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BOOK REVIEW 
 

INDEX FILICUM SUPPLEMENTUM SEPTIMUM PRO ANNIS 1991-1995.  
R. J. Johns. 1997. Royal Botanic Gardens, Kew. ix + 124 pp. Price £20.00. Softback. 
ISBN 1 900347 26 1.  
 

Index Filicum Supplement 7 has been published less than one year after Supplement 
6, to the delight of all Index Filicum users. Congratulations are due to all at Kew involved 
in its production. Covering five years and consisting of 124 pages, it is the smallest of the 
supplements apart from Supplement 2, from 1913-1916 and with 60 pages. I look forward 
to seeing future supplements appearing on a regular five year basis. 

   In format Supplement 7 follows essentially the style of Supplement 6, unfortunately 
complete with the loathed Addenda, which may have been necessary in the days of 
manual type setting, but is surely an anachronism in the computer era. Users of Index 
Filicum should heed the plea on page viii to send reprints of their papers to Kew and 
perhaps the Addenda will no longer be needed! A convenient change from the 
Supplement 6 format is the setting of invalid names in a distinctive type face so that they 
are very easily recognisable. The term ‘List of species’ used in the Table of Contents in 
both Supplements 6 and 7 is not accurate, nor is the actual heading to this section, 
‘Enumeratio familiarum, genera, specierumque alphabetica’ because it does not take 
infraspecific taxa into account. 

   The Catalogus litteraturae contains some references published before 1991, most of 
which are also listed in the Catalogus litteraturae of Supplement 6, e. g. Burrows, J. E. 
(1990), South African Ferns and Fern Allies, all of R. C. Ching’s publications, and Parris, 
B. S. (1986), Kew Bull. 41(1): 69-70; the new combinations in these works are included 
in Supplement 6, but not in Supplement 7. Holttum, R. E. & Grimes, J. W. (1980), Kew 
Bull. 34(3): 499-516 is listed in the Catalogus litteraturae for both Supplement 6 and 
Supplement 7; in the former supplement all of the new combinations and new species are 
listed while in the latter supplement only the two new species have been included. One 
publication, Holttum, R. E. (1972), Blumea 20(1): 105-126, is listed here and in 
Supplement 5; the new taxa and new combinations appear only in the latter. Another 
example of carelessness occurs in the title of a cited paper; Smith, A. R. & Palmer, D. D. 
(1995), Ctenitis rubiginosa, from Hawaii, belongs in Nothosperma. Amer. Fern J. 85(2): 
63 – for Nothosperma, a non-existent genus, read Nothoperanema! One new 
combination, Zygophlebia longipilosa (C.Chr.) L.E.Bishop, Amer. Fern J. 79(3):109 
(1989): Polypodium longipilosum C.Chr., has been omitted from both Supplements 6 and 
7, although all of the other new taxa and new combinations in the article were included in 
Supplement 6. 

   The Introduction includes a proposed change of format to provide additional data 
for new taxa and new combinations for Supplement 8 (1996-2000) onwards. These will 
include references to illustrations in the publication where the new taxa and new 
combinations are published and information on the type specimens such as collector, 
locality, altitude, date of collection and location of holotype, isotypes and paratypes. 
While any extra information concerning taxa is useful, the location of authentic 
illustrations being particularly desirable, my personal preference is to see other 
improvements to the Index Filicum Supplements, such as removing the Addenda and 
reducing the number of errors. The production of Index Filicum on CD-rom should also 
be a priority, particularly if the Addenda are to become a permanent feature. 
 

B.S. Parris


