UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE,
BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY,
DAIRY DIVISION.
Storrs, Connecticut,U.8.A.July 28,1908.
Prof.P.A.Saccardo,

Padua, Ltaly.

Dear sir:
1 have been working over your species of Penicillium. I find

that P.olivaceum of Wehmer is the same as P.digitatum .IN eciting the
literature of this species you go back to Micheli-plate 81 fig.3,citing
your use of digitatum from Fries,who cites it from Persoon,and it is
also cited from Bulliard and the same authors note also that Linnaeus
in 1753 used the same plate in XxgkXkx Micheli's Genera Plantarum as the
basis of Rucor caespitosus.l have found your material in Mycotheca
italica no.986 in the Herb.of the U.S.Dept.Agr.I am satisfied that I
know therefore what you mean by .this species BX but in using the name
1 am unable to find out whether you based such use upon definite
certainty that this was Monilia digitata according to Fries and Persoon
or not? Was this included in the Herbarium of Micheliﬁ?ln other words,
do we know what Micheli's plate 91 fig.3 really was?if we do,X rules
of nemenclature would make this P.caespitosum(L) ?If we do not know
what Micheli and Persoon worked with,do we not come down to your
material 1881 as referred ‘to in Fungi italicigas the Tirst fuil
description with material known? I would be very muckﬁbliged to” you'1 1)

you would write me your opinion as to the proper use of this name.In a

paper I am just sending in)I am letting it stand a%P.digitatum Sacc.non

Fries What do you think?
Very truly yours,

(Charles Thom).
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