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LIMITS OF EFFECTIVE PUBLICATION 

Both Morton (Taxon 9: 192, 1960) and 
Thomas (Taxon 9: 258-259, 1960) seem to 
have overlooked, in their discussions of 
whether or not xerox reproductions constitute 
effective publication, a provision that was 
inserted in Article 29 of the Code specifically 
to deal with this type of cases. This is the 
sentence reading, "Offer for sale of printed 
matter that does not exist does not constitute 
effective publication." Having taken part in 
the discussions that led to this wording, I 
can be fairly positive that this was the intent, 
and in any event, the effect surely is that 
all methods where the seller offers to make 
a copy on request are excluded as effective 
publication. 

Although I am not certain of the procedure 
used, microcards may, at least in some in- 
stances, constitute effective publication, if an 
edition is prepared and then offered for sale. 

Certainly the method of reproduction or 
the relative permanency of the materials used 
can scarcely be taken as the criterion for 
effective publication. Many books are printed 
on such poor paper that they will deteriorate 
fully as rapidly as will acetate film. The 
stipulation, in the code, of "printed matter" 
and the exclusion of "autographic" matter is 
based on considerations of legibility only. 

This should not be taken as indicating that 
I want to condone the publication of plant 
names in media that do not have a reasonable 
degree of permanence. As the instigator of 
the last paragraph of Art. 29 and one of the 
supporters of Rec. 29A, I have done what I 
could to mitigate this evil. 

To get back to the offer for sale of printed 
matter that does not exist, this is neither a 
matter of impermanence nor of illegibility, 
but of obscurity. The offer of microfilm, xerox, 
or any other such material, in no way reason- 
ably assures that the publications will be 
available in botanical libraries or to the 
botanical public. It must be admitted, of 
course, that the sale of printed matter does 
not, either, but since our habits and our 
library methods are built around such chan- 
nels of publication as books and printed 
periodicals, these are more likely to be 
available. Printed dissertations, issued in 
small editions, are certainly obscure enough, 
though at least the universities which require 
printed dissertations normally see to it that 
they have a fair distribution in university 

libraries. It is quite conceivable that disser- 
tations offered as microfilms might never 
achieve any distribution or availability, 
through failure of anyone to order them. 
Then they would actually have no more 
significance than have the various manuscript 
descriptions and notes that await final writing 
up and publication, for example, in my own 
notebooks and filing cases. 

Two considerations seem significant here. 
One is the question of why a botanist would 
bother to write up the results of his work, 
at all, unless he wanted to present it to an 
audience. Offering of microfilms is not an 
effective way to present anything to an 
audience. 

The method of publication adopted is per- 
haps a measure of the importance that an 
author attaches to his own work, and one 
has the feeling that a work merely deposited 
as a microfilm cannot be anything of which 
an author is very proud. The other thing is 
the consideration that a botanist has for his 
colleagues. In the past there have been cases 
where botanists have published new names 
in newspapers. Some of them, at least, were 
people who had a well known contempt for 
their colleagues. 

I must say that I am shocked that Hauke 
and Blasdell (see Taxon 9: 192, 1960) have 
"published" their dissertations by the offer 
of microfilm, especially since they are taxon- 
omic studies, presumably of permanent in- 
terest. I feel that the professor must bear as 
much of the onus for this discourtesy to the 
botanical public as does the fledgling Ph. D. 
himself. A neglected aspect of botanical 
training is the development of good botanical 
citizenship, and these incidents are not exam- 
ples of such citizenship. There seems to me 
to be no great difference between ethics and 
courtesy in science and in any other field of 
human activity. However, it will doubtless 
not be long before those who thus take the 
easiest course with their own dissertations 
will be heard cursing others who have in 
one way or another made extra work for 
their colleagues by hiding their publications. 

Perhaps there is no way to write into a 
botanical code an airtight rule to prevent all 
unfortunate forms of publication of names. 
However, there is nothing about this problem 
that common courtesy and thoughtfulness 
will not solve satisfactorily. 

F. R. FOSBERG 

Falls Church, Virginia. 
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