" or "morphae which can-
not have taxonomical names nor autnor’s nemes (to these belong for 1nstancal
the various "radiations" of some Staurastra.). But you will scon see the
paper when I get my copies.

I have not heard anything from Mr Prowse, have 5ou? Was he dis-'
appointed with our Sudanese paper?

It seems to me a very good suggestion that you should write to
J.W.G.Iund and inform him on the gquestion about the "ILater starting point
for Desmids". Do it, please. - I have been reflecting upun the matter,
and as far as I can see, — in spite of the presently ruling Code - such
names as Closterium libellula could be made valid by using "nomina conser-
vanda" also on the raenk of species. Closterium closteriocides is a very bad
name, it is in reality senseless: " g @losteriumlike Closterium". Put by

using nomina conservanda specifica in this case as well as in some few |
other cases the situation would be acceptable. I have also given my vote
for such a conservation of speeificunames. It would be very good to win |

such a phycologist as Lung against Silva & Co. .

Kuno Thomasson saper is fire indeed, but in such temperate reg- |l
jons 1 am not =stonished that he did ot find "new" taxa. “owever, I thinkii
there is .uch useful investigaetion on desmids besides rew species. :erhapsi
lie has not a keen eye for new forms. His figures are somsetimes a little caxy
eless, they sre more like mere sketches - tut not sltogether bad. As a per—'

sonelity I like him, he is Tull of youthiul energy,but very modest &and kind
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'@) In the second paper by Okada, entitled
axonomical studies on Genus Euastrum there
is i? giilf fig.1l8 a desmid called "Euastrum
urnifo 8" which is very much lik
reciborskiil! Y A lamiige

As I write thie,l have alreedy sent to you "Desm.Keuru” and "New Desm'l
together with a paper on Cylindrocystis (1959). £y al ;

As to the meterial collected in Frazil by Sioeli, you sent me also part
of the samples and I have made sowe drawings. Would you like to have my dra
ings if you perhaps have better time to write than I have? You know my time
is very limited, especislly since I have been #11 and I must go earlier to
bed. And I have the Uganda paper, &c %o write, and some collections for re-
gearch.

Have you got any papers from Ckada? There are two*ﬂapfrs 1953 that
I got from Hans Luther. Fut I have not his address. Do you have it? The
"New classificetion of desmids" (1953) seems to me obscure. (kada places
Roya emong the placodermae in n"olosteriaceae". I do not think the system
based on only the zygospores is quite "natural". What is your opinion?

_ Have you got the paper by fme Gauthier-Lievre where she is deserib-
ing our Micrasterias incredibilis as "Allorgeia"? (only with the difference
that both semicells are like our "lower" semicell, thur a vertice guadrangu
lar. Of courese our name has priority and I do mot think there is need for
a nevw generic name (?). What do you say? It is a very intersting fact that
such a more symmetrical (the two semicells being alike)or almost so) has
been recorded from the French Sudan S0 so0n.

- My best and friendly regabds, |

/i \_w“\

;
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MOLF GRANBLAD

LTS

Mamix, FindAnD 16. vii. =59.

Dear Arthur,
The peper by Gblad & Fuzicka is already pAfrinted in Bot.

Notiser 1959,fasc.2. Ruzicka’s flerman language is rather bad and complic—
ated - end so is mine toco! - and we had sometimes aifficulties to under-
stand each others. Eut now the (erman is much simplified and nade correctJ
by Dr Hans Krieger (who is in Helsingfors but who is not identical with
Dr w.Erieger’s son). I had to cut the text to about the half of the orig—
inal because K. likes to sey the same thing wilh many words and many tim—
es. Otherwise cur cooperation has been guite amicable and easy. Al first
it was thought that Teiling would have been in collaboration too, but he
wes angry with R. because both of them had their own wiews, and then he
was slso angry with me becsuse I suprorted R’s opinions. That 1is ciildish
and old men should not guarrel about such matters.

Steurastrum opniura, as izr as I have seen it in Finland,
is mostly 7-radiate sometimes B-radiate, but never cifferent radiations
are found from the same locality. So there is a certain amount of stabi-
lity and heredity. But only pure cultures can clear up such gquestions.

Do you think it would be possible to get Ckada’s adaress? |
If you wish I can send you photocories of these two papers? In my orin-
jon the classifying of Desmids on the basis of their zygospores is not
a happy method.

Kme Geuthier=Lievre’s "Allorgeia valiae" is certainly verﬁ
closely related to our Micr.incredibilis. I should think they are bestk
treated as two varieties of one species. These species would be most
interestingsubjects of eritical cultivation. (e.g.for kallio!). Whether
the name Allorgeia or HMicrasterias should be used is only a matter of
personal taste. (There is Micr. muricata which has its processes in 3
different plenes,or ratler 3 + 2). Ferhaeps it is correct to treat Allor-

geia incredibilis + var. valiae - or Allorgeia valiae + var. incredibili

as a separate genus? //It would perhaps be guite consequebt to do so wheﬁ

we are ireating Amscottie as a separate genusand not as a Staurastrum - L
which would also be possible.// I do not know vhat to do with the illegii
imacy of “me G.L’s diagnoses? Perhaps it would be advisable to write to 1
her. Bourrelly does never use Latin diagnoses (the French people think
thet their lavguage is the foremest lan uage in the world as it was once |
in ihe times of Louis XIV and XV and Napoleon. I+ is very Thoughtless

because some day in the future the Russians,Japanese or Chinese can do
the same thing and write their deseriptions only in their own languages.



What would then hspren?

18 thepaper by Frowse the same as I have: "An introduction
the Desmids of Halaya" - Malayan lature .ournal, wvol,1ll, 1957 ? This is
a paper of no spcigal importance snd I think ‘v P. simply had to write
something on Desmids in order to show nis knowledge. Do you have it?
(There are many wrong identifications).

I too have received the announcement of "Nova Hedwigia"™. The
first suprlements will be "Die (Desmidiaceen-) Gatiung Cosmarium by W.
Erieger snd J.Cerloff. About 7 issues of 6C pages (16-32) plates includ-
ed at DM 20,- (§ 5,-). I have written to Akademiska Eokhandeln and asked
them to procure for me this big work. So the costs for us pocr Zuropeans
are alike heavy. Fut certainly it is a book worth while having. I am very
curious to see what "J.Gerloff" has made,.

I do not know what my opinion teoday of Staur.saltans 8.
It is so long ago I wrote those papers. ferhaps you are right in wheat
you are saying in your paper Notes Ind.frw.alg.III p.5. Dont you think
thet my St.saltans (1956) I:18-20 and 1I:26-30 really belong to S.saltang
27 I should like to know your perconal orinion zbout them.

To morrow I am going "by air mail" to Stockholm where I
shall stay a few days with Lisa Eorge, the dauygher of old Dr 0.Forge.

We have always been friends since my first visit to the Porge family.

We have had a rather good summer this year ana I have been
collecting desmids in some lakes and pondé nearby using wy moped, There
are hundreds of lakes quite nesrby. Yesterdsy I found Micr. verrucosa
which is rather rare. I telieve it is' very closely related to M. angu-
losa (7). Moét of the desmids here are well known,but sometime it mway
happen that a rew or intercsting desmid is found.

I shall sand you reprints as soon as 1 have got my reprints

from Fot. Notiser.

Eest wishes for a good summer, yours
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HOLF GHONBLAD Sept. :ﬂ;
R WO 1958,

WARIN, FiNLAND
|

Dear Arthur, |

¥
very long delay with my answer. I began |

I beg you to excuse the
this letter alrezdy & month ago but I have always had so much to do. |

i
As to Micr. - Euastr. Moebii - turgidum I entirely agree |
with your opinions. The central tﬁﬁour of those cells of this species that!
I have seen is not granulage, only covered with trian:ular pits. I have

made a drawing from var.javanicum from Malacca which has a simple ring of

rather large granules surrounding the central tumour. I am enclosing the
|

drawings which I beg you to return.
In the summary a comdete list wit
es and misinterpretations. So it aven[

h full names and author’s

names would be useful to avoid mistau
would be good toc have & short declaration why Eu. turgidum is taken as the |

type, the year of publishing of all ‘hese names snd a complete list of 1its
erature. You will observe that accoeding to the Code there is no "typical

form" of a species but the species is divided in several varieties &c, e=
The "typical variety" should, however,be

Fu, tupgidum Wallich var. turgidum.
ch,but I believe it must be follow-

each of tha same renk and value.
quoted without suthor’s name, thus:
(I do not like +his arrengement very mu

ed?)
A propos FPlayfair: did I send to you my copies of some of Bls

el
papers? I-éﬁmnﬂt remember, nor cen I remember if they were returned. Do
not consider this question a rude one, perhaps I am quite wrong. But I

cannot find my Playfairs anywhere. Forgive me !

Perhaps I told you that I got a small collection from Sudan (Bahé
el Ghazal) from Hzoska. There were very few Desmids the greatest part of
the material cosisting of Cyanophyceae. There are a few Desmids which I
have not yet identified. Could you give your opinion if I send them to you

I should very much appreciate it. The material is not worth while sending

to you. (I think so). ;
With best greectings, i

<

o
77 2t
F o' ./'.!- -
|
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ROLF GRiNDLAD 7-){.—":"’. '
R, PHLL o o
EARIE, FINLANS
Dear Arthur,
I supvose you have returned from your long journey

and perhaps you are happy to be in your own home &gain? So I am always when)|

I have been away. 1 shadd be glad to know anytning you have seen and exper
jenced. I hope you will write when you have time enough.
What cbout the Kontreal Congress? Any news? They have again put m

into the special committee for algae. 1 do not wish to put my head into th

vasps nest, but Hans Juther seid tc me that I must not give up. 1 am not
such interested in the nomenclaturists’ rant.

The paper byhﬁranblad & Ruzicka I am sending to you. What do you
think of the question of the definition of a taxon? I think that some of
the taxa described bu us are to bé given up because there are dichotypical
cells which indicate that the vegetative cell is not guite stabile.

er in biology near Karis. One of them is rather intersting and I am very
puch disappointed that she did not £ill all the 20 vials I gave her. (4 of
them were filled but 2 only with sand and debris!). There is =z Finn stud%n
in geology working in Sierra Leone and I have asked him to collect Tor me.
Aire you intercsted in this small "collection"? (I could send the material |
and my drawings if you wish). l
I had a letter from the "Verleger J.Cramer" (=Nove Hedwigia) tellég
me that the first rart of the Rabenhorst-Krieger -Gerloff Flora will appe
later thié fall. I was esked tB join the vork with the following parts
but I do not feel mys:-1f fit for it. Besides my health would never stand
such work. So I have declined and proposed Skuja or Prescott. 1 believe
they are reflecting on Skuja but I do not know if he has time and feels in
clined to such work. He is,I think, older then myself, and he has made a*
immense smount of work with other zlgae soc he may not wish to have more

work.
The Stsurastrum sp. drawn by you from material-G,d.Schumacher

is = little like S.cingulum v.obesum in Skuja : Fhytopl. XVIIL:9,but not |l
quite the same.Fy S.manfeldtii v.planctiondcum (Gblad,1942 textfig 1)which1
by Teiling is called S.sebaldi f. planctonica (Gbl, )Teil. is still more

different. fut there are !ormsze of S. pseudosebaldi Wille wiih some res-—

emblance to your fige.not,however,identical by any means. I believe I ahaul
have cslled it S.pseudosebaldi var. - or perhaps"nove spec." Perhaps S,

menfeldtii var.- would do, but I do not quite like it. All this is of cour
se very little helpful to you, but I cannot give you anything more valuab-

le! . : ;
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I am slmost certain that Micr. verrucosa is only a variety of M. denti-

culata or M.engulosa which are btoth rather variable. 1 have sent living
specimens to Kallio for culjivation.
I did not se. any "small locomotive" at Eromma. So do nol know

wha$ you have seen!

You gre asking what "An sint hae duae species formee tantum eiu

dem specieif?". 1 was asking whether C. ccfervacea and G.delicatissima are
only two formse of one species. fut this is long 2go, and I have changed
my opinions many times since then. At present moment I believe that pl.IV
fig.%2-3% and fig 50-31 both are Hyalotheca (gguﬁc eglg%¥§g;ca) they are
as far as 1 can see not Gymnozygs (=Pambusina).

I em very sorry to hear about Hannah’s illness. 1 have not had
a le ter from her in a long time but I shall write. I have t o my "angina
pectoris" which makes one feel just quite helpless sometimes, especially
when I shall walk. Gtherwise I do not fell anything seriously bad,only I
am alweys too much tired. I know that Iam old. But I did not realize it
becsuse it came so suddenly upon me. And I am something of a pessimist.
This is of course guite wrong and 1 am trying to get wiser!

Did you see Seguoia? I wish I could have been with

you. !

I hope your heslth is in good condition so that you can continue
with your desmid work.

I am returning the letter by J.W.G Lund. I am glad to sec that he
does not like the "nomenclaturisis" more than you or I do. I believe he
has a too high idea concerning my cualities!

Best regards,sincerely,

B s AR
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