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VII.MODERN SYSTEMATICS, A FURTHER BOTANICAT, NOTE.

. As noted in Dr L.G.M.Baas Becking's Postscript to Mr van
Bemmel's article in Chronica Naturae Vol.l04,part 4, the new
systematics has not been entirely neglected by botanists. I -
would like to put a further bvotanical vieuwpoint on. this: -
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subject. Firstly, I suggest that there is no sharp distinction
between the old systematics’ and the new; secondly, I would.
emnphasize that systematlcs of the primary descriptive type are
an esscntial-basis for the new. systematlcs, and that we are.
still a long way from oompleteness 1n our prlmary systematlc
study of Malaysian plunto.i’g . o - ‘

.7 Systensatics of the primary de criotlve the need not be out
of touch with modern scientific thought..The field botanist in
the tropics cannot regard the subject of his study as dead
material. But his first job is to classify his material so that
others may have an inteliigible guide to:it. And he cannot
classify it without .some recognized code of procedure and of
nomenclature., It is true that in the past the choice of the
correct name for a taxonomic group has too often occupied "the'
central position of systematic work"., But to a botanist with

a modern scientific outlook, the search for the correct name

is merely the lsst step in a . study, a step. necessary 1n Order
;to correlate his work with what has ‘gone: before.: e o ‘

Here 'in Malaysis we have an énormous amount still to do .'
before we can have a réasonably complete comparative acgount-
of all the flowering plants existing in dur region, -and only -
when such a full survey is made will the would-~be new systema-
tist know what matérial is available for his study. This pri-
mary survey must be done in the main by the .methods and by the
rules of the 614 systematics, but it can be done 1ntelllgently
and with an eye to the needs of the workers who w111 carry
the study a stage forther. | o e

" The new Flora Malesiana will kelp to show us how Wlde are
tbe gaps in our knowledge. One thing much needed is field -~ ~
collectlng by men with spe01a117ed knowledge. Too much of. the ‘
material in . our herbaria. was gathered casually by people - -.
without such knowledge., Often, in looking .over. such ma% erlal,
one wishes ore could have been there .to collect some addltlonal
specimen to show .further: 51gn1flcant characters. And nobody "
cen estimate how many species have been overlooked from lack
of knowledge and not from lack of opportunlty.. ';-,.., D

I venture to suggest that many acedemlc botanists who ‘have
not been trained in systematics of any kind, do not realize
how large a number of tropical plants have not yet received
adequate study of the traditional trpe, nor how inaccurate .and
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incomplete is some of the morphological information in existing !

monographs. There 1g no need to despise primary systematics., I
wish that more.botanists would lend a hand to. remedy the: .
deficiencies of our basic knowledge of tropical plants. Only
when this is done.-shall we realize the extent of our heritage
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in the wealth and variety of- the plant world,and: its’ potentia11~j

ties for ‘human use.and for the advancement of human knowledge.
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