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Cl. 19 (4): 23, 27, 51. 1941; Am. Midl. Nat. 24: 687, 695, 697,
1940; Ann. Mo. Bot. Gard. 27: 347-349. 1940) and by myself
in a number of as yet unpublished papers and in at least two
published ones (Am. Midl. Nat. 26: 69. 1941; Lloydia 4: 275.
1941). Dr. Gleason has told me that he has definitely published
the proposal, for action at the next Botanical Congress, that this
method be made mandatory. The last example by MeVaugh,
cited above, 1s also an excellent example of a place where the use
of both categories, subspecies and varietas, 1s desirable within the
same species.

Finally, concerning the confusion surrounding the term
‘variety,” most of those who dwell upon this confusion seem to
overlook the fact that the confusion is about the term ‘variety’
while the category in the Rules is ‘varietas.” Botanically there
has been relatively little confusion of the meaning of the Latin
term. If one 1s worried by the confusion surrounding the
English translation of this word, he should look up the English
translations of the words ‘genus’ and ‘species’ in a good Latin-
English dictionary (1. e. Cassell’s) and see what confusion
emerges. All three terms were good Latin words long before
they were adopted by botanists, and had their popular meanings
and attendant confusions. It seems to serve no good purpose to
disturb legitimate botanical usage by recourse to arguments
based on popular, horticultural, or even past botanical confusion.
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Dr. FosBerG hardly needs support; yet the following rather
desultory remarks, to be regarded as in the nature of footnotes,
may perhaps usefully supplement his excellent discussion.

He 1s, of course, right in maintaining that present usage is of
more importance than past; yet something may be learned from
history, if only that arguments drawn from it may be worthless.
In looking over the three preceding articles, I have been struck
by the fact that Clausen places his chief emphasis on definitions,

































