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NOTES AND NEWS

Nomenclature

De. R. Charles Translocations In glancing ageain over Mullerls
"Rearrangements® note in DIS:2,

I can not help feeling that his symbols arc o bit too compsoct,

at lcast for people who arc not working a good deal of the

time with translocations. But some symbology 1s certalnly neceded

and Kaliss and I are using a basls for nomenclature which 1g

pretty well shown by the symbol for T,3-4c: 3Lecu; 3R cu*4,

(2) where more than one chromosome is involved in the roarrango-
ment, the resulting elements arc arranged in order of the spindle
fibor to which they ere atteched - herce 3Lecu has the third sf,

" 3R cue4, the fourth; (b) as with Muller, tho dot indicatecs a
recarrangemncnt point and where possible, in cach part of the
broken chronosoric 1s shown the known locus (in that part) which
1s nearest the rcarrengemcnt point; (c) no cumbersone and cone-
fusing arrows arc nceded: had, for instence thc right cond of

the 3 been attached to 4 in T3,4 it would havc been written

ecu 3Re4, Here arec examples: Dobzhansky's (1932) Genoctics 17:
369-92 translocotion would be: 2R vgeB 1R; 2L cuef 1L; Van Attals
(1932 Genetics 17:637-59) Dilute~-1l would bec: epr 2Re2L b, which
says "this chromosomc stoerts to thoe left of pr, goes to the
right end of 2, continues thru the left end of 2 to b." C1B
would bé: 1L ecesy biefu 1R,

He J. Muller  Nomencleture of It is cvident thet the nomencla-
allels. ture provoscd for ollels, in-

- volving the date of discovery,
too cumbersone ordinarily to be uscd in formulac, and that in
practice, after the first definition, an abbreviation would be
employed so thet the first sbbrevietion would have nurnoses only
of reference, This boing the casc, the abbreviational character
of the first symbol becories of ninor importance, Since thore
geems no interest in itself attaching to the cxact datec of dls-
covery of a mutation, and ecven the rocord of that rmay, for this
recason, not have been keot, diffcrent investigators having dif-
fercnt methods of work and laying emphasis on diffaront aspects
of their investigations, it may be aucstioned whether 1t would
not be better to let cach invostigetor, or groun of investiga—
tors, list their own mutations: Tfor oxomowle, numboring them as
~they wish, and giving theom the nane of the investigator or group.
- The latter name can usuelly be ebbrevisted to onc or two lcttors,
In this way it would be riore c2eily cvident to whom a wmerson
Intcrested in a given ellelomornh should turn, i1f hc wishes rnore
informetion concerning it, and the ebbrewiation might well be
kept within rcasonable linits of size in most cases, In propos-
ing this, however, we do not wish to givs the improssion thet we
congider it important to know who tho oricinel finder of =2 given
mutatuion wes., The finding may have becen made as a »nurcly routine”
nmettor or en assigned problem, by a tochnicsl cssistant or e
student. The plenning of the tcsts of thc mutetion (loceliza-
tion, etc.) and the interpretation of the reosults mey heve been
the work of a2 second person, and thce ectusl maninulotions may
heve been carriced out by a third, or cven by severel in co-
operation if thec casc were complicated, whilc still another
might have made up the finel stock., In such ceses, names heve
little meaning, excent in so fer as 1t may ot somcz timc bo usc=-
ful to be eble to consult the dircctor or dlrcctors of such work,




