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Most readers will probably be aware of the on-going Acacia generic name issue. In a nutshell, Orchard & Maslin (2003) proposed to change the type of Acacia from an African species (A. nilotica) to an Australian one (A. penninervis). Following a robust debate in literature and elsewhere the matter was assessed by the duly appointed committees of IAPT (i.e. the then-called Committee for Spermatophyta
 and the General Committee) who both recommended acceptance of the proposal with the required 60% majority. The General Committee’s recommendation was subsequently discussed at the Nomenclature Session of the 17th International Botanical Congress in Vienna, 2005, and following a vote the recommendation was upheld; the matter was then ratified at the Plenary Session of the IBC and Acacia with a conserved type is now included in the Vienna Code. Details of this history are on the WorldWideWattle website (web ref. 1). Following the IBC some people opposed the Vienna outcome, focusing their attention on the way the vote was taken at the Nomenclature Session, not on the substance of the original conservation proposal; their intention is to challenge the decision at the Melbourne IBC in July 2011. The paper by Moore et al. (2010) presents these views. The paper by McNeill & Turland (2010) explains the processes adopted in Vienna and recommends that the correct way forward for those objecting to the outcome would be to make a counter conservation proposal to again move the type. This recommendation has not been taken up and the scene appears to be set for an ‘interesting’ discussion in Melbourne. Most recently Thiele et al. (2011) summarized the issues involved and concluded that (1) the “Vienna process was fundamentally sound, and that continuance of this argument in its current form is damaging to the international nomenclatural consensus”, (2) “that reversing the decision except through standard processes would set a dangerous precedent and would, in the long term, encourage nomenclature by pressure group rather than nomenclature by due process” and (3) “the decision should stand and the world should move on.”. These are sentiments that I fully endorse. 
There are significant nomenclatural, and thus practical, consequences associated with the resolution of this matter. 
· If the original Vienna decision is upheld then the name Acacia will continue to be applied to the 1000+ species (almost 1300 taxa) that occur naturally in Australia, many of which are extensively cultivated and otherwise grown, or occur which occur as significant environmental weeds, in numerous countries around the world. A number of these species form the backbone of a multi-billion dollar forest-product industries, particularly in southeast Asia and South Africa. Outside Australia 163 species of the former Acacia subg. Acacia will be known as Vachellia; 83 of these species occur in Africa (Thiele et al. 2011). As will be discussed below, there has already been some uptake of the name Vachellia.
· If the Vienna decision is overturned then, at present at least, the name Racosperma will need to be applied to the 1000+ native Australian species and the industries that are based upon them. Furthermore, we will be faced with a double-whammy because the terminations for a large number of the species and infraspecies names will also need to change, e.g. Acacia pycnantha (the official Australian national flower) would become known as Racosperma pycnanthum. The 163 species referred to above would then become known as Acacia. 

ASBS readers need to be mindful that in the event of a challenge occurring at the Melbourne IBC, then decisions affecting the fate of Acacia will most likely be determined by votes cast at that meeting. How things will exactly play out at Melbourne is unknown
 but vote numbers will undoubtedly be important. Each person attending the Nomenclature Session has one vote, institutions also have voting rights (numbers of votes vary between institutions) and institutional votes can also be deployed through the use of proxies. With this in mind it is not surprising that Thiele et al. (2011) advised that people “should vote carefully and with due deliberation.”
It is not my intention here to recount in great detail all the issues and arguments relating to this contentious matter because these have been adequately covered by the papers referenced above. However, in view of the likely importance of vote numbers at the Nomenclature Session, there are a few points that I wish to make in the hope that at least some Members of this Society will be convinced to provide appropriate support at that meeting
.
The uptake of Vachellia since 2005

There have been a number of workers from a variety of disciplines who, despite the arguments of those who objected to the outcome, have accepted the umpire’s decision at Vienna and have adopted the name Vachellia. The following are some examples of this usage.  

Taxonomic combinations have now been made for all the relevant species in the Americas (52 species) and Australia (9 species), and for some (14 species) in the African/Asian region (see Banfi & Galasso 2008, Clarke et al. 2009, Glass & Seigler 2006, Hurter & Mabberley in Mabberley 2008, Kodela & Wilson 2006, Seigler & Ebinger 2005 and 2010). This means that names are now available in Vachellia for half the species of that genus. 
The name Vachellia has been adopted in many publications since 2005, including flora treatments, field guides, scientific research papers and books. Significantly, Vachellia has been accepted in Mabberley’s plant-book (2008) which is a primary reference source for the correct names of vascular plant genera and families of the world. Vachellia has also been used (instead of Acacia) in some recent reviews, catalogues, field guides and Floras from South America (e.g. Forero & Romero 2009, Garwood & Tebbs 2009, Hotche et al. 2008, Ojeda-Manjarrés & Carbonó-Delahoz 2009 and de Queiroz 2009), central America (Garwood, N. C. & M. Tebbs (2009), Australia (Purdie et al. 2008), and will be adopted in the forthcoming Flora d'Italia (Pignatti in prep.). A number of recent molecular genetic papers dealing with the phylogeny of Acacia sens. lat. have adopted Vachellia, e.g. Brown et al. (2008), Murphy et al. (2010), Newmaster & Ragupathy (2009) and Bouchenak-Khelladi et al. (2010). The last-mentioned of these papers is significant to the present discussion because the authors were South African. Scientific and applied publications dealing with a range of topics have also accepted Vachellia, e.g. Willmer et al. (2009: ants), Jackson (2009: spiders), Navie & Adkins (2008: environmental weeds of Australia), Adair et al. (2009: biological control of invasive acacias) and Bowman et al. (2010: biogeography).

Vachellia has also been used in a range of web-based resources, for example: (1) Information brochure relating to biosecurity and woody weeds in Australia (web ref. 2), (2) interactive key to the ‘acacias’ of the New World (web ref. 3); and (3) the Australia Plant Census which provides a list of currently accepted names for the Australian vascular flora (web ref. 4).
Species numbers

When assessing conservation proposals such as that of Orchard & Maslin (2003) one of the important criteria used by the Nomenclature Committee for Vascular Plants for assessing the impact of proposed name changes is the numbers of species that will be affected. As has already been noted, if the Vienna decision is overturned in Melbourne then there are 1000+ Australian species that will have to be called Racosperma (if indeed, this is a legitimate name) while c. 160 pan-tropical, largely non-Australian species will be called Acacia. Put another way, the decision in Vienna resulted in the name Acacia being retained for 72% of the former genus (i.e. Acacia sens. lat.) whereas if the decision is overturned then the name Acacia will be retained for a mere 11% of Acacia sens. lat.
Because this debate often focuses on Australia vs African species it is instructive to look at differences between these two continents with respect to species numbers. There are about 80 species of ‘Acacia’ (following the Vienna decision these should be called Vachellia) in Africa and 1020 species of Acacia in Australia (Thiele et al. 2011). These figures show that Australia has about 14 times as many Acacia species as does Africa. This point was originally made by Brummitt (2004) when he delivered the reasons why the Spermatophyta Committee voted in favour of the Orchard & Maslin (2003) proposal to conserve Acacia with an Australian type. Since the 2005 Vienna Congress 43 new Australian taxa of Acacia have been described (37 species and 6 subspecies) with another seven new species currently in press. To put these numbers into perspective it will be seen that in the past six years the number of just new Acacia taxa described for Australia exceeds half the total number of Acacia species that occur on the entire African continent! Furthermore, many more new species for Australia await description; conservatively I would estimate that number to be around 100. The above not only emphasizes the incredible richness of Acacia in Australia but also vindicates the decision by the Spermatophyta Committee to recommend the retypification of the genus with an Australian species in order to preserve the name Acacia for the demonstrably much larger group.
Economic matters

The impact on industry and commerce is another of the important factors that the Nomenclature Committee for Vascular Plants must take into account when making its decisions. Unlike African acacias there are a numerous Australian Acacia species that are extensively cultivated or otherwise utilized in many countries around the world. Excellent overviews and documentation of the global commercial and applied importance of the Australian species of Acacia are provided by Midgley & Turnbull (2003) and Griffin et al. (in press). The following points are relevant to the present debate.
Since 2005 the name Acacia has become more firmly embedded in the world of commerce. In international trade the names 'Acacia Wood' or simply 'Acacia' are now used to brand furniture and other wood products made primarily from plantation-grown Australian Acacia, in particular A. mangium and some close relatives (web ref. 5). This industry is centered on Southeast Asia (most notably Indonesia, Malaysia and Viet Nam) where there exists about 2 million hectares of Acacia plantations producing about 36 million cubic metres of wood fibre annually. This wood is worth over US$900 million to the growers or over US$7 billion as finished products (S. Midgley, pers. comm.). Indonesia is by far the largest producer of Acacia pulp, producing an estimated 3.3 million metric tonne worth $US2.7B at current market price (Griffin et al., in press). Changing the name Acacia will have potential negative impacts relating to marketing, product branding and commercial contracts in these operations; also technical manuals for plantations and pulp mills will need to be revised. As most of these commercial costs will need to be carried by the developing countries of Asia it is but one demonstration that this Acacia generic matter is not just about Africa vs Australia! 
Australian Acacias are also commercially important in a number of countries outside of Asia. For example, in South Africa, Brazil and India there is an estimated 600 000 ha of A. mearnsii grown in plantations for tannin (Griffin et al., in press). This species was characterized by Roux et al. (2000) as “The most profitable forestry species in South Africa…”. Acacia saligna is widely cultivated around the world for fodder and a wide range of other purposes (web ref. 6). This species is also a significant environmental weed in many countries, including South Africa where considerable resource is devoted to its control and eradication. As discussed by Ratnayake & Joyce (2010) Australian acacias are highly prized both within Australia and abroad for their horticulture value and as amenity plants. For example, species such as A. dealbata, A. retinodes, etc. are grown as commercial cut flower and perfume crops in France, Italy, Israel and the USA. In dollar terms the horticulture and floriculture of Australian Acacias species does rival that of the timber industry, but Ratnayake & Joyce (l.c.) consider that our Wattles represent a relatively underexploited resource for both export and domestic market opportunities. 
Racosperma.

Although most combinations have been made in Racosperma there has been virtually no uptake of this name in literature or commerce. A quick web search using the comprehensive Plant Finder databases provided by the Royal Horticultural Society of the United Kingdom (http://apps.rhs.org.uk/rhsplantfinder/), Gardening Australia (http://www.abc.net.au/gardening/plantfinder/) and the National Gardening Association of the USA (http://www.garden.org/home) returned not a single entry where Racosperma was used as an accepted name for any plant in the horticultural industry. The web dictionary Wikipedia entry for Racosperma is essentially correct in characterizing this name in the following way: “The name [Racosperma] did not gain wide acceptance and has fallen into disuse following the decision to vote on a new Type species for Acacia which has resulted in the vast majority, including all Australian species, as Acacia. The decision was not an uncontroversial one.”
Conclusion
Not unexpectedly my view is that the Vienna decision was intrinsically sound, well-considered and unbiased, and was based on compelling argument that was comprehensively considered by the duly appointed Committees. A collateral attack on the process that led to the conservation of Acacia with a new type, like that which is being planned for the Melbourne IBC, is destabilizing to say the least. McNeill & Turland (2010) have indicated the appropriate way forward for those who feel disaffected by the Vienna outcome, namely, make a counter conservation proposal and let that be assessed in the normal way. This too is the view of Thiele et al. (2011). However, no such proposal has materialized. As I have shown above many people from a range of disciplines globally have in good faith accepted the Vienna outcome and have adopted Vachellia. Apart from this there are significant commercial industries that use the name Acacia in its post-Vienna sense. In my view at least it would reflect badly on botanical nomenclatural practices and procedures if now there was to be yet another change, and particularly one for which there is no sound taxonomic or nomenclatural justification. 
Endnote
At the time of writing there is a draft proposal under development which aims to effect a ‘compromise’ with respect to the Acacia issue at Melbourne. An early version of this proposal that I have seen is worthy of support. However, I have not seen the final version and do not know if indeed it will be presented at (or before) the Nomenclatural Session.
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� This Committee has since been replaced (along with the Committee for Pteridophyta) by the Nomenclature Committee for Vascular Plants.


� I assume that this matter will first come on to the agenda on day one of the Nomenclature Session (18 July 2011) when a motion will be put to the Meeting to accept the Vienna Code (which contains an entry for Acacia with its conserved Australian type).


� To attend the Nomenclature Session meeting you need to be registered for at least one day of the IBC Congress.





