SUPPLEMENTARY DATA

ltem 1

Invitation, dated October 1886, for botanists to attend the first of five
meetings in London to discuss starting a new botanical journal.
Published with the permission of the Board of Trustees of the Royal Botanic

Gardens, Kew, UK.

Lonvon, 11th Oﬁober.'1886. L

Sir,

- The present time appeating auitahle for
~ the oommencement in thls country of a new and
representative ]oumal of Bota.mca.l Scmnce, it Js_
proposed to hold a preliminary meetmg qf Botaniats' ;

ot '-at 314, P:cca.dllly (O&”u:e of Messrs. Chat""and




ltem 2

Hand written account by S.H. Vines of the second of a series of five
meetings, held on 20 January 1887, to discuss the starting of a new
botanical journal. The meeting was attended by the majority of those who
eventually became founder members of the Committee (Balfour, Darwin,
Gardiner, Scott, Ward and Vines). It gave its agreement to size (abt. 480
pages and 24 plates per volume), types of article (original papers, short notes
index of current literature etc.) and to Balfour and Vines being the editors.
Balfour and Vines were also authorised to ask the Clarendon Press on what
terms it would agree to publish the new journal which, at the time, was called
The Journal of Botanical Science. Published with the permission of the Board

of Trustees of the Royal Botanic Gardens, Kew, UK.

See next page.
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Item 3

Letter dated 20 January 1887 written by Isaac Bailey-Balfour and Sydney Vines
inviting Oxford University Press to publish a proposed new botanical journal to
be named Journal of Botanical Science. The text has been taken from an on line
version of F.O.Bower’s book “Sixty Years of Botany in Britain 1875 - 1935” (Bower, FO
1938. Sixty years of botany in Britain, vii + 112. Macmillan, London.

(http://www.archive.org/stream/sixtyyearsofbota029779mbp/sixtyyearsofbota029779m

bp_djvu.txt). Accessed 14 March 2014.

See next page
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LONDON, Jany 20, 1887.
to the Secretary to the Delegates of the Oxford University Press.

SIR,
We are instructed by a representative meeting of Botanists held this day, to communicate to you the following
information as to a proposed new botanical Journal, with the view of its being laid before the Delegates.

It has come to be generally recognised that there is at present a definite demand for a new botanical Journal, in
addition to the existing means of publication of botanical memoirs and general botanical information, and for
some months past a movement has been on foot for the purpose of establishing such a Journal. It will be seen,
from the list of the proposed editorial staff given below, that the movement is supported by an important
majority of the University teachers of Botany in this country, as well as by teachers in America. Promises of
assistance and support have also been received from a number of Botanists whose names do not appear in the
subjoined list.

As the result of careful consideration, it has been decided to start the proposed Journal on the following lines:

1. The Journal shall not be published at stated intervals. But when-ever, in the opinion of the editors, there is
sufficient material, a number shall be issued.

2. The form of the Journal shall be large octavo. Each volume shall average about 480 pages, and about 24
plates.

3. The numbers issued in one year shall, for the present, be not more

than sufficient to constitute a volume.

4. It is proposed that subscriptions shall be invited, and that the subscription price of a volume shall be about 21/-

5. The matter to be published in the Journal shall consist of: (a) Original papers. (b) Reviews and reports on the
progress made in the various departments of Botany also Historical notices. (c) Short notes, and letters on
botanical subjects. (d) Index of current literature.

6. The Journal shall be conducted by the following editorial staff: Editors: Dr. I. B. Balfour, Professor of Botany
in the University of Oxford. Dr. S. H. Vines, Reader in Botany in the University of Cambridge. With the co-
operation in England of: Mr. F. O. Bower, Professor of Botany in the University of Glasgow. Mr. F. Darwin,
University Lecturer in Botany, Cambridge. Dr. A. Dickson, Professor of Botany in the University of Edinburgh.
Mr. W. T. Thiselton-Dyer, Director of the Royal Gardens, Kew. Mr. W. Gardiner, Demonstrator of Botany in the
University of Cambridge. Mr. W. Hillhouse, Professor of Botany, Mason's College, Birmingham. Mr. George
Murray, British Museum. Dr. D. H. Scott, Assistant Professor, Normal School of Science, South Kensington.
Mr. H. Marshall Ward, Professor of Botany, Cooper's Hill Engineering College. Professor W. Percival Wright,
Professor of Botany, Trinity College, Dublin; and in America of: Dr. W. G. Farlow, Professor of Botany,
Harvard University.

7. It is proposed that the title shall be 'The Journal of Botanical Science'.

Throughout the proceedings the desire has been expressed that the Journal in question should be intimately
associated with the Universities, not only as regards the editing, but also as regards the publication. We therefore
address ourselves to you, in the first instance, as the representative of the University Press which has already
done so much to promote the interests of Botanical Science in English-speaking countries, in the hope that the
Delegates of the Oxford Press may be willing to identify themselves with this further effort in the same direction.
We shall be much obliged if you will kindly take the earliest opportunity of bringing this letter to the notice of
the Delegates, and of ascertaining from them whether or not they may find it possible to engage in such an
undertaking. In case they should take a favourable view of the matter, we should be glad to be informed, as soon
as may be convenient, what would be the conditions upon which the Delegates would be prepared to act. Please
address your reply to Professor Balfour, who will be very glad to give the Delegates any further information
which they may desire.

We are,

SIR,

Yours faithfully,

(signed) ISAAC BAYLEY BALFOUR.
SIDNEY H. VINES.



Item 4

Entries in the Order Book of the Delegates of Oxford University Press
showing their responses to a letter sent by Balfour and Vines (see Item
3) asking the Press to consider publishing their proposed new botanical
journal. Reproduced with the permission of the Oxford University Press

Museum Archive.

See next page
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Item 5

Final version of the promotional prospectus for the Annals of Botany

sent out to prospective subscribers by the Clarendon Press in May 1887.

Published with the permission of the Board of Trustees of the Royal Botanic

Gardens, Kew, UK.

[ The first number is now published. ]

Crakexpos Priss, OxpoRD-

May, 1887

CANNALS O BOTANY”

DEeak SiR,
IT is proposed to publish from time to time under the above title original papers.
Ji Ty il d, on subj pertaining to all branches of Botanical Science.
including Morphology, Histology, Physiology, Falot . Pathology, Geographical
Distribution, Economic Botany and Systematic Botany and Classification; also
articles on the History of Botany, reviews and criticisms of botanical works, reports of

progress in the different departments of the Science, short notes and letters. A record
of botanical works published in the English Language will be a special feature.

The form of the ANNALS will ble that of the well-known * Quarterly Journal
of Microscapical Science,” and every effort will be made to secure for it that exccllence
in the Flfustrations which characterises the * Quarterly Journal.”

The A¥NaLs will be printed and published by the Delegates of the Oxford
University Press, a fact which is in itsell a guarantee of the care with which the printing
and illustration will be executed. They will be edited by PROFESSOR BAVLEY
BALFOUR, of the University of Oxford; by DR. VixEes, Reader in Botany in the
University of Cambridge; and by Prof. W. G. Farlow, of Harvard University,

Massachusetts, U. 5. A,

“volume will be one guinea, and subscribers will receive

following Botanists have already promised their support
support.

1 In Britain:—J. G-
r Kew: Ao W. Hennett, London; Professor F. 0, Bower, G

lasgow ancis
Darwin, Prafessor A. Dickson, Edinburgh :
w. T, Thiselton Dyer, Kew; Walter Gardiner, Cambridge ; P

Cambridge; F. V. Dickins, London ;
rofessor Marens Hartog,
Cork; Rev. George Henslow; Thomas Hick, Manchester; Professor Hillhouse,
sgham ; Sir J. D. Hooker; Professor W. R. Macnab, Dublin; Dr. J. Macfarlane,
Edinburgh ; Dr. M- T. Masters, London; George Murray, London; F. Oliver, Kews
Wwilliam Phillips, Shrewsbury; C. B. Plowright, King's Lynn; M. C. Potter, Cam-
e v H. Seott, London; Professor James W. H. Trail, Aberdecn:
Professor H. Marshall Ward, Cooper's Hill; Professor W. C. Williamson, Man-
chester; Professor E. Perceval Wright, Dublin, In America:— Professor Asa Gray,
Cambridge, Massachusetts, U. S. A

Intending ibers are requested to fill in and sign the subjoined form, and
forward it as soon as possible to “The SECRETARY To THE DELEGATES, Clarendon
Press, Oxford.”

C ications from intending ik should be add d to the Editors at
the Clarendon Press, Oxford.

‘We are, dear Sir,
Yours very faithfully,
THE EDITORS.

“ANNALS OF BOTANY."

Please send e, as published, ﬁe Val. I. of * ANNALS OF BOTANY" at
_r&ﬁhqf.,ﬁru,h.m : ; Lo R ¥




Item 6

The 1899 Crisis. A letter from Isaac Bailey-Balfour (Director of the Royal
Botanic Garden, Edinburgh and principle editor of Annals of Botany) to
Frederick Bower (Regius Professor of Botany, University of Glasgow and a
founder member of the editorial committee) dated 9™ February 1899. It
contains a description of an incident at the 1899 Annual Meeting of the Annals
of Botany Committee, held at The Royal Society’s rooms on Piccadilly,
London on 27 January 1899 when Sydney H. Vines (Sherardian Professor of
Botany, Oxford University and second editor and de facto manager of Annals
of Botany) walked out in vexation at comments made by W.T. Thisleton Dyer
(Director of the Royal Gardens, Kew and a founder member of the editorial

committee). The incident culminated in the resignation of Vines.

See next 4 pages
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Goiss!

2

idontial

LB
Pl &

Pth, February, 1899.
My dear Bower,
Many thanks fto you for sipning Tagg's paper,

We is very pgrateful,

¥ou will doubtless have received from Vines his

Cirecular relating te the arﬂﬁers of the Annals., This is the
conasequence of our lieseting. I ehall be very glad to hear what
you have to say upon the metter, I have bren in correspondence
with Vines dwing the past week upon this,
¥y view of the whole pesition is thig:-
1st. We all recognise that Nyer is not what you would

call gentle in hisg eriticisms.

tdition o haalth which makes him very sensitive to eriticism.

drd. There has been growing up for years a hostile
feeling between Vines and Dyer.
These are three general elsments of trouble upon
which we are 211 agreed I helieve.
Fow as to the speclal incident:- After our

routine business wng over Nyver raised a auesticn sbhout the
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- S
A relative responsibility amongst the Fditors for
'_._h - the editing of the Amnnals, The auestion reall
Ny
| S f
|

came up over some paper that he wanted put in.

However the main point was that he wanted to kn
whether or not Seott

rould aecept & paper for the Annals witho

F- direct reforence to Vines” The onestion was anite legitimate.

' I think It gould haxa been rut in a very mncﬁ nieer and less

eliimed eny agsumption of auttoeratic

nd that o ht to have settled the matter, but before we

gﬂ&.’. further Vines loat centrol of himself anc left the room.
w g&t him back and I thought we had mag,ed te clore the in-

=

ﬁiﬂ@ﬂ&. Hamaver as you will know Vines has not looked at it in
; ﬁ&g& Iight. " T tell you all this because you were not at the

T have done my best to persnade Vines to let the

mattor drop but he is determined to meke a erisis of it, J

that really what is naeded in erder to secure harmony at our

18 better relationshirs between him and Dyer. It door
appear to me that our Committae as a Commitfee can Go much

thie way. Tt is auite Impesaible for us to think of putting
 restraint upon business at our Veeting

8 ané T do not see how wa
poeeibly eontroel the method of Baying what has to be said of

I foveral members, Then ajain I do not see how we oan Hurn
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o out of the Committee anyone who has simply on
the grounds rut his points in a cisagreeanble
manner.,
Vines tells me he wounld be glad iT he eould
establish a modus v;venﬁi but he gives us very little ftime fo
do it when he says that his resignation will be final in a fors-
night's time unless we do something. Te ‘syopests that we should

“have a Meeting I TOnAcn OF Mo renrities ang ne lsowrritm o

!

ct?me up and pl ve any exy'anations but I do not see how thie
would do any pood. Tt would 'simply raiss tg;’ﬁﬁﬁla question
apein in o worse form. We ca not have sich o Meeting unless
Dyer v iy there and what %oulﬁ be the use of us fitting at a
table with Dyer on the one =ide and Vines on the other Wrangling
over a matter which is at bettom one for themrelves to set right.
I have written to vigas suggesting that ha should
légéa the matter alone until the next Meeting of the Annals.
Ry sudhja postponement we mizht have some opportunity - it is

Lo e g e e P e
perhape a Iorlorn here - of establiching a better feeling bet-

ween the two men.

I shall be glad however %0 hear what you have fo
say about the matter. It is & painful thing at bast and I
wish we had it settled.

I am hoping te hear from Seott what his view of
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Item 7

Letter from Isaac Bailey-Balfour (Director of the Royal Botanic Garden,
Edinburgh and principle editor of Annals of Botany) to W.T. Thisleton
Dyer (Director of the Royal Gardens, Kew and a founder member of the
editorial committee) dated 12" February 1899. It relates to Balfour's
attempts to reconcile differences between Dyer and another founding editor
Sydney Howard Vines that threaten the operation of the Journal. The letter is
notable for telling Dyer that his blunt manners do “... not tend to soothe
irritation” but, on the other hand, contains some remarkably sycophantic

phraseology.

See next page
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Copy.

Royal Rotanie (Garden,
12th. February, 18939.
My dear Byer,

I always envy your fluency in writing and the aptness
of phrase with which you convey your meaning. Your letters, wtitten
current £ calamo, have all the finished structure of literary style
that makes mevwish your pen were not condemned to the memoranda and
correspondence of officiml work but found an outlet in scientifie
essays which would serve as instructive models to the younger botan-
ists of the day, whose contributions to typography are mostly what you
rightly eall rigmarcles.

Your last letter which immediately prompts the Tore-
going 1s refreshing.

Vines has made a gnév{ous mistake in issulng his cir-
cular letter. It is, as you say a challenge, but is really ex
curia. What lies at the boltom of the whole thing is not the mere
inecident of the Annals Meeting but the pgrowing irritabllity of Vines
along with the increasing loosening of the bonds of friendship bat-
ween him and you. Whieh of these twg things 1s cause and which
effect I do not know, but they are alike regrettable, and I wish very
much we could restore something like the old relationships that ex-
isted between you. A11 the members of the Annals Committee wish
the same I am sure. But it ie absurd for Vines to say to the Com-
mittee unless you compel me and Dyer to be hetter friends T shall
resign Editorship of the Annals! It conecerns us all that there
should be this hestillity and we would do anything possible to remove
it but the matter ie one primarily of control in the individuale
themselves, In the business ¢f the Annals there has not been any-
thing that need have cansed the trouble that has arisen. I do not
remember any question being raiesd at any of our Ehetings that was
not strietly relevant and legitimate. I have told vou before now
thatrrour eriticismes are sometimes put with a directness which does

not tend to soothe itritation if it exists and you do 'rub it in'
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¥hen the 'galled jade winces,' yet, whilst T think vour point might
at times be otherwise put, I am not prepared to maintain that your
'gentlest wooing' would in the circumstancds have other than the

same effect and so long as Vines exhibits such an extraordinary over-
sensitiveness to eriticism. I have said all this to Vines during
the past week in ; coplous corvespondence, Ye only reecognises in
his sensitiveness another reason for his resignation. I dont so
regard it for I think it is not necessarily permanent, but is a con-
sequence of his 111 health at Oxford. I have done all I can to
persuade him to reconsider his position for as T have told him I fail
to see what the Committee can do for him. The obwvious suggestion

in his cirgular letter is the alternative of pagging the Committes

or reconstituting it. Both of these I have sald are out of the
question. He has suggested we should have &g Meeting at which he
could make explanations - I am not yet tired of 1life and dont wish

to refurnish the R. 5. rooms - soc I should not attend that Meeting,.
What he expects he tells me iz some expression of opinion from the
Committee as a body and he awaits that. Falling any action by the
Committee his resigmtion will'bscome definitive by default.' I
confess that it seems to me he puts the Committee in & somewhat un-
tﬁér position. It is heads I win and talls you lose for him. I
dont want to see him go for he has managed finenclally the Annals well
after dropping the really expensive bits of the Journal - Stodgy it
is getting I agree with you and I would like much to see some vigor-
ous all round papers in it as a relief to the pure laboratory
structural detail, but that could be altered even with him 25 acting
editor - but I cannot for the life of me see how we can do what he
asks, It has occurred to me that by way of letting him down easily
Scott and I might as Coeditors take up the work if he lays it down
on the ground of his 111 health - for I think we may consclentiously
say Vines muzt have been 111 at the last Committee Meeting - and allow
any noﬁica of the condition of affairs to bhe brought up at the next

Annual Meeting in February 1800, This {2 I think guite within our
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Ne! Wo! It is awfully kind of you to offer me tha
Annals but I am no' going to deprive you of 1it. We have & complete
copy in the Garden Library a&s you have and that is all that is
necessary. It is most generous of you to think of what you pro-
posed.

If there 1s as you say - and I quite believe it -
wirepulling in these Presidentship affairf then I should say the
Council l1istg of the BE.A., Tor the next two years should be bﬂrefully
looked at - there are vacancies to be filled every year are there
not? See that your friends are put in!

My wife and I hope we may be able teo vislit you apaln
gt Kew - but I doubt if it will be this year. We are looking for-
ward to seesing Lady Thiselton Dyer and you here although we may not
be @ le to fulfil all the expectations your exalted notion of our
'Palace' begets,

I freely confess that in Botanlie @arden administration
I am & humble follower -Jlongo interwelilo - of you. I should have
been very 'dull at the up tak' had I visited Kew so often as I have
done without absorbing some of the ideas whieh you have put into
execution a2t Kew and if - @s I think is the case - this Garden has
been improved during the past few years I camnnot forget that we have
profitted by Kew not merely in the lead shown us in the working of
the Garden but also and emphatilecally in the support you have given
from the first in convineing the Government of the real character amnd
position of the Garden and thus enabling us to acquire something of
the status in 1ts eyes we Jjustly deserve.

Yes out plant houses are a perpetual joy and we bless
you repeatedly, and out fur ther works will I hope be equally good.

I suppose it is the inspiration I have derived from Kew which belngs
about the eoincidenece, but do you know that sketch suggestion for
houges in pur yard is very much'what we have drawn out and are about

I hope to get. There 1s no doubt that houses each one for a group -
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small and inexpensive are the best for medern plant growlng. I
went to Rochefords before I left London - it is a wonderful sight -
20 acres under glass.
Brett I find is wvery sympathetic and sc far has done
what I want here, but you know I am always a bit nervous when gour
____wants are promised pron your own presentation. Primrose perhaps went
tooc much into details on the othsr hand, but there is a medium ecourse
that is more comfortipg.
However I wont sup sorrow - but hope we shall go on as
we have begun.
It is eurious that we are to have an English -
man sent down to manage our parks whilst we from Scotland supply you
with the leaders on both sides of the House of Commons. We of course
can afford to allow England some such subordinate posts especlelly
as Lord Roseberry as premisr is so soon to complete the Scot's
triumvirate in Landanf
It will not be surprising if the 1900 Paris Exhibition
takes the form of & reign of terror,
Yours ever,

(sgd) Isaac Bayley Balfour.
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Item 8.

The Minutes of the 1901 Annual Meeting of Annals of Botany paid this
fulsome and touching tribute to SH Vines who resigned as an editor at
short notice early in 1899 after a bitter falling-out between Vines and
Dyer (The 1899 Crisis). Vines delayed resigning from the Committee until

1902.

See next page
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ANVALS OF BOTANY COMMITTRE.

Meeting in the Rooms of the Roval Socilety.

Wednesday, January 23rd, 1901. 4£.30 p.n,

Present: Balfour (in the Chair), Gerdiner, Scoti, Darwin, Ward.

1.

Apologies from Dyer and Hower.

Minutes of the Meeting 350.1. 00 read.

The followins form of minute of recognition of the ser-
vices of Professor Vines as Wditor was adopted,
and Balfour was requesied to corrminicate it to
‘hindi=
"The Committee having unanimously resclved
to place upon record in the Minutes an expression
of thanks to Professor Vines for his long services
as Fditor, and of the regret which his rebtirement
evokes, this expression takes the following form:-=
In deference o the wish of Professor Vines
the Committee of Annals of Botany acquiesces with
reluctuance in his relinguishing the duties of acting
Fditor, At the same time the members of the
Comnittee desire to record their appreciation
of his long services in the vpromotion of the suc-
éess of the Annals. They recall that Professor
Vines assumed the task of acting Rditor at a moment -
in the fortunes of the Annals when the expenditure
ineidens to its inception and continuance upon the
lines projected in the first instance was a cause
of some anxiety to the Committee and when careful
hugbanding of resources was essential to success.

7o the skill with which Professor Vines steered

20
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the Annals through the struggling period of its
youth to its establishment, its present satisfac-
tory position is emphatic and the best tribute;
and the regret which the members of the Committee
feel in receiving and sccepting the resignation
Professcr Vines tenders is enhanced by its taking
effect at the moment when that era 6f prosperity,
towards which he worked, is apparently opening

to the Annals",
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Item 9 List of those who have served the Annals of Botany as members of The Management Committee (until 1903) or as members of
the Annals of Botany Company (the Journal's owners and managers since 1903) and as editors between 1887 and 1936 inclusive. During
this time all the editors except the editor for America were members of the Management Committee or the Company. From 1903 this was called
The Annals of Botany Company. which, by constitution, comprised up to ten members. Not all Committee or Company members were active
editors and were referred to in the frontof the Journal as “Other Botanists™.

The Management Committee 1887 - 1903 Start date Finish date Principal roles

Sir Isaac Bayley Balfour FRS 1887 n/a Prineipal initiator and Chairman

Frederick Orpen Bower FRS Ditto n/a Commuttee member

Sir Francis Darwin FRS Ditto n/a Commnuttee member

Sir William Turner Thiselton-Dyer FRS Ditto n/a Committee member

Walter Gardiner FRS Ditto n/a Comnuttee member

Dukinfield Henry Scott FRS Ditto n/a Commuttee member

Sydney Howard Vines FRS Ditto 1899 Committee member.

Hartry Marshall Ward FRS Ditto n/a Committee member

Members of the Annals of Botany Company

1903 - 1936 Start date Finish date

Sir Isaac Bayley Balfour FRS 1903 1912 Chairman of the Annals of Botany Company
Frederick Orpen Bower FRS Ditto 1937 Company member

Sir Francis Darwin FRS Ditto 1925 Company member

Sir William Turner Thiselton-Dyer FRS Ditto 1917 Company member

Walter Gardiner FRS Ditto 1919 Company member

Dukinfield Henry Scott FRS Ditto 1933 Vice-Charrman from 1903 - 1912 and Chairman 1913 -1933
Hartry Marshall Ward FRS Ditto 1906 Company member

Sir John Bretland Farmer FRS 1903 n/a Company member and Treasurer from 1921
Francis Wall Oliver FRS 1904 n/a Company member

Sir Albert Charles Seward FRS 1904 n/a Company member and Company Chairman from 1934
Sydney Howard Vines FRS 1911 1921 Company member

Sir Arthur Willam Hill FRS 1917 n/a Company member

William Henry Lang FRS 1919 n/a Company member

Vernon Herbert Blackman FRS 1921 n/a Company Member

Felix Eugen Fritsch FRS 1926 n/a Company member

Sir Arthur GeorgeTansley FRS 1934 n/a Company member

Listed as Editors in the Journal 1887 - 1936



Listed as Editors in the Journal 1887 - 1936

Sir Isaac Bayley Balfour FRS

Sydney Howard Vines FRS

William Gilson Farlow

Sir William Turner Thiselton-Dyer FRS

Dukinfield Henry Scott FRS

Sir John Bretland Farmer FRS
Roland Thaxter

Francis Wall Oliver FRS
Vernon Herbert Blackman FRS
Arthur Johnson Eames

1887
1887
1887
1891

1893

1906
1907
1912
1921
1933

1912
1899
1906
1892

1933

n'a
1932
n'a
n/a
n/a

First named editor

Second named editor and manager

Editor for America

Third named editor

Third named Editor 1893-1899, second named editor 1900 -
1912,

first named editor 1913-1921, third named editor 1914-1933
Named editor from 1906 effectively lead editor from 1912 to
1921

Editor for America

An editor from 1912

Lead Editor from 1921

Editor for America
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