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From the President

This will probably be my last president’s column.
By the time the next Newsletter appears 1 will
have served the maximum 6 year term allowed
on Council and made way for new blood. Even
though I still get a lot of enjoyment out of actively
participating in the business of the Society and
there are still some things I would like to do, I feel
that the Society is wise to have rules which force
periodic change in the make up of Council. It is
one way of ensuring that Council is constantly
being infused with the fresh ideas new members
can bring. However, it is also important that
there is a degree of overlap in the composition
of Council so that there is some continuity in the
decision making process and some mechanism
for passing on corporate knowledge. I think this
balance will be achieved this year. As I write this
column nominations for positions on Council
have not closed but it would appear that it will be
necessary to hold a ballot for some positions. From
my memory this will only be the second time such
a ballot has been held in the 35 year history of
the Society. The previous one was held in 1993. 1
think competition for positions on Council is one
of the signs of a healthy organisation. Posting
ballot papers to over 250 members can be an
expensive exercise. However, as the rules allow
notices such as this to be sent electronically, the
ballot papers will be sent to you by e-mail. To
ensure the ballot is secret it will be necessary for
you to use the postal system to return your vote. If
we don’t have a record of an e-mail address or we
get a message to say the e-mail to you cannot be
delivered, we will send your papers by snail mail.
Please follow the voting instructions carefully to
ensure your vote will be valid.

I have recently had to move out of an office |
have occupied for the past 30 years. It is to be

refurbished. About the same time Darren Crayn
moved from Sydney to Far North Queensland.
While I doubt Darren would have had time to
accumulate the amount of stuff I did, we have both
come across boxes containing material pertaining
to ASBS. This has prompted Council to embark
on a project to gather material which might be
scattered across the country. We are seeking
your help in locating and preparing this material
for archiving. If you have anything which might
relate to ASBS business please contact Marco
Duretto in Hobart. Marco has offered to sort
through it before passing it on to The National
Herbarium of Victoria (MEL) where it will be
archived in the herbarium library. MEL already
holds ASBS archival material for the period 1980
to 1992. This includes general correspondence,
records of the Society’s publications and annual
symposia, bank books, some Council minutes
and other miscellanea. The Director, David
Cantrill, has recently written to the Society
offering to continue this association and, on
behalf of the Society, I would like thank him for
this kind offer. For a Society like ASBS with its
widely dispersed membership I am sure you will
appreciate the benefits of lodging material in a
single institution.

Robyn Barker tells me that plans for the ASBS
conference in Adelaide are going well. Details
can be found via the link on the ASBS web site.
If past experiences are anything to go by it will
be a very interesting conference. This will be the
fourth time the Society has met in Adelaide and
the South Australians have always put on a good
show. I hope to see lots of you in Adelaide.

See you in Adelaide.
John Clarkson

ASBS Inc. business

A formal call to file

ASBS turns 35 this year and over the last 35 years
there have been numerous Office Bearers and
Newsletter Editors, many meetings both Council
and AGM, as well as conferences, workshops etc.
(see ASBS website). All these people and all these
events created documents that minute meetings
and record discussions and decisions. In addition
the society creates various miscellanea such as
bank books, conference brochures etc.

The problem with a Society that has members
dispersed across a continent is that files tend
to be created in each institution (formally and
informally). When a person leaves a position
these files and miscellanea may be boxed up

[sometimes forgotten] or forwarded to the person
taking over the position. Sometimes files resurface
years later when another member of staff of an
institution takes on a position in the Society.

Files are the archival record of the Society, the
corporate memory, and are a valuable asset for
the Society as well as for future researchers. The
Council recognises this and is putting in place a
more formal process for filing.

What is needed is a single repository for the
archives of ASBS. The Royal Botanic Gardens
Melbourne (MEL) has kindly offered to be such
a repository for ASBS. They already house a few
metres of material.
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What is needed now is for all past society
members (especially past Council Members,
editors, conference organisers, &/or the
institutions where they worked) to identify what
files and miscellanea of the society they have.
Next, to get some idea what is out there, notify
me what you have. We are not asking you to de-
accession any formal institutional files but it may
be useful to know what exists.

In the very near future the transfer of these files
to MEL will be organised.

Thank you for your support.
Marco Duretto

New members

Council is pleased to welcome the following new
members for 2008 to the Society:

e Mr Matthew Baker, Tasmanian Herbarium,
Hobart, Tas.

e Mr lan Moore, University of New England,
Armidale, N.S.W.

e Dr Sheldon Navie, School of Land, Crop &
Food Sciences, University of Queensland, St
Lucia, Qld.

Eichler Research Fund Report

A re-evaluation of the Pterostylidinae (Orchidaceae) and fine-
scale genetic diversity of the Pterostylis longifolia complex

Jasmine K. Janes
School of Plant Science, University of Tasmania

This project assesses the circumscription of
species within the subtribe Pterostylidinae Pfitzer
and investigates the fine-scale genetic diversity
within the Tasmanian members of the Pterostylis
longifolia complex (syn. Bunochilus).

Background

The subtribe Pterostylidinae (Orchidaceae) is
mainly Australasian in distribution, containing
over 200 species, all of which are terrestrial,
tuberous geophytes that prefer a seasonal climate
and are commonly referred to as greenhoods
(Hoffman and Brown 1984, Jones and Clements
2002a). Traditionally, the subtribe Pterostylidinae
consisted of one genus, Pterostylis R.Br. However,
a high degree of morphological variation among
species and a lack of infrageneric classification
led to a number of informal species complexes
being recognised (Dockrill 1992, Jones et al.
1999, Jones and Clements 2002a). This situation
created identifiable groups, but the identification
and ranking of individual species within each
group remained challenging.

A recent treatment of the Pterostylidinae
conducted by Jones and Clements (2002a,
2002b) combined morphological characters with
sequencing of the internal transcribed spacer
(ITS) of the nuclear ribosomal DNA. This
systematic treatment resulted in the erection
of 13 new genera and one hybrid genus (Jones
and Clements 2002a, 2002b). The phylogeny
showed that subtribe Pterostylidinae formed a
monophyletic group illustrating the significance
of the sepal position, separating taxa with the
deflexed sepal position from taxa having the
recurved sepal position (Jones and Clements

2002a). In spite of this, generic ranking was
assigned to monophyletic groups supporting the
species complexes because of the high degree of
sequence and morphological variation between
some groups (Jones and Clements 2002b). This
approach has been criticized by Hopper and
Brown (2004b).

Several of the species complexes comprise
morphologically similar, but subtly distinct
species and neither taxonomic study has
addressed the problem of species delimitation
within these species complexes. One such group
is the longifolia complex, which in Tasmania,
consists of four species: Pterostylis melagramma
D.L. Jones, P. stenochila D.L. Jones (endemic),
P tunstallii D.L. Jones & M.A. Clements
(endangered), and P. williamsonii D.L. Jones
(endemic). These four species are pollinated
by small flies (Northern 1972, Dressler 1981,
National Parks and Wildlife Service 2002, Jones
and Clements 2002a, Lehnebach et al. 2005),
exhibit significant overlap in flowering and can
often be found in close proximity. It is unclear
whether these “species” are reproductively
isolated or whether they interbreed freely and
are therefore more likely to be morphological
variants of the same species.

This study aims to resolve the taxonomic
confusion surrounding the Pterostylidinae by
increasing the number of species and geographic
localities in order to maximize the potential
genetic variability that may be detected within the
ITS region. In addition, a population level genetic
study of the longifolia complex using amplified
fragment length polymorphisms (AFLP) will
provide data on gene flow that will provide an
understanding of the reproductive biology and
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species delimitations within this group of orchids
and may assist with understanding other orchid
species complexes.

Methods and preliminary results

The ITS region has been used extensively in
orchids to resolve phylogenetic relationships
at infrageneric and species levels in the
Orchidaceae (Stanford et al. 2000, Clements et
al. 2002, Jones and Clements 2002a, Tsai et al.
2003). In total, 62 samples representing 10 of
the 11 new genera occurring within Tasmania
were collected and 51 GenBank accessions were
obtained including seven outgroup species from
the tribes Cranichideae, Diseae, Diurideae and
Orchidoideae. Voucher specimens were lodged
with the Tasmanian Herbarium.

Preliminary results from parsimony and Bayesian
phylogenies support the notion of Pterostylis
R. Br in the traditional sense as a monophyletic
group with 99 bootstrap percentage support
(BP), branch length (BL) 33 and a posterior
probability (PP) of 1.00. Several recently erected
genera are strongly supported by both analyses,
for example Hymenochilus (BP 97; PP 1.00) and
Plumatichilos (BP 100; PP 1.00). In contrast
several recent genera are poorly supported
with Diplodium and Taurantha consistently
paraphyletic in the analyses. Both analyses reflect
the importance of the sepal position suggesting
that, if infra-generic divisions of Pterostylis
R. Br. are required, these should conform to
these molecular and morphologically supported
characters. Species from the /longifolia and
parviflora (syn. Speculantha) complexes had
identical ITS sequences.

AFLP has been shown to reveal significant
variation between closely related species and is
highly reproducible (Vos et al. 1995; Indsto et al.
2005). A minimum of 20 P. longifolia complex
samples from 20 populations were collected
for the AFLP study. The distance between each
individual in each population was recorded
for use in spatial analyses. Three selective
primer combinations (AGA/CAG; AAG/CGG;
AGA/CGQG) were scored, revealing a total of
247 unambiguous polymorphisms across 231
individuals. Preliminary results indicate that
genetic diversity is moderately high (Fst=
0.1794) among populations of P. melagramma,
P stenochila, P tundtallii and P williamsonii.
Furthermore, species do not cluster into discrete
groups in a principal components analysis. Similar
results were obtained in a study that investigated
the population level genetic diversity in Ophrys
(Orchidaceae) (Devey et al. 2008). Devey et al.
(2008) concluded that Ophrys was potentially
an actively evolving group within which several
species had hybrid origins. A similar conclusion
could be drawn from the results obtained in
this study. More research into the mycorrhizal

associations and pollination specificity may
assist in determining if these Pterostylis species
are in fact considered true species or if they are
morphological variants of the same species, or
members of short-lived hybrid swarms.
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On the validity of two Mueller names published by Meisner

Kevin R. Thiele and Paul G. Wilson
Western Australian Herbarium, Department of Conservation and Land Management

Meisner (1854) published on a number of taxa
following his examination of specimens in
the families ‘Atherospermeae’, ‘Thymeleae’,
Proteaceae, and ‘Polygoneae’ that had been
received from Ferdinand Mueller. In the article
Meisner mentioned names that had been applied
to the specimens by Mueller, whether they were
manuscript names or published names. He appears
to have been consistent in his treatment of these
names. Where a specimen with a manuscript
name appeared to represent a new species he gave
it a running number under the genus, cited the
name, and provided a description, e.g. as follows
for two species of Pimelea.

On p. 345:

1. P. (Malistachys) axiflora Ferd. Miiller!
and on p. 349:

10. P. (Heterolaena) elata Ferd. Mull.! mss.

The authority for these names should be cited as
F.Muell. ex Meisn. or abbreviated to Meisn.

Where Mueller had given an incorrect or an
already published name for a taxon that Meisner
considered represented a new species he would
provide a new name and a description while citing
Mueller’s incorrect determination in synonymy,
as on p. 348:

8. P. (Heterolaena) stricta Meisn., n.sp.

citing ‘P. angustifolia FMull.! mss. (non R.Br.)’
in synonymy.

In cases where he considered that the correct
name was different to the one ascribed to it by
Mueller he would give either the correct name
and cite Mueller’s suggested or manuscript
name in synonymy, or he would give Mueller’s
manuscript name in bold and indicate the correct
name in synonymy, as in the following entry on
p- 354 under Isopogon:

9. I. horridus F. Mill. est I ceratophyllus R.Br. et
Meisn. ibid.

A similar procedure was followed in cases where
the material was vegetative, Meisner then gave
Mueller’s manuscript name in bold and indicated
what he considered was possibly the correct

name. The following two entries apply to this
situation.

On p. 353 under Persoonia he wrote:

1. P. pubes F. Miill. (specimen unicum Tasmanicum
sine fl. nec ft.) est verisim. P. juniperinae forma densius
pubescens.'

Two years after the Linnaea publication, Meisner
in A.P. de Candolle (p. 336, 1856) included P.
pubes in synonymy under Persoonia juniperina
Labill. as follows:

P. pubes Ferd. Miill.! mss. (forma densius pubescens).

Meisner thus made it clear that there had been
no intention of describing a new species in
the earlier Plantae Muellerianae. The name
Persoonia pubes was treated by Arthur Chapman
(1991) as a nomen invalidum, although he only
cited the Prodromus entry, presumably not having
noted the earlier entry in Linnaea; it was omitted
from the treatment of Persoonia by Peter Weston
(1995).

On p. 353 under Banksia is a similar entry:

2. B. prionophylla Ferd. Miill. (specim. steril.) est
verisimiliter B. littoralis R.Br., stirps junior, ramulis
patenti-pilosis, — absque flore haud certe dignoscenda.
Australia felix.?

In A.P. de Candolle (1856), two years after the
Linnaea publication, Meisner, p. 453, included
B. prionophylla in synonymy under Banksia
littoralis R.Br. as follows:

‘B. prionophylla Ferd. Miill.! first gen. report, p.17,
et in Linnaea, 26, p. 353 (in Australia Felici lecta, sed
nonnisi specim. sterilibus nobis cognita) nobis huc
spectare, auctori vero (in litt. 1855) ad B. Cunninghamii
reducenda videtur.”?

Translation: (single specimen from Tasmania without
flower or fruit) is probably a densely pubescent form of
P, juniperina.

¥}

Translation: (sterile specimen) is probably B. littoralis
R.Br., a young plant, branchlets spreading-pilose,

— without a flower by no means definitely identifiable.
Victoria.

w

Translation: (collected in Victoria but with only sterile
specimens known to us) the original author has now
in a letter to us (in litt. 1855) evidently referred it to B.
cunninghamii.
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Meisner’s description under the name B.
prionophylla was simply that the branchlets were
spreading-pilose, he further indicated that it was
probably B. littoralis and he unambiguously
assigned it to that species in the Prodromus.
However, the name Banksia prionophylla was
treated as validly published by Chapman (1991)
and by Alex George (1981 & 1999), the latter
treating it as a synonym of B. spinulosa var.
cunninghamii (Reichb.) A.S.George.

It should be noted that in neither case did Meisner
indicate by the use of an exclamation mark (!) or
by writing ‘n.sp.’ that either he or Mueller was
describing a new species:

Article 34.1(a) of the International Code of

Botanical Nomenclature, J. McNeill et al. (2006)
is relevant:

A name is not validly published (a) when it is not
accepted by the author in the original publication’,

It has the following example:

34.1 Ex.1 (a) “Sebertia”, proposed by Pierre (ms.)
for a monotypic genus, was not validly published by
Baillon (1891) because he did not accept the genus.
Although he gave a description of it, he referred its only
species “Sebertia acuminata Pierre (ms.)” to the genus
Sersalisia R.Br. as S.? acuminata which he thereby
validly published.

We consider that the names Persoonia pubes
F.Muell. ex Meisn. and Banksia prionophylla

F.Muell. ex Meisn. (Aug. 1854) were not validly
published for a similar reason; they were not
accepted by Meisner. As is indicated above, this
opinion is supported by Meisner’s treatment of
the names in A.P. de Candolle (1856) where it
is clear that he is citing the names as synonyms
of P juniperina Labill. and B. littoralis R.Br.
respectively.

Since we consider that Banksia prionophylla
Meisn. is not validly published, the name B.
prionophylla A.R. Mast & K.R. Thiele (2007), a
nom. nov. for Dryandra prionotes A.S. George, is
correct under the genus Banksia.
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Consensus or complacency? A discussion of the proposed new
collection sequence at the WA Herbarium

Kelly A. Shepherd
Western Australian Herbarium, Department of Conservation and Land Management

After nearly 40 years of being housed in an
architecturally award winning building (who
would have thought!), the Western Australian
Herbarium (PERTH) collection will soon be
moving to a new home. This new WA Herbarium
will be contained within the Department of
Environment and Conservation Biodiversity
Science Centre, which is due for completion in
2009. This move provides an ideal opportunity
to update the collection sequence, as it currently
follows a modified Engler & Prantl system. As this
is no small undertaking, the aim is to start making
many of the changes necessary over the months
prior to the move. As such, it is essential that we
decide on a new sequence as soon as possible and
the consensus has been that the collection should
reflect a more current phylogenetic classification.

With the timely publication of the 3™ Edition of
Mabberley’s Plant-Book (2008), there is now
an up-to-date linear system available. In the
Appendix, Mabberley states that he follows
Kubitzki’s (1990-) classification taking into
account recent molecular findings summarised in

Angiosperm Phylogeny Group (APG) I (1998) &
APG II (2003), along with analyses complied by
Peter F. Stevens on the Angiosperm Phylogeny
Website (Stevens 2001-). It has now been
proposed that the collection at PERTH should
follow this systematic arrangement.

However, before we accept this classification
as is, it may be prudent to take a closer look at
some of the more controversial groupings, as
the consequences of adopting these changes are
not insignificant. It also seems worthwhile to
bring this discussion to the broader Australian
taxonomic community, as many will be facing
similar issues. In recent years we have been
working towards a national consensus with many
decisions being made through the Australian Plant
Census forum. Discussion to date has generally
focused at the genus and species level and it
may now be time to focus on some of the more
controversial family groups.

One such example is the proposed synonymisation
of  Chenopodiaceae ~ with ~ Amaranthaceae
(APG 1 1998). Globally this complex includes
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approximately 175/180 genera and 2000/2500
species. At PERTH there are currently 11
genera and 8,188 collections of Amaranthaceae
along with 24 genera and 15,505 collections of
Chenopodiaceae. If we adopted this proposed
merge and made the necessary change to the
Western Australian Census it is implicit that
we unreservedly accept the science behind this
decision. Such a merger would not only result
in a major curatorial exercise but would also be
a highly visible change for the public, which
would then need to flow through to publications,
censuses and Floras. However, the issue is
that the case for sinking Chenopodiaceae into
Amaranthaceae may not be as strong as people
suppose and recent studies indicate that things
aren’t as clear-cut as we may have been led to
think.

The APG 1 (1998) was a significant publication
and many accept this and the update (APG II
2003) as definitive. However, I argue that the
APG arrangement should not simply be accepted
at face value without an assessment of the data
on which it is based. The APG did not undertake
any centralised, large-scale phylogenetic analyses
as a collective. Rather, they compared published
phylogenies available at the time and then
produced a summary classification. On going
back through the original data from the references
cited in APG I (1998) and the analyses relevant to
this particular discussion, it is apparent that only
one or two representatives from each family were
included. For example, in the nDNA analyses
only Chenopodium album (Chenopodiaceae)
and Amaranthus retroflexus (Amaranthaceae)
(Hershkovitz & Zimmer 1997) and alternatively
Spinacia oleracea (Chenopodiaceae) (Soltis et al.
1997) were included. In the cpDNA analyses, only
Amaranthus hypochondriacus (Amaranthaceae)
and Spinacia oleracea (Chenopodiaceae) were
included (with no vouchers given) (Chase et al.
1993). Clearly, this does not represent adequate
sampling to address the question of monophyly
of either family. Despite this, APG proposed the
merge, presumably reflecting their perceived
but unsubstantiated belief in the paraphyly of
Chenopodiaceae.

In a slightly larger study by Downie & Palmer
(1994) (not cited in APG 1), both Alternanthera
dentata and Celosia argentea (Amaranthaceae)
were sampled along with Atriplex hastata,
Beta vulgaris, Chenopodium murale, Kochia
sp. and Spinacia oleracea (Chenopodiaceac)
(again no vouchers for these 5 specimens!).
This study found that “All three examined
members of Chenopdiaceae possess a 300-bp
deletion in their cpDNA IR’s; no such deletion
is apparent in Amaranthaceac cpDNA. The
possibility that Amaranthaceac may be nested
within a paraphyletic Chenopodiaceae has been

postulated by Rodman (1990) and illustrated by
Carolin (1983). These molecular data, however,
provide no evidence for paraphyly of the
Chenopodiaceae.” This reference, which supports
a monophyletic Chenopodiaceae, was not cited in
APG I (1998) even though it appears to be one of
the largest studies available at the time.

APG II (2003) states that “Relationships
and taxonomy of the other major clade of
Caryophyllales [i.e. that which includes
Amaranthaceae s./.] remain as they were in APG
(1998). Although additional genera and new data
have been added, no new patterns for general
relationships have emerged (Cuénoud er al.
2002).”

The references cited in APG II (2003) include
larger analyses which used combined nDNA and
cpDNA regions. Soltis et al. (2000) combined
18S, rbcL and atpB and included only Celosia
argentea (Amaranthaceae) and Spinacia oleracea
(Chenopodiaceae) (again with no vouchers). A
larger study by Downie et al. (1997) including
18 species of Chenopodiaceae and 7 species
of Amaranthaceae found that the four species
in the genus Amaranthus were nested within
Chenopodiaceaec. However, in a subsequent
larger study by Cuénoud ef al. (2002), including
representatives from 21 genera, it was shown that
Amaranthus positioned within a well supported
(97%) Amaranthaceae s.s.

Peter F. Stevens summarises more recent studies
on the Angiosperm Phylogeny Website (Stevens
2001-) suggesting there are conflicting results
“Cuénoud et al. (2002) found Amaranthaceae
s.str. to be monophyletic, with very strong (97%)
support, and Chenopodiaceae s.str. were perhaps
monophyletic, but the branch collapsed in strict
consensus tree; the sampling was moderately good,
but only one gene — matK — was sequenced and
analysed.” He then goes on to say “In an extensive
rbcL analysis, much of the old Chenopodiaceae
were monophyletic, but with little bootstrap
support, ditto the old Amaranthaceae (incl.
Polycnemoideae), Betoideae were paraphyletic
(G. Kadereit et al. 2003)... Other studies suggest
paraphyly of Chenopodiaceac and sometimes
even potential polyphyly of Amaranthaceae
(Pratt ef al. 2001). In a recent analysis of mafK/
trnK sequences, Miiller and Borsch (2005b; see
also Miiller & Borsch 2005¢), Polycnemum and
Nitrophila (100% support) were sister to the rest...
The rest of the Amaranthaceae + Chenopodiaceae
had <70% support (and still lower posterior
probabilities), while the Amaranthaceae s.str:
had 100% support and the Chenopodiaceae s.str.
again <70% support, but this time 100% posterior
probabilities.”
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In summary, APG I and II

e did not include all the data from relevant
studies at the time
e are based on limited species with vouchers
often not available or not provided
e used studies of few gene regions and were
predominantly cpDNA regions (more slowly
evolving)
It should be noted that major molecular
phylogenetic studies on both the Chenopodiaceae
and Amaranthaceae in the last few years (Kadereit
et al. 2003; Kadereit ef al. 2005; Miiller & Borsch
2005; Kapralov 2006; Akhani 2007), have not
accepted the proposed change — even though
it has been nearly 10 years since APG I was
published. Miiller & Borsch (2005) give a good
summary of these papers and like Peter Stevens,
they highlight conflicting results. Their own
analysis of the Amaranthaceae concluded that
“previous studies with a more extensive sampling
agree with this study on the non-monophyly of
Chenopodiaceae as currently classified, though
without convincing support. However, whether
two monophyletic families, Chenopodiaceae
and Amaranthaceae can be maintained by either
shifting Polycnemoideae to Amaranthaceae or
treating them as independent families, needs
further study.”

Kadereit et al. (2003) included 108 species in
their cpDNA study of the Chenopodiaceae and
while they still found support for major groups,
they stated that the “relationship between
Chenopodiaceac and Amaranthaceae remains
unclear” and in their 2005 paper they simply state
“molecular data used to resolve the relationship
of both families so far are conflicting.”

I recently contacted both Peter Stevens and David
Mabberley to clarify their opinion on this specific
issue. Peter Stevens indicated that there had
been no definitive study on the group and that it
could be conceivable that both Amaranthaceae
and Chenopodiaceae could be recognised. David
Mabberley referred my correspondence to Mark
Chase who clarified the general philosophy
behind the APG. Their aim was to reduce the
overall number of families and in this particular
case “since it is so difficult to prove they
(particularly Chenopodiaceae s.s.) are distinct, it
is better to lump them, regardless of whether in
the end we find them to form two clades” (Chase
pers. comm.).

What do we actually gain by taking this
approach? It could be suggested that since there is
a close relationship between Amaranthaceae and
Chenopodiaceae, adopting a broader concept is a
more stable outcome. However, is it truly stable?
By adopting Amaranthaceae s.. are we also
stifling research? As Surrey Jacobs so aptly put
it when I contacted him about this “...if there are

discontinuities then we need to make that clear,
and that is best done in a classification system.
I do not think it is appropriate to handicap the
advancement of scientific knowledge because
some people may not readily understand
everything.” It is evident that further work is
being done at this level on the complex as there
are researchers currently active in Australia,
Germany, Russia, Iran and United States. With
wider sampling and sequencing of new gene
regions and with the potential recircumscription
of basal groups, Chenopodiaceac may well be
supported as distinct from Amaranthaceae. Thus,
if we make the change now, will we soon need to
change it back? If however, the results do show
that Amaranthaceac is unequivocally nested
within Chenopodiaceae (based on more than a
handful of sequences as was originally done) then
we can make the merge knowing there is much
less likelihood of the situation changing in the
near to mid-term.

Surely it is more important that taxonomic groups,
at whatever level, convey useful diagnostic
information about the collective (as this is the
basis for grouping things under specific ‘names’
in the first place), than trying to make things
more superficially convenient. We are perhaps in
danger of losing a great deal of information by
lumping larger and larger groups together in the
name of making things simpler. In each instance
the circumscription for the group also needs to
become successively broader. Thus, while these
combinations may mean fewer family names on
a summary list, it doesn’t change the breadth of
diversity contained therein.

Many Herbaria may be adopting the APG or
Mabberley system but is that consensus or
complacency? Is it occurring because they do
not have anyone specifically arguing for any
alternative? While the idea of following a single
reference is seductive in that it is an opportunity
for applying a unified approach across institutions,
how practical is this? Research is ongoing and
therefore both APG II and Mabberley’s list are
effectively already out of date.

There are other examples like the Amaranthaceae/
Chenopodiaceae case and debate needs to
continue within our taxonomic community. As
Surrey Jacobs said “... [I would like to] see some
more convincing data. So far there are several
equally possible solutions with no indication of
which is preferred, mainly because of inadequate
sampling.” Surely it is prudent to take the
precautionary principle. If there is inadequate
information or counter evidence we should not
make changes for the sake of it. We should allow
for a ‘Modified Mabberley’ rather than slavishly
following a system that may not bear up to closer
scrutiny in the near future.
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_Vale Lorraine Cobb
April 1217 1951 — April 51" 2008
Kelly Shepherd and Ryonen Butcher
Western Australian Herbarium

Lorraine (Lori) Cobb passed away on the 5 April
2008 after a courageous battle against pancreatic
cancer. Lori was a talented and passionate botanist
and botanical artist, who made a significant
contribution to the education of many science
students in Western Australia. She was also an
eminently capable identification botanist who
was always willing to share her knowledge of
Western Australia’s diverse flora.

Many will be aware of Lorraine’s work as a
skilled botanical artist (see Publication list). She
initially provided many of the illustrations for
the revision of Part 2 of Blackall and Grieve’s
How to Know Western Australian Wildflowers

and later produced detailed line drawings for
many taxonomic papers published in Nuytsia
and Australian Systematic Botany. The most
notable of these are the meticulous drawings
included with the descriptions of new species
in the tribe Lasiopetaleac (Malvaceae s.l.) by
Carol Wilkins and more recently in the late Jenny
Chappill’s extensive revisions of Jacksonia and
Gompholobium. Sadly, Jenny did not see either
of these treatments published (their completion
only made possible by Carol Wilkins) and Lori
herself passed away prior to the publication of
Gompholobium. Additional illustrations of Lori’s
will appear posthumously in the forthcoming
revisions of Lasiopetalum and Thomasia.
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Lori is survived by her loving husband Noel and
her two sons Matthew and Adam. She will be
sadly missed by many at the Western Australian
Herbarium and the broader botanical community.

Eulogy by Kelly Shepherd, 12t April 2008

I would like to tell you all a little about our
memories of Lori on behalf of the group of
women referred to in some circles as the
‘Herbarium Harem’. We are a close group of
friends that came together as students, and later
as staff working with the late Jenny Chappill, in
the small herbarium on the top floor of the old
Botany Department building at The University of
Western Australia.

I actually met Lori as an undergrad at UWA over
19 years ago when she returned to study part-
time following the birth of her two boys Matt
and Adam. In view of her passion for plants,
Lori decided to do a double major in Botany
and Biochemistry with some Molecular Biology
thrown in for good measure.

My earliest memories of Lori are of her sitting
in the front row of a Botany 200 Lecture
sandwiched between Darren Baumagarten and Pat
Wenham and she was always asking questions.
Actually that is my second memory — the first
is of her snapping her head around to glare and
aggressively “shush” me as I was daring to talk
to Mike Craig during a lecture. I was actually a
bit scared of her at first. As Mike recalls “I have
memories of Lori being very passionate about
what she did. She always worked hard in labs and
was happy to help everyone else there as well.
Mature age students were often a bit intimidating
but Lori wasn’t and through her helping us in our
study, we all realized what a lovely person she
was.” That pretty much sums up how Lori was.
For as long as we have known her she was always
willing to share her amazing knowledge with
others.

Juliet Wege also remembers Lori’s unbridled
interest when she met her during Jenny Chappill’s
first Land Plant Diversity course. And this is
where Lori’s true passion was. Throughout
her degree Lori also worked part-time with
Margaret Lewington and later jenny Chappill
on revising Blackall and Grieve’s famous
How to Know Western Australian Wildflowers,
producing illustrations and constructing keys.
After graduating, Lori continued with this and
also worked as a Lab demonstrator helping Jenny
teach the students about the bewildering diversity
of plants in WA. Lori had an amazing work ethic
and was a natural teacher; patient but also firm.
Ryonen Butcher, who also helped in the labs,
recalls “students would actually wait until Lori
was free before putting their hand up to ask a
question. They always wanted her to help them

Photo supplied by Cobb family

because she was so approachable, explained
things so well, and never made them feel stupid
for asking a stupid question”. But woe betide the
student who just wanted to be given the answer
without thinking for themselves! Lori had little
patience for slackers and airheads. With her quick
and merciless wit she once nicknamed a student
“the empty vessel” because they made so much
noise for so little output. But she was a soft touch
and on student field trips would collect specimens
from difficult to identify groups and then offer
them clandestinely to overwhelmed students
when Jenny wasn’t watching... “Hey... Psssst...
do you need a graminoid monocot?” “How about
a Poaceae?”

Lori then went on to be the First Year co-ordinator
at UWA working closely with Bill Loneragan
and Hai Ngo. After leaving UWA, she began
working as a botanical consultant with Libby
Mattiske and her team in 2001. In usual fashion
Lori took a lot of the new graduates under her
wing, teaching them how to collect and identify
specimens properly. Even in her last months Lori
would still be helping people identify specimens
when she came to the WA Reference Herbarium.
She was always positive and there to give advice
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Fig. Aline drawing by Lorraine Cobb of Lasiopetalum pterocarpum. From: Shepherd,
K.A., Bennett, E.M., Wilkins, C.F. & Sage, L.W. (2006). Lasiopetalum pterocarpum
(Malvaceae s.|.: Lasiopetaleae), a new and rare species from south-

— offering simple solutions for complex problems
about life as well as botanical conundrums!

As many of you know Lori was an intelligent and
strong woman who was forthright and outspoken
and the words ‘brutal’ and ‘honesty’ may come to
mind. We soon learned that Lori basically loved
to argue a point and the more wine involved the
more passionate the discussion. Kris Lemson,
who was Jenny’s first PhD student, recalls
this better than most. It all came to a head one
memorable night at a dinner at Jenny’s house
which Juliet Wege still recalls with widening
eyes... Kris summed it up by saying “we had
a real wing-dinger of a ‘discussion’ — forceful
and loud. For me, that evening was one of the
highlights of our friendship. It really opened
Lori up for me, and we were much firmer friends
afterwards. Although we certainly did not see
eye to eye on some things, I really loved the fact
that Lori would say it how she saw it and stick
by her opinions, always backed by a very cogent
argument. In the same way she would be steadfast
towards her friends — loyal and honest.”

10

In contrast to this honesty we know
Lori could outright lie — usually to
make you feel better. Besides being
an amazing ID botanist Lori was
an outstanding botanical artist. For
some years Carol Wilkins, Eleanor
Bennett and I were working on a
large revision together and Lori was
doing the illustrations. Frequently I
would gather together our notes and
our frankly awful line drawings and
sheepishly give them to Lori thinking
how stunning her pictures would be
in return. I remember one day she
looked at them and said with all the
sincerity she could muster “they’re
getting better you know!” Carol
was often amazed that she would
see features on Lori’s drawings she
hadn’t even noticed on the plant
herself! Carol would go back to the
specimens muttering in quiet disbelief
and low and behold — there it would
be. Lori was always humble about her
excellence and I’'m sure many of the
other botanists here today would also
look at the drawings Lori produced for
their own publications with the same
sense of wonder. The incredible detail
and botanical accuracy of the art work
was always impressive.

In fact ‘impressive’ is a great way to
sum up Lori. She was an intelligent
and strong woman who was fierce
and loyal... but about as tough as
butter on a hot summer’s day. Her
sense of humour, which was too
often wickedly inappropriate, has
brought considerable joy. She was supportive and
encouraging to all those around her, giving her
forthright opinion directly from her heart.

As Kiris said and I’m sure you can all relate “Lori
had a busy and full life, and our opportunities to
see each other over the last 3 years were sporadic.
Nevertheless, she would greet me as if it was
only yesterday that we had seen each other, and
pick up the threads of where we left off without
a hitch.”

She will be greatly missed and I know I will
always think of her with hands on hips with a big
cheeky smile or maybe with her cats about her
ankles, a wine in hand pointing out some plant in
her beloved garden.

Publications that include Lorraine’s

illustrations
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Edgar Dell
November 28" 1901 — April 18" 2008
Greg Keighery
Department of Environment and Conservation, Woodvale, WA

Edgar Dell passed away on April 18, 2008, aged
106. His funeral was attended by many of the
state’s older generation of botanists, naturalists
and zoologists (and also many younger
biologists).

While Edgar Dell is not well known in or outside
the state, his watercolours of Western Australian
wildflowers are a feature of the best known book
on WA wildflowers — West Australian Wildflowers
by C.A. Gardner. He was, probably technically
and artistically, one of, if not the best gouache
watercolourist of Western Australian wildflowers.
With Edgar’s passing one of the last links to the
early history of botany in the state of Western
Australia has gone.

Edgar grew up in England and was from a
family of prominent nurserymen. After World
War I, Edgar became an assistant draftsman and
attended paid night classes in drawing. In order
to further his art career, Edgar travelled to Canada
and worked on a wheat farm in the prairies, for a
summer and autumn, before returning to London
and attending another year of night schooling.

In 1927 he saw an advertisement for workers
in Western Australia. After he had arranged to
emigrate he was offered a position as artist with
Curtis’s Botanical Magazine. However, as he was
already committed, he declined the position.

Edgar worked on orchards and settled on a farm
in Kalamunda, and in the ensuing depression
he experienced tough times, taking any work
available. During this period Edgar was
commissioned by the Western Mail to produce a
series of plates of Western Australian wildflowers
to be included as colour supplements to this
‘farmer’s’ weekly. From 1933 to 1935 130 plates
were included in the Western Mail. These were
accompanied by a series on the animals of Perth
Zoo. Readers avidly collected the plates. One of
these readers was my mother, then a girl on a
farm at Kojonup, who used the plates to identify
flowers on her farm. I was given this set as a
child, when I showed interest in flowers.

WA Newspapers published a full set of these
plates in book form in 1935. Around the same
time 94 of the plates (plus 16 colour photos taken
by Staff photographers) were included in the

11
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book West Australian Wildflowers with text by
C.A Gardner. Seven editions of this book were
prod.uced between 1936 and 1951. In 1959 after
a complete make-over and a size reduction to A5
instead of quarto, the title changed to Wildflowers
of Western Australia. While the number of
Edgar’s plates used varied over the years the
last, and twentieth edition in 1997, included 13
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of his plates. This field guide, continuously in
print from 1935 to 1997, introduced generations
of locals and visitors to Western Australia’s
wonderful wildflowers at least partly through
Edgar’s precise and beautiful paintings.

Interestingly, copies of these guides to Western
Australia’s wildflowers from 1950 to 1960,
suitably boxed and bound, were presented by
the Government of Western Australia, City of
Perth and associated dignitaries to distinguished
visitors. I have acquired three, including one
from the US which the bookseller noted “was a
presentation copy to a Mrs Holt signed by various
people (in fact most of the senior parliamentary
members of the Victorian Liberal Party)”. How
fantastic that a wildflower guide be considered
the best advertisement for Australia and would be
a treasured gift.

Edgar also produced 39 paintings for Poison
Plants of Western Australia by C.A. Gardner,
published in soft cover in 1937. These plates were
incorporated in the much larger book published
in 1956 by Gardner and Bennetts. Anecdotal
evidence notes that the Western Australian
government also commissioned paintings as gifts
to visiting dignitaries.

There has been no retrospective of the work of this
major Western Australian artist. Only one painting
and no biogeographical detail of Edgar were
featured in the Western Australian Art Gallery
retrospective exhibition Wildflowers in Artin 1991
(Gooding, 1991). Sadly no complete catalogue of
his work exists and the status and location of even
the 167 known works are vague (although 80,
those used in the 1959 edition, remain with The
West  Australian
| Newspapers: J.
| Dell pers. comm.).
| This is an artist who
should be better
recognised and well
~J represented in the
§ State collections!
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for Ludwik Dutkiewicz

2" February 1921 — 30" April 2008

Adam Dutkiewicz
Kensington Park South Australia

Ludwik Dutkiewicz was born in a blizzard deep
into winter at Stara Sol, outside Lwow, Poland,
in 1921. After an idyllic life as a child and
unspeakably traumatic experiences during the
war, he and one of his older brothers, Wladyslaw,
found their way to a Displaced Persons’ camp
in Bavaria, where they stayed for four years,
working in a touring theatrical troupe and in
administration.

He migrated to Australia in 1949 and settled in
Adelaide. In 1951 he held a joint exhibition with
Wladyslaw at the Royal South Australian Society
of Arts, after which he was elected Fellow. In
1953 he was awarded the Cornell Prize at the
Contemporary Art Society and won it again in
1954.

He was one of several of South Australia’s
most progressive artists of the era featured in
the film Painting 1950-1955 South Australia.
He exhibited with a selected group in London
in 1954, and was a member of the Adelaide
Group, which showed work in Adelaide,
Sydney and Melbourne until 1957. He was
Vice-President or committee member of the
CAS from 1954-58, and lectured for several
years at the South Australian School of Art.

When Ludwik arrived in Australia he was
an expressionist painter, but soon became a
committed abstractionist. At that time there
was almost no abstract art here, and certainly
none in Adelaide: indeed, he and his brother
pioneered that territory in South Australia. The
brothers were attracted to this area as a reaction
against the kind of art promulgated by the Nazis
in Western Europe and Stalinists in the Eastern
Block. They also believed fine art should be
imaginative and should free itself of tired and
clichéd, representational forms; and that it had
evolved in modern times to expand beyond
illustration of people and their environment.

Ludwik joined the staff of the Botanic Gardens
on 19 February 1953 as a botanical illustrator.
His work in this field was published in
many journals and books, and has received
international recognition. During his final years
in the Botanic Gardens and State Herbarium,
he concentrated on line drawings and his work
features extensively in the early volumes of the
Journal of the Adelaide Botanic Garden, the

fourth edition of The Flora of South Australia
by J.P. Jessop and H. Toelken and, in his year of
retirement, Flowering Plants in Australia by B.
Morley and H. Toelken.

Inthe early 1960s he was a performer and costume
and make-up designer for his brother’s theatrical
troupe, the Art Studio Players, which performed
a number of Australian premieres and explored
The Method on Adelaide stages. From 1964,
Ludwik shifted much of his creative energy into
film, inspired by the filmic theories of Sergei
Eisenstein. He directed Transfiguration, which
featured the music of Anton Bruckner and was
featured in the Sixth Adelaide Film Festival,
it received an AFI award for Best Black and
White Photography and is in the collection of
the Museum of Modern Art in New York. He
made two other films in the mid-late 1960s with
Ian Davidson: Reflections and Time in Summer.
Both were black and white, the latter a feature
film that was selected for presentation at the
Berlin Film Festival.

Ludwik’s artistic output involved a remarkable
dichotomy between the mostly expressionist
and abstract paintings, extending over forty
years and executed in his private time, and the
accomplished botanical illustrations undertaken
as a public servant.

In his personal life Ludwik became more and
more reclusive as he got older. I was fortunate to
share my life with him over the last fourteen years.
It was a journey through which Ludwik taught
me to relax, to look after myself, and to enjoy
some of the good things in life after a frugally
spent youth. It became a long conversation, a
mixture of nostalgia, history, art, cosmology and
philosophy. I learnt much about his early family
life in Poland and experiences during the war
and about the years before I was a fully formed,
observant consciousness.

Ludwik’s generosity enabled me to pursue what
I thought was important in my own life — I was
able to complete under a scholarship my PhD
on art, dedicated to the post-war migrant artists,
which I believe was the definitive study of dozens
of artists who should be regarded as significant
in Australia but who, in the main, have been
marginalised.

Shortly thereafter a new chapter in his life began
when he discovered he had a son, Michael, whose

13
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Fig. Two styles of art occupied Ludwik Dutkiewicz’s time at the Botanic Gardens and State Herbarium, Adelaide. His botanical line drawings
were published, but his water colours received limited display and so far have never been published.

a. Prasophyllum goldsackii in Journal Adelaide Botanic Gardens 1 (1978) 167, fig. 1.

b. Billbergia zebrina, painted in water colour in the mid 1950s, in the Botanic Gardens & State Herbarium collection.

family entered his life and brought with them
different perspectives, joys and achievements.
It was wonderful to hear Ludwik and Michael
enjoying each other’s company, and he loved to
be informed of their problems and successes, and
became very proud of him and his granddaughter.

Ludwik was worried about the state of the world,
about the wars in the Middle East, terrorism,
about the collapse of the environment under
global warming, and the terrible abuse of the
River Murray. He was also appalled by most of
the art he saw in modern times, and disapproved
of its jettisoning of beauty and the technique
required in classical forms.

I had some wonderful times with him, meals and
parties of outstanding celebration and fun. When
I was younger, before I moved in with him, he
often sent me home quite drunk. From the time
of his retirement, in 1983, I had reconnected with
him and visited him regularly. I often took my
friends and girlfriends with me, and we all had
a wonderful time playing snooker, eating and
drinking and telling stories and jokes.

Even as a tiny boy I connected especially well
with him, often laughing so much I would have
an asthma attack. He brought enormous fun and
joy into my life; later on, especially in the last few

14

years there was less fun, more serious discussion
and contemplation. Looking back, I have to admit
he was an extraordinary mentor and positive force
in my life — as he was for all of us who he knew
him as family, friends and colleagues.

I have thought about Ludwik’s infectious
positivity. I think it goes back to his experiences
of war in Poland, and there is no question his
politics were deeply affected by his brief and
horrible experiences in the Soviet Union and of
the Soviet soldiers when he and Wladyslaw were
fleeing from the Communists at the end of the
war. When he arrived in Adelaide, he left Europe
behind as a traumatic memory, and resolved to
draw a curtain on the past and to start anew, to
live and enjoy his new life. He loved living in
Australia, and loved Adelaide, and more than all,
his own home, which he designed himself and
which he hardly left in the last couple of years of
his life.

We loved Ludwik and we loved his spirit. He
was a good and generous man who loved life and
having fun. He was inspirational through his art,
his professional discipline and dedication, and his
attitude to life.

This eulogy, only slightly modified, was presented
by Adam at Ludwik Dutkiewicz’s funeral 6" May
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2008. There were many warm reflections at the
Sfamily wake that followed, as well as a viewing of
two of Ludwik’s short films: Transfiguration and
Reflections.

Adam is a critic, author and publisher on art.
His fourth publication by his publishing house

Moonarrow Press (wWww.moonarrow.com.au) in
the series Modern Art in South Australia, planned
for 2009, is Adventures in Art: The Paintings,
Graphics, Photographs & Films of Ludwik
Dutkiewicz. He also wrote an obituary which
appeared in The Advertiser. Eds.

Ludwik Dutkiewicz at the
Botanic Gardens and State Herbarium, Adelaide: a postscript

Bill Barker
State Herbarium of South Australia

Like many post-war immigrants to Australia
Ludwik Dutkiewicz’s first employment was
peripheral and lowly compared with the
qualifications and experience he had gained in
Europe. He obtained employment at the Botanic
Gardens of Adelaide as a “sign writer and
botanical artist” (Director’s Report, Feb. 1953) and
took over from his predecessor, a Miss Hawson
Clarke, production of both labels and colour
works on plants growing in the living collection
until the 1970s. At some point he began to work
regularly with Hansjoerg Eichler, who joined
the State Herbarium as the new Keeper in 1955,
illustrating taxonomic research. His involvement
grew from a day a week to 3 days and then full-
time under John Jessop in the 1970s. The Botanic
Gardens and State Herbarium archives contain
botanical illustrations and drawings that remain
unpublished.

Which botanist and project Ludwik drew for
seems to have influenced his style. For all the
freedom and flamboyance of his abstracts Ludwik,
in my experience, was meticulous in botanical
illustration. His leaves were drawn in pencilled
rectangles matching length and breadth and he
showed extreme patience with my demands on

illustrations of Euphrasia rendered for my thesis.
The delicate flowers, fixed in FAA, flopped about
and we spent hours getting their orientation right.
But perhaps I was over-demanding! Another
published work, additional to those cited in
Adam Dutkiewicz’s eulogy, is Bob Chinnock’s
(2007) Eremophila and allied genera. In this
work Ludwik’s line art figures extensively. His
renditions of Eremophila are more free in their
presentation. Most were drawn from cultivated
fresh material since Bob had the support of not
only his own plantings but a lively group of
Eremophila fanciers. Ludwik’s colour work was
much freer too, as in the example on the prior
page. Many of us experienced discussions of the
fourth dimension — I probably unfairly observed
that he struggled with the third at times, for I
am uncertain whether that was real or whether
some of his apparently flat artwork related to
instructions to draw pressed specimens exactly as
they were.

Ludwik was “one of life’s characters”. Nothing,
not important event nor lofty person, would
dampen the spontaneity of his shocking humour,
which was invariably accompanied by his
penetrating laughter. His humour, never nasty,
was aimed at promoting as much fun as possible.

Fig. 1. Tea
and cake

at the State
Herbarium,
about 1968.
Clockwise
from left:
Hansjorg
Eichler, Ludwik
Dutkiewicz
(seated),
Kosmyn
Chorney,
Winston
Heading, John
Carrick, Nik
Donner, Judy
Wheeler, Barb
Welling, Joe
Weber (seated
at front).

Ph. Botanic
Gardens

& State
Herbarium.
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Brian (Bill)
August 27" 1913 — May 30™ 2008

lan Hedge
Royal Botanic Gardens, Edinburgh

Brian Laurence [Bill] Burtt died on May 30 2008;
he was 94. He came from Kew to the Royal
Botanic Garden Edinburgh in 1951 and gave much
to the garden, in many ways, for over the next 50
years. His botanical productivity was enormous
and often of major taxonomic importance,
especially in such families as Gesneriaceae
and Zingiberaceae. With a first botanical paper

Fig. 2. Clockwise from top left. a, David Whibley and
Ludwik checking their botany.
b, Ludwik in laughter mode — a mild attack.

Photos Botanic Gardens & State Herbarium.
¢, 1981: Ludwik’s large watercolour poster celebrating
John Jessop’s return from overseas at time of building
eastern herbarium extension and bridge to library: (from
left) Munir Ahmad Abid, John, the building supervisor,
and Noel Lothian with pipe. Ph. Bill Barker

Ludwik started the tradition of supplying
cartoons to celebrate events of workplace and

workmates (Fig. 2c¢). Many of us received
| his caricatures.

| After retirement in February 1983 he began
a new chapter in his life. Those few who saw
him told of his reclusive nature. So it was a
relief to hear how his family relationships
had strengthened as the years went by.

Burtt

. ]
(R

published in 1932 and his last one currently in
press, his publishing life span covered 76 years.
His wife, and co-author of many works on the
southern African flora, Olive Hilliard survives
him.
A newspaper obituary can be found at: www.
independent.co.uk/news/obituaries/b-1-burtt-plant-
taxonomist-846272.html.

Source: Taxacom website

Robert Dunlop (Bob) Royce
1914-2008

Robert Dunlop Royce, Curator of the Western
Australian Herbarium 1960-74 and significant
collector of Western Australian plants, passed
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away peacefully on 10" July 2008, aged 94. He
was born on 14% March 1914.
Kevin Thiele
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Botanical art

With the passing of three artists with connections
to botanical art it seems timely to again draw
attention to the Flockton Award and some very
informative Botanical Art web pages.

If you want to find out more of courses, botanical
art groups, exhibitions etc. in Australia, The
Botanical Art Society of Australia (Web ref. 1)
and the Botanic ART site have lots of information
and links. But if you want to range a little bit
wider, then Peter Neish’s Botanical Artistry pages
also have lots of interest (Web ref. 3) and a more
international flavour.

Web ref. 1: www.botanicalartsocietyaustralia.com/
newsletter.htm

Web ref. 2: www.botanicart.com.au/index.html
Web ref. 3: www.botanicalartistry.com/

Margaret Flockton Awards 2008

First prize of $5000 was awarded to Lesley Elkan
of the Royal Botanic Gardens, Sydney for her
study of Blechnum nudum and second prize went
to Lesley Randall, University of Davis, California
USA, for her Hibiscadelphus distans.

Work by Lucy Smith, Royal Botanic Gardens,
Kew, England (Dioscorea sp. nov.), two studies
by Catherine Wardrop, Royal Botanic Gardens,
Sydney (Indigofera sp. nov. and Cycas nitida) and
second works by Lesley Elkan (Pycnosorus
pleiocephalus) and Lesley Randall (Passiflora
coriacea) were all Highly Commended.

All of these works can be seen on the web site.

The competition is open to all: there is no necessity
to be employed by an institution in order to enter.
Entries are due late January/February each year.

Web ref.: www.rbgsyd.nsw.gov.au/science/Our_resources/
botanical_illustration/margaret_flockton award

The Australian Masters of
Botanical Art

The recently held national exhibition Botanica
2008: The Fruits of our Labour in Sydney,
brought together works by leading botanical
artists from around Australia. Amongst those
who exhibited were Celia Rosser, Jenny Phillips,
Gilbert Dashorst, Betty Hinton, Lauren Black,
Jenny Wilkinson, Beverley Allen, Susannah
Blaxill, David Mackay, Elaine Musgrave,
Deirdre Bean and Fiona McGlynn. Kew Gardens’
illustrator Lucy Smith was the 2008 Botanica
guest artist. Works and biographies of each of the
artists exhibiting can still be seen on the website.

Web ref.: www.rbgsyd.nsw.gov.au/friends/events_
activities/botanica_2008

Northern Territory botanical art
exhibition

In 2006, artists Fiona Hall, Judy Watson,
Winsome Jobling, Deborah Wurrkidj, Marita
Sambono and Irene Mungatopi and photographer
Peter Eve explored the scientific, cultural and
social aspects of indigenous plant species with
traditional knowledge custodians from the Daly
River region and ethnobiologist Glenn Wightman.
The resulting artwork has already been displayed
in Darwin. It is presently on display in Sydney
with another exhibition to be held in Brisbane.

Red Box Gallery at the National Herbarium
of NSW, Royal Botanic Gardens, Sydney.
Saturday 5 July to Friday 15 August, 10 am until
4 pm. Weekdays only.

www.rbgsyd.nsw.gov.au/welcome to bgt/feature stories/
replant_exhibition

Queensland University of Technology Art Museum
30 October 2008 to 18 January 2009

www.artmuseum.qut.edu.au/exhibit/news-event.
jsp?news-event-id=14809

Shirley Sherwood Gallery of

Botanical Art

The new Shirley Sherwood Gallery of Botanical
Art has opened to the public. It is the first gallery
in the world to open year round dedicated solely
to botanical art.

www.kew.org/events/shirley-sherwood-gallery.html

Botanical art exhibition for
ASBS conference-goers

The Friends of the Botanic Gardens of Adelaide
will be hosting an exhibition of the wildflower
art of Jan Woodman, well known to South
Australians for her beautiful collages of the more
delicate plants of our State’s flora. The exhibition
will finish on 30 September half way through the
ASBS National Conference, but those attending
will find the walk through Botanic Park to North
Lodge from the Adelaide University campus
worth the 5 minutes.

The opening of the exhibition will coincide with
the launch of Nature Revealed: an artist’s view
of the wildlfowers of South Australia, a book
featuring Jan’s work over the past 25 years. It is
published by the Board of the Botanic Gardens and
State Herbarium. Much of Jan’s work is supported
by voucher specimens and photographs.

Bill Barker
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Western Australian treasure to
be 100

Katie Syme has informed us that the incredible
Frederica Lucy Erickson (née Sandilands) Hon
D Litt., AM, Cit. WA, FRWAHS, better known as
Western Australian treasure, Rica Erickson, will
turn 100 on August 10, 2008 (Fig. 1).

For those of you unaware of this lady and her
achievements as an author, firstly on botanical
subjects such as Orchids of the West (1951),
Plants of Prey (1958) and Triggerplants (1958)
and later on historical subjects such as the The
Drummonds of Hawthornden (1968) you can visit
the Battye Library web page devoted to her (Web
ref. 1); it chronicles them all, along with all her
other activities. One of her other major roles has
been as botanical artist and examples of her work,
particularly the orchids, triggerplants and plants
of prey, can also be seen on these pages.

Rica was named in 2006 as one of the 100 Most
Influential People ever in Western Australia’s
history by an eminent panel and sponsored by
The West Australian and in 2007 was awarded the
Heritage Council of WA Individual Award.

Congratulations to Rica on achieving this
milestone and on her remarkable life and
achievements.

Web ref. 1: www.slwa.wa.gov.au/erickson/pages/home.
html

Michelin Man™ samphire
named as top plant species

for 2007

Kelly Shepherd and Stephen van Leeuwen’s
Michelin Man™ samphire species, Tecticornia
bibenda, has been named as the plant
representative in the 2007 inaugural Top 10
Species by the International Institute for Species
Exploration. More about this innovative way of
bringing attention to systematic outcomes can be
seen in the Websites of Interest.

ARC seeking views on journal
rankings

On 12th June the Australian Research Council
(ARC) launched a consultation period on a
draft journal rankings list. Journals are one of
the indicators that will be used on a discipline-
specific basis to evaluate research as part of the
Excellence in Research for Australia (ERA)
initiative.
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Fig. 1. Photo of Rika Erickson used for her 100" birthday invitations.
Reproduced with the permisision of the family.

Research outlets are ranked into four tiers (A*, A,
B and C) on the basis of the overall quality that
each has for a particular discipline.

Here’s a selection of mainly systematic journals in
the over 21,000 journals listed, with their rating:

A*

e Annual Review of Ecology Evolution and
Systematics

e Nature

PLoS Biology

Proceedings of the Royal Society of London

Series B

Quaternary Science Reviews

Science

Annals of the Missouri Botanical Garden
Australian Systematic Botany

Perspectives in Plant Ecology Evolution and
Systematics

e Plant Systematics and Evolution

o Systematic Biology

e TJaxon

o Trends in Ecology & Evolution
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B

o Australian Journal of Botany

e Botanical review

o [nvertebrate Systematics

e Journal of Zoological Systematics and
Evolutionary Research

e Linnean Society Botanical Journal

e Review of Palaeobotany and Palynology

o Systematic and Applied Microbiology

e Systematic Botany

Cc

o Austrobaileya

e Botanical Journal of the Linnean Society

e [nsect Systematics & Evolution

o [nternational  Journal  of  Systematic
Bacteriology

Journal of Systematic Palaeontology
Muelleria

Nuytsia

Systematic and Applied Acarology
Systematic Parasitology

Systematic Zoology

Systematics and Biodiversity

Submissions close on Thursday 14 August, 2008.

Website: www.arc.gov.au/era/indicators.htm

ASB Student Prize

Congratulations to Ryonen Butcher of the
Western Australian Herbarium for winning the
Australian Systematic Botany Best Student Paper
award for 2007. Ryonen’s paper, co-authored
with Margaret Byrne and Darren Crayn was a
study of the rare “leafless” Tetratheca species
(Elaeocarpaceae) from the Koolyanobbing area of
Western Australia. Molecular and morphological
study revealed new restricted taxa and also that
“leaflessness” of the taxa concerned is as a result
of convergent evolution.

If you don’t have access to hard copy, there is full
access to this paper on the web, either through the
page giving details of the prize, which is offered
annually, or it can be found in volume 20, issue 2
of 2007.

Web site: www.publish.csiro.au/nid/150.htm

Adelaide welcomes Hugh Cross

Dr Hugh Cross has recently joined the staff
of the State Herbarium of South Australia as
a molecular biologist. Hugh will be working
on several projects as part of this position in
collaboration with herbarium staff to incorporate
molecular genetic data with ongoing research
projects. A major part of Hugh’s research will be
as part of the international collaboration on the
Barcoding of Life, which includes two national
efforts, one to obtain molecular barcodes for
Australian tree species, and another for grasses.

Another component of Hugh’s research will be
in conjunction with the Australian Centre for
Ancient DNA at the University of Adelaide, in
which he will be involved in several projects
involving ancient plant DNA.

Hugh completed his Ph.D. in 2003 at Columbia
University in New York in conjunction with the
New York Botanical Garden. His dissertation
project was on the systematics and origin
and evolution of crops in the genus Sechium
(Cucurbitaceae). He continued systematic work
on the cucumber family in postdoctoral work
at Leiden University in The Netherlands. At
Leiden Hugh also began research in ancient DNA
and established a laboratory there for ancient
DNA research. In addition Hugh worked on
mycological genetics and plant-fungal interactions
at a laboratory he set up at Harvard University.

In addition to his plant systematic research,
Hugh has worked on plant and fungal population
genetics, and on research on ancient and historical
DNA of a range of material, including stomach
contents of mammoth, orchid pollinia collected
from museum collections of insects, and older
museum collections of plants and fungi. He is
looking forward to learning about and doing
research on Australia’s diverse biota, both past
and present.

Draft Climate Change Report

The Garnaut Climate Change Review
commissioned by Australia’s Commonwealth,
state and territory governments to examine the
impacts, challenges and opportunities of climate
change for Australia issued a draft report on July
4th 2008. The final report is due by September
30th 2008 with a supplementary draft report to be
released in late August 2008.

All of these reports with earlier interim reports
are available for downloading on the web site.

Web site: www.garnautreview.org.au/
CA25734E0016A131/pages/hom