
   2009 ANNUAL REPORT
RESERVE FUND TRUSTEES

JOEL CRACRAFT, VICKI FUNK, DAVID HILLIS

In the last fiscal year the SSB Reserve Fund got caught up in the global events of end-2008 and

suffered the same fate as the global market.  The account lost $245,524 in value and closed down

–36.9%.  This percentage includes $150 fees and $23,000 disbursement to the Treasurer.
Excluding the latter, the portfolio was down –34.4%.  This can be compared to a –37%
for the S&P 500 and –40% for the NASDAQ.  As shown below, at the end of 2008 the

portfolio was allocated to 90.1% equities, 4.4% to fixed income, and 5.5% in cash.  We ended the

fiscal year with a total market value of $420,731.  Because of the 2008 downturn, the fund is only

$19,602 ahead of its inception value of $401,129 in 2004.

In the face of this dismal news, we can report some encouraging signs.  As of 31 May 2009 the

portfolio saw a +16.13 growth since the beginning of the fiscal year, and the fund value stood at
$419,374 on 31 May.  This was after $27,072 was disbursed to the Treasurer.  Thus, the net

portfolio appreciation has been $25,564 so far this year.  Over this same period, the S&P rose

2.96% and NASDAQ 12.9%.  Importantly, during this quarter so (3/31/09-5/31/09) the Fund has
increased 15.7%.

By decision of the Council, the Reserve Fund disperses each year to the Treasurer 5% of a 5-year

moving average as of 31 December.  This conservative strategy was designed to buffer against
downturns as we have just experienced.  Because of this philosophy we can expect to disperse

next year about $26,000, assuming an end-2009 balance the same as end-2008.

We call attention to three attachments: (a) the history of the stock market over time, which

suggests that the investment philosophy we have adopted is the right one for the long-term, and

(b) the end-December account sheets, (c) the end-May performance report, and (d) an end-May
market update.



STATUS OF ASSETS                   31 DECEMBER, 2007      31 DECEMBER, 2008

                                                             Market                %          Market                %
                                                              Value                                 Value           of fund
_______________________________________________________________________
Cash and Money Market                   $ 14,016             2.1            $ 22,989.06         5.5

Stocks                                                     15,546              2.3              5,816.80            1.4

Corporate Fixed Income                       20,600              3.1             18, 384.00         4.4

Mutual Funds                                       616,093            92.5            373,541.43       88.7

Value of Reserve Fund                       $666,255                               420,731.29

% Change                                                                   + 8.87                                 - 36.9%

Annual Allocation to Operations              0                                          0

Net Reserve Principal                         $666,255                              420,731.29

Change in value for year                  - $245,524

Change in value since inception ($401,129; 9/17/04)              +   $ 19,602



Click to Print

SharpCharts from StockCharts.com http://stockcharts.com/charts/historical/Print/djia2000print.html
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This Performance Report may show the consolidated performance of some, but not necessarily all, of your Morgan Stanley accounts. In addition, it may show 
the full performance history of your accounts or just the performance of your accounts since inception in their current Morgan Stanley programs. In some 
cases, it may show the combined performance of brokerage accounts and advisory accounts (for more information about the differences between brokerage 
and advisory accounts, please refer to the Glossary of Terms contained at the end of this report). It is important that you understand the combination of 
accounts and account histories that are included in this Performance Report.  Upon your request, performance information can be obtained for other 
accounts you may have at Morgan Stanley, but which are not shown here.

Accounts included in this Performance Report may have had different investment objectives, been subject to different rules and restrictions, and incurred different 
types of fees, mark-ups, commissions, and other charges.  Accordingly, the performance results for this portfolio may blend the performance of assets and 
strategies that may not have been available in all of your accounts at all times during the reporting period. Please consult your Morgan Stanley Financial Advisor 
for more information about the fees and expenses applicable to the accounts included in this Performance Report.

The following account(s) have been included in this performance report:
234 027240

This report is not an official statement. The information contained in this report is not complete without the required disclaimer and glossary, which you should 
read carefully. The information in this report should not be considered as the sole basis for any investment decision.



ACTIVE ASSETS ACCOUNT
Executive Summary
Time Weighted Return (TWR)
December 31, 2008

SOCIETY OF SYSTEMATIC BIOLOGISTS
234 027240 115 / NON MANAGED / AAA

DARLA CANNON
6701 UPTOWN BLVD NORTHEAST
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 87110
(505) 883-6262

Change In Portfolio
Current Month ($)

11/30/08 - 12/31/08 
Current Qtr ($)

9/30/08 - 12/31/08
Current Year ($)

12/31/07 - 12/31/08
Last 12 Months ($)

12/31/07 - 12/31/08
Last 3 Years ($)

12/31/05 - 12/31/08
Since Inception ($)
9/17/04 - 12/31/08

Total Beginning Value 406,524.17 520,008.69 666,254.93 666,254.93 542,142.23 401,129.14
(includes accrued income)

Net Contributions/Withdrawals (150.00) (150.00) (23,150.00) (23,150.00) (23,300.00) 42,625.79
Net Invested Capital 406,374.17 519,858.69 643,104.93 643,104.93 518,842.23 443,754.93
Net Portfolio Appreciation 14,357.12 (99,127.40) (222,373.64) (222,373.64) (98,110.94) (23,023.64)
Total Ending Value 420,731.29 420,731.29 420,731.29 420,731.29 420,731.29 420,731.29

(includes accrued income)

Cumulative Total Account 3.53 -19.06 -34.40 -34.40  -5.71
  (TWR Net Return)
Annualized Total Account     -6.92 -1.36
  (TWR Net Return)

Performance History
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NASDAQ OTC Composite

BC Govt Credit Intermediate

Time Period

Comparative Performance Returns
Current Month (%)

11/30/08 - 12/31/08 
Current Qtr (%)

9/30/08 - 12/31/08
Current Year (%)

12/31/07 - 12/31/08
Last 12 Months (%)
12/31/07 - 12/31/08

Last 3 Years (%)
12/31/05 - 12/31/08

Since Inception (%)
9/17/04 - 12/31/08

Total Account (TWR Gross Return) 3.56 -19.04 -34.39 -34.39 -6.90 -1.34
S&P 500 1.06 -21.94 -37.00 -37.00 -8.36 -3.06
NASDAQ OTC Composite 2.79 -24.37 -39.98 -39.98 -9.83 -3.69
BC Govt Credit Intermediate 2.93 4.84 5.08 5.08 5.50 4.25

Performance for all periods greater than one year is annualized
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ACTIVE ASSETS ACCOUNT
Executive Summary
Time Weighted Return (TWR)
December 31, 2008

SOCIETY OF SYSTEMATIC BIOLOGISTS
234 027240 115 / NON MANAGED / AAA

DARLA CANNON
6701 UPTOWN BLVD NORTHEAST
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 87110
(505) 883-6262

Top 10 Holdings
Security Symbol Current

Value ($)
% of Port Sector

AMERICAN EUROPACIFIC GRW A AEPGX 53,364.60 12.68 Other

AMERICAN GR FD OF AMERICA A AGTHX 47,280.37 11.24 Other

AMERICAN INC FD OF AMERICA B IFABX 44,021.97 10.46 Other

AMERICAN MUTUAL A AMRMX 42,099.68 10.01 Other

AMERICAN WA MUTUAL A AWSHX 39,403.48 9.37 Other

JP MORGAN MID CAP VALUE C JCMVX 32,945.23 7.83 Other

CALAMOS GROWTH C CVGCX 27,810.53 6.61 Other

AMERICAN BALANCED A ABALX 27,685.32 6.58 Other

BANK DEPOSIT PROGRAM BDPS 20,288.39 4.82 UNCLASSIFIED

E V WORLDWIDE HEALTH SCI C ECHSX 18,908.93 4.49 Other

Gain & Loss Summary as of 12/31/08
Unrealized G(L) Amount ($)

Short-term Gains & Losses (438.32)  
Long-term Gains & Losses (183,054.89)  
Total (183,493.21)  

Realized Total Cost ($) Market Value ($) G(L) Amount ($)

Short-term Gains & Losses 0.00  0.00  0.00  
Long-term Gains & Losses 31,208.18  10,271.92  (20,936.26)  
Total 31,208.18  10,271.92  (20,936.26)  
Unrealized Gain and Loss excludes tax lots with a market value of $0 and the Market Value column excludes Money Market and Cash positions.
*Total Cost and Market Value only include tax lots for which there is cost basis information.

  Allocation as of December 31, 2008

Equities  91 %
Fixed Income  4 %
Cash & Equiv  5 %

Asset Class Current Value

379,358.23

18,384.00

22,989.06

Total Market Value 420,731.29

Net Invested Capital

$384,650

$442,168

$499,685

$557,202

$614,719

$672,236

$729,754

9/04 12/04 4/05 7/05 11/05 2/06 6/06 9/06 1/07 4/07 8/07 11/07 3/08 6/08 10/08 12/08

Invested Capital

Total Ending Market Value - Portfolio Value

Net Invested Capital represents the inception value of the account, net of additional
capital contributions and withdrawals, graphed against the account market value over time.
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ACTIVE ASSETS ACCOUNT
Performance Summary
Time Weighted Return (TWR)
December 31, 2008

SOCIETY OF SYSTEMATIC BIOLOGISTS
234 027240 115 / NON MANAGED / AAA

DARLA CANNON
6701 UPTOWN BLVD NORTHEAST
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 87110
(505) 883-6262

Current Month ($)
11/30/08 - 12/31/08

Current Qtr ($)
9/30/08 - 12/31/08

Current Year ($)
12/31/07 - 12/31/08

Last 12 Months ($)
12/31/07 - 12/31/08

Last 3 Years ($)
12/31/05 - 12/31/08

Since Inception ($) *
9/17/04 - 12/31/08 Change In Portfolio

Total Beginning Market Value 406,491.97 520,008.69 666,254.93 666,254.93 542,127.23 401,114.14
Accrued Income 32.20 0.00 0.00 0.00 15.00 15.00

TOTAL BEGINNING VALUE 406,524.17 520,008.69 666,254.93 666,254.93 542,142.23 401,129.14
Net Contributions/Withdrawals (150.00) (150.00) (23,150.00) (23,150.00) (23,300.00) 42,625.79

NET INVESTED CAPITAL 406,374.17 519,858.69 643,104.93 643,104.93 518,842.23 443,754.93
Net Portfolio Appreciation 14,357.12 (99,127.40) (222,373.64) (222,373.64) (98,110.94) (23,023.64)

Total Ending Market Value 420,731.29 420,731.29 420,731.29 420,731.29 420,731.29 420,731.29
Accrued Income 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

TOTAL ENDING VALUE 420,731.29 420,731.29 420,731.29 420,731.29 420,731.29 420,731.29

Performance for all periods greater than one year is annualized.
* Date of enrollment in Performance Reporting: 9/17/04
** The returns for Cash and Equivalents are based on the yields of the securities held in that portion of your portfolio.

** The returns for Cash and Equivalents are based on the yields of the securities held in that portion of your portfolio.Current Month (%)
11/30/08 - 12/31/08

Current Qtr (%)
9/30/08 - 12/31/08

Current Year (%)
12/31/07 - 12/31/08

Last 12 Months (%)
12/31/07 - 12/31/08

Last 3 Years (%)
12/31/05 - 12/31/08

Since Inception (%) *
9/17/04 - 12/31/08

Total Account Performance (TWR Net Return) 3.53 -19.06 -34.40 -34.40 -6.92 -1.36
Equities 3.56 -20.06 -35.59 -35.59 -6.99 -0.93
Fixed Income 5.43 7.22 -4.67 -4.67 1.71 1.20
Cash and Equivalents ** 0.02 0.12 2.12 2.12 3.89 3.43
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ACTIVE ASSETS ACCOUNT
Account Asset Allocation
Time Weighted Return (TWR)
December 31, 2008

SOCIETY OF SYSTEMATIC BIOLOGISTS
234 027240 115 / NON MANAGED / AAA

DARLA CANNON
(505) 883-6262

Asset Allocation
Allocation as of December 31, 2007 Allocation as of December 31, 2008 Asset Class

Market Value
as of 12/31/08

($)

Current
Yield

(%)

Equities  95 %
Fixed Income  3 %
Cash & Equivalents  2 %

Equities  91 %
Fixed Income  4 %
Cash & Equivalents  5 %

Equities 379,358.23 2.48
Fixed Income 18,384.00 7.16
Cash & Equivalents 22,989.06 0.18

Total Market Value 420,731.29 2.56**

** Weighted Average

Equity Sector Allocation
Sector

Market Value as of
12/31/08

($)

Allocation as of
12/31/08

(%)

Allocation as of
12/31/07

(%)

Health Care 0.00 0.00 0.82
Information Technology 5,816.80 1.53 1.63
Unclassified 373,541.43 98.47 97.55

Total Equities 379,358.23 100.00 100.00

Account Time Weighted Return (TWR Gross Return)
(Gross Return)%
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-23
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3.56

-19.04 -34.39 -34.39 -6.90 -1.34

Current
Month

Current
Qtr

Current
Year

Last 12
Months

Last 3
Years

Since
Inception

Common Indices Current Month
11/30/08 - 12/31/08

(%)

Current Qtr
9/30/08 - 12/31/08

(%)

Current Year
12/31/07 - 12/31/08

(%)

Last 12 Months
12/31/07 - 12/31/08

(%)

Last 3 Years
12/31/05 - 12/31/08

(%)

Since Inception*
9/17/04 - 12/31/08

(%)

S&P 500 1.06 -21.94 -37.00 -37.00 -8.36 -3.06
NASDAQ OTC Composite 2.79 -24.37 -39.98 -39.98 -9.83 -3.69
BC Govt Credit Intermediate 2.93 4.84 5.08 5.08 5.50 4.25

Performance for all periods greater than one year is annualized.
* Date of enrollment in Performance Reporting: 9/17/04
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Comparative Risk/Return
Time Weighted Performance
December 31, 2008

SOCIETY OF SYSTEMATIC BIOLOGISTS
234 027240 115 / NON MANAGED / AAA

DARLA CANNON
6701 UPTOWN BLVD NORTHEAST
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 87110
(505) 883-6262

Rate of
Return (%)

Standard
Deviation %

Your Portfolio (Net) -1.4 12.82

TBILL 3.4 0.38

SP500 -3.1 13.59

NASDAQ -3.7 17.96

LBGC-INT 4.2 3.39

Please Note: The measurement period for all Standard Deviations starts from the
beginning of the month following the account's inception. Also, if your account
was enrolled in performance reporting prior to May 1, 2003, your gross portfolio
returns and the returns for all comparative indices have a start date of the
month following the account's inception date.

All returns are annualized.

STANDARD DEVIATION (RISK)

For Fund Solution accounts, since inception gross performance and index returns are always measured from the beginning of the month following the account's inception.  Additionally, the
following indices are available only on a monthly basis and are, therefore, measured from the beginning of the month following the account's inception: CPI, IFC Investable Emerging Markets,
National Association REIT, Wilshire REIT, all Merrill Lynch Municipal Indices, the Merrill Lynch Investment Grade Convertible and the Merrill Lynch High Yield Master.
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Annual Performance Summary
Time Weighted Performance
Calendar Year Report - Net Return
December 31, 2008

SOCIETY OF SYSTEMATIC BIOLOGISTS
234 027240 115 / NON MANAGED / AAA

DARLA CANNON
6701 UPTOWN BLVD NORTHEAST
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 87110
(505) 883-6262

Period Start
Date

Period End
Date

Total Beginning
Value($)

Net Contributions &
Withdrawals($)

Net Portfolio
Appreciation($)

Total Ending
Value($)

Account
Period

Return(%)
Cumulative
Return(%)

History:
2004 09/17/2004 12/31/2004 401,129.14 33,428.89 31,481.13 466,039.16 7.72 7.72

2005 01/01/2005 12/31/2005 466,039.16 32,496.90 43,606.17 542,142.23 8.56 16.94

2006 01/01/2006 12/31/2006 542,142.23 0.00 69,963.17 612,105.40 12.91 32.03

2007 01/01/2007 12/31/2007 612,105.40 (150.00) 54,299.53 666,254.93 8.87 43.75

2008 YTD 01/01/2008 12/31/2008 666,254.93 (23,150.00) (222,373.64) 420,731.29 -34.40 -5.71

Cumulative Return Since Inception -5.71

Annualized Return Since Inception -1.36
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ACTIVE ASSETS ACCOUNT
Portfolio Appraisal
December 31, 2008

SOCIETY OF SYSTEMATIC BIOLOGISTS
234 027240 115 / NON MANAGED / AAA

DARLA CANNON
(505) 883-6262

Quantity Security/
Symbol/Ratings: S&P/Moody's

Average
Cost

($)

Total
Cost

($)

Current
Price

($)

Current Market
Value

($)

Unrealized
Gain/Loss

($)

Percent of
Assets

(%)

Annual
Income

($)

Current
Yield

(%)
Equities

Information Technology

150
CSCO
CISCO SYS INC

55.97 8,395.40 16.30 2,445.00 (5,950.40) 0.58 0.00 0.00
230

INTC
INTEL CORP

36.63 8,425.44 14.66 3,371.80 (5,053.64) 0.80 128.80 3.81

Total Information Technology 16,820.84 5,816.80 (11,004.04) 1.38 128.80 2.21 1

Other

551
CWGIX
AMERICAN CAP WRLD GR & INC A

48.92 26,949.35 26.57 14,635.63 (12,313.72) 3.48 567.36 3.88
1,033

CVGCX
CALAMOS GROWTH C

48.96 50,560.99 26.93 27,810.53 (22,750.46) 6.61 0.00 0.00
2,193

JCMVX
JP MORGAN MID CAP VALUE C

21.90 48,043.36 15.02 32,945.23 (15,098.13) 7.83 0.00 0.00
347

VADAX
MS EQUALLY WEIGHTED S&P 500 A

36.15 12,529.51 17.98 6,232.39 (6,297.12) 1.48 160.14 2.62
2,217

ECHSX
E V WORLDWIDE HEALTH SCI C

10.71 23,747.35 8.53 18,908.93 (4,838.42) 4.49 0.00 0.00
3,386

IFABX
AMERICAN INC FD OF AMERICA B

17.79 60,254.07 13.00 44,021.97 (16,232.10) 10.46 2,204.48 5.04
2,009

ABALX
AMERICAN BALANCED A

16.60 33,355.33 13.78 27,685.32 (5,670.01) 6.58 1,084.91 3.95
2,206

AMRMX
AMERICAN MUTUAL A

26.10 57,581.81 19.08 42,099.68 (15,482.13) 10.01 1,412.15 3.39
316

VADBX
MS EQUALLY WEIGHTED S&P 500 B

36.88 11,638.23 17.98 5,674.04 (5,964.19) 1.35 46.39 0.83
1,905

AEPGX
AMERICAN EUROPACIFIC GRW A

37.27 71,001.82 28.01 53,364.60 (17,637.22) 12.68 1,480.34 2.77
2,309

AGTHX
AMERICAN GR FD OF AMERICA A

27.99 64,614.17 20.48 47,280.37 (17,333.80) 11.24 540.22 1.15
714

ANWPX
AMERICAN NEW PERSPECTIVE A

37.73 26,936.94 18.88 13,479.26 (13,457.68) 3.20 393.38 2.93
1,840

AWSHX
AMERICAN WA MUTUAL A

31.08 57,201.64 21.41 39,403.48 (17,798.16) 9.37 1,325.11 3.41

Total Other 544,414.57 373,541.43 (170,873.14) 88.78 9,214.48 2.48 1

Total Equities 561,235.41 379,358.23 (181,877.18) 90.16 9,343.28 2.48 1

Page 8
Page Retrieved On: March 10, 2009 10:24:05 AM
This report is not an official account statement. The information in this report is not complete without the required disclaimer and glossary, which you must read.



ACTIVE ASSETS ACCOUNT
Portfolio Appraisal
December 31, 2008

SOCIETY OF SYSTEMATIC BIOLOGISTS
234 027240 115 / NON MANAGED / AAA

DARLA CANNON
(505) 883-6262

Quantity Security/
Symbol/Ratings: S&P/Moody's

Average
Cost

($)

Total
Cost

($)

Current
Price

($)

Current Market
Value

($)

Unrealized
Gain/Loss

($)

Percent of
Assets

(%)

Annual
Income

($)

Current
Yield

(%)

Fixed Income

Corporate Bonds

800 GENERAL ELEC CAP CORP
25.00 20,000.00 22.98 18,384.00 (1,616.00) 4.37 1,288.00 7.16&#x0;(&)/AAA

Total Corporate Bonds 20,000.00 18,384.00 (1,616.00) 4.37 1,288.00 7.16 1

Total Fixed 20,000.00 18,384.00 (1,616.00) 4.37 1,288.00 7.16 1

Cash and Equivalents

Unclassified

2,701 CASH
1.00 2,700.67 0.64 0.00 0.00

20,288 BANK DEPOSIT PROGRAM
1.00 20,288.39 4.82 40.58 0.20

Total Cash 22,989.06 5.46 40.58 0.18 1

Total 581,235.41 420,731.29 (183,493.18) 99.99 10,671.86 2.56 1

1 Weighted Average
2 Quantity Discrepancy
3 Missing Cost Basis 
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ACTIVE ASSETS ACCOUNT
Fixed Income Portfolio
December 31, 2008

SOCIETY OF SYSTEMATIC BIOLOGISTS
234 027240 115 / NON MANAGED / AAA

DARLA CANNON
(505) 883-6262

Quantity Security Ratings:
S&P/Moody's

Unit
Cost

($)

Adjusted
Total Cost

($)

Current
Price

($)

Current Market
Value

($)

Accrued
Interest

($)

Market Value
+Accr int.

($)

Percent of
Assets

(%)

Yield to
Maturity

(%)

Duration

Corporate Bonds

800 GENERAL ELEC CAP CORP
6.450% Due 2046-06-15 /AAA

25.00 20,000.00 22.98 18,384.00 0.00 18,384.00 100.00 0.00 0.00

Total Corporate Bonds 20,000.00 18,384.00 0.00 18,384.00 100.00 0.001 0.001

Total 20,000.00 18,384.00 0.00 18,384.00 100.00 0.001 0.001

Fixed Income holdings are sorted by Maturity Date in ascending order.
1 Weighted Average
2 Quantity Discrepancy
3 Missing Cost Basis
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Terms And Conditions Of Use
December 31, 2008

SOCIETY OF SYSTEMATIC BIOLOGISTS
234 027240 115

DARLA CANNON
(505) 883-6262

This performance report has been prepared for your information only and is not a substitute for your official Morgan Stanley account statements. Do not
use the information in this report as the sole basis for investment decisions, nor take action relying on this information without confirming its accuracy
and completeness. Please carefully review the attached glossary. Past performance is not a guarantee of future results.
Information is approximate: The information in this report is approximate and subject to updating, correction and other changes. Morgan Stanley is not obligated to notify you if
information changes. If there are discrepancies between your official account statement and this report, rely on your official account statement. Prices shown in your official account 
statement may differ from the prices shown in this report due to, among other things, different reporting methods, delays, market conditions and interruptions. Also, the figures in this 
report do not include all relevant costs (e.g., fees, commissions and taxes).

Morgan Stanley obtains pricing and other information from various standard quotation services and other sources which we believe to be reliable, but we do not warrant or guarantee the 
accuracy or completeness of this information. The price that you would actually receive in the market for any investment may be higher or lower than the price shown in this report. The 
prices of securities and other investments not actively traded may be estimated or may not be available. For example:

• Bonds trading less frequently:  We rely on outside pricing services or a computerized trading model, which cannot always give us actual market values.

• Annuities:  Data in this report may have been provided by third party insurance carriers. (Not all insurance carriers provide data on annuities for performance calculations. The list of 
providers that provide data is available on request. Performance calculations are based on annuity values as of December 31, 2006 or later, depending on carrier participation.) This report 
might not reflect a transaction that posted at the insurance company before this reporting period. Depending on the carrier, annuities transactions may be net of certain fees or expenses. 

• Alternative investments:  The assets in these investments (and in corresponding benchmark indices) are difficult to value, values may be several weeks or more old, and the index values 
reflect pricing from multiple sources. Index values may be more up-to-date than the data for the alternative investments shown in this report. This report shows the latest generally 
available alternative investment and index data as of the date of this report.

• Non-traded Real Estate Investment Trusts (REITs) and certain other investments:  These are illiquid and have no public markets.

Morgan Stanley is not responsible for any clerical, computational or other errors or omissions. You are responsible for promptly reviewing your report and seeking clarification about 
entries that you do not understand. If you do not understand an entry in this report, suspect an error, or want more details on current prices or other information, contact your Financial 
Advisor. 

Not tax or other advice:The information in this report (including any gain and loss information) is not investment, legal, tax, accounting or other professional advice.Please contact your tax advisor
to determine the appropriate information to be used in preparing your tax return. The gain and loss information in this report is not a substitute 1099 form (or any other tax form) and 
should not be filed with your taxes. Morgan Stanley does not guarantee nor independently verify the accuracy of gain and loss information.

Benchmarks, charts and graphs: Benchmark indices are provided for general reference purposes only. Indices are unmanaged and do not reflect payment of any expenses, fees or sales
charges an investor would pay to purchase the securities it represents. Such costs would lower performance. You cannot invest directly in an index. An index’s past performance is not a 
guarantee of future results. Index values for certain types of investments (e.g. alternative investments) are approximate and subject to updating, correction and other changes. Charts and 
graphs are for illustrative purposes only and are not intended to represent the performance of any Morgan Stanley offering.

Use of report: This report is for your own private, non-commercial use only. You agree not to reproduce, modify, sell or distribute any information in it. Information in this report provided by
Morgan Stanley, its affiliates or third party information providers is owned by these parties. Trademarks and service marks are the property of their owners. This information and these 
marks are protected by intellectual property laws. All rights are reserved.

Liability and indemnification: You agree not to hold Morgan Stanley, its affiliates or third party information providers liable for any investment decision you make based on information
in this report. You also agree to indemnify Morgan Stanley and hold Morgan Stanley harmless from and against any and all actions, claims, demands, losses or expenses whatsoever (including 
attorneys’ fees and costs) resulting directly or indirectly from any breaches or violations by you of the terms and conditions on this page.

Other: This report does not contain information on DVP or margin rollup accounts maintained with Morgan Stanley. Also, all accounts with a mid-month daily fair market value at the
total or asset class level below $500 will have performance defaulted to 0% until month end. Please reference this account again when the account or asset class is above $500 or at month end.

Investments and services are offered through Morgan Stanley & Co. Incorporated, member SIPC. Positions that are not custodied at Morgan Stanley & Co. Incorporated 
may not be covered by SIPC.
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Accrued Income
The dividends and interest earned but not yet received at both the beginning and end of 
each reporting period.

Advisory Account
An investment advisory relationship is designed for clients who prefer that their 
Financial Advisor act as an investment consultant, with their assets invested in a mutual 
fund asset allocation program or in a managed account that is directed by a professional 
money manager either at Morgan Stanley or at an external money management firm.  There 
are important differences in your relationship with your Financial Advisor and Morgan 
Stanley in brokerage accounts and in advisory accounts.  Additional information about 
these differences is available at http://www.morganstanley.com/ourcommitment

Annualized Standard Deviation
A measure of volatility, it quantifies how much a series of numbers, such as portfolio 
returns, deviates around its average.  Since it measures the portfolio’s investment 
volatility, the account’s gross rate of return is used.

Brokerage Account
In a brokerage relationship, your Financial Advisor will work with you to facilitate the 
execution of securities transactions on your behalf.  Your Financial Advisor also 
provides investor education and professional, personalized information about financial 
products and services in connection with these brokerage services.  You can choose how 
you want to pay for these services and you will receive the same services regardless of 
which pricing option you choose.  There are important differences in your relationship 
with your Financial Advisor and Morgan Stanley in brokerage accounts and in advisory 
accounts.  Additional information about these differences is available at 
http://www.morganstanley.com/ourcommitment

Comparative Indices
A complete description of the comparative indices included in this Performance Report is 
available upon request.

Dollar-Weighted Return
Rate of return calculation methodology that reflects both the timing and magnitude of 
external contributions and withdrawals and measures the portfolio’s performance.  The 
return for each month is calculated as the average return on all dollars invested.

Gross Return
The return of the portfolio before the deduction of fees/commissions and other expenses.

Net Contributions/Withdrawals
The total value of capital contributed to or withdrawn from the account during the 
reporting period.  The dollar amount represented by contribution or  withdrawal 
transactions is excluded from the calculation of Portfolio Appreciation.

Net Invested Capital
The sum of the Total Beginning Value and the net of additional capital Contributions and 
Withdrawals for each reporting period.

Net Portfolio Appreciation
The total dollar gain/loss of the portfolio for each reporting period.  The Net Portfolio 
Appreciation includes the impact of income received and is calculated as the difference 
between Net Invested Capital and Total Ending Value.

Net Return
The return of the portfolio for the period reduced by the amount of fees/commissions 
paid.  The net of fees return is calculated gross of certain custody fees.

Time-Weighted Return
Rate of return calculation methodology that eliminates the impact of external 
contributions and withdrawals to the portfolio value and measures the manager’s 
performance.  Portfolio returns are calculated at least monthly and individual monthly 
returns are geometrically linked to calculate total cumulative return.

Total Beginning Value
The total market value of the portfolio, valued on a trade date basis, at the beginning 
of each reporting period.  The Total Beginning Value includes Accrued Income.

Total Ending Value
The total market value of the portfolio, valued on a trade date basis, at the end of each 
reporting period.  The Total Ending Value includes Accrued Income.

Weighted Average
The average in which each yield to be averaged is assigned a weight.  These weightings 
determine the relative importance or frequency of each yield on the average.
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Society of Systematic Biologists, Council Meeting 12 June 2009, Univ. Idaho 
Treasurer’s Report, submitted by David Mindell 
 
State of the Budget 
We had cash-flow problems in 2008 resulting from publication and operating costs increasing while 
membership and subscription revenues declined.  Switching to a new publisher in January 2009 with 
a delayed royalty payment plan also contributed to the cash shortage.   
 
We resolved the situation by deferring payments on invoices for two months until we received 
income from the 2008 annual meetings proceeds, and from the SSB endowment (5% of a five-year 
moving average of the principle).  We also arranged for an advance on the delayed royalty payments 
for the journal from our new publisher, Oxford University Press (OUP).  This was needed to offset 
the new practice in which membership dues and journal subscriptions are collected and held by 
OUP, rather than being collected by a third party (Burk Associates) and held in the SSB operating 
account, as in the past. 
 
The current balance in the SSB operating account is (positive) $48,070 and all invoices have been 
paid.  The Executive Committee has approved allocations of $13,000 total for the 2009 SSB Awards 
Program and $8,000 total for two symposia at the 2009 annual meetings.   
 
As in the past, the first priority is ensuring that expenditures remain less than income.  I have made a 
cash-flow projection, working with our CPA Rob Clayton, and we estimate an ending cash balance 
for the year of $111.50. 
 
General operation 
James Whitfield will begin a three-year term as SSB Treasurer in January 2010.  Rob Clayton is 
continuing as SSB’s contracted CPA; we pay him $7,200 per year. 
 
Recommendations 
(1) In order to sustain revenues for funding SSB initiatives and operation, I recommend that the SSB 
Executive Committee consider, in concert with OUP, moderate dues increases for membership / 
journal subscription.   
 
(2) I recommend that both the SSB Membership Committee and OUP be asked to actively pursue 
increasing membership in the society and subscriptions to the journal. 
 
Plan 
I will work with incoming Treasurer Whitfield for a smooth transition.  I will, as usual, submit a 
query to SSB Executive Committee in December 2009 to consider requesting a disbursement from 
the SSB Endowment of 5% of a five-year moving average of the principle as of 31 December 2009, 
for SSB programmatic initiatives in 2010 in concert with the SSB Long-range Planning Committee. 
 



June 6, 2009 
SSB Council Report 
Kelly Zamudio, Program Chair 
 
This is my first year as SSB Program Chair, so I am still learning the ropes. Have plenty 
of notes on what can/should be different next year. 
 
Updates and items of note: 
 
1) Our three symposia are scheduled for the meetings: 
 

Chair Dan Rabosky; Evolutionary bangs and whimpers : methodological advances 
and conceptual frameworks for studying exceptional diversification. Saturday June 
13, 1:30-5:30 PM, Ag Sciences 106. 
 
Chair Susan Renner; Advances in Tree Reconstruction from Complex Data 
Matrices. Tuesday June 16, 1:30-5:30 PM, Ag Sciences 106. 
 
Chair Sydney Cameron; Ernst Mayr symposium. Monday June 15, 8:00-12:00 AM, 
Ag Sciences 106 

 
2) Scheduling for the meeting this year proceeded with very little input from me, despite 

my efforts to interface with meeting organizers ahead of time.  I sent the committee 
a list of sessions that were NOT to overlap with our symposia, and those apparently 
did get avoided.  I was sent a pre-release of the schedule, but by the time that was 
sent out, the schedule had already been rushed to press, so my comments (offered 
28 hours after receipt of the pre-schedule) were essentially moot.   

 
Despite this, all symposia and SSB business meetings were scheduled, and as far as I 

can tell there are no awful conflicts.  One unfortunate hitch is that one of the SSB 
symposium speakers (last speaker in the Rabosky symposium) was dropped from 
the schedule, and not noticed before the schedule went to press.  I have asked that 
the extra talk be added to the “late-breaking evolution” pamphlet and Dan Rabosky 
will advertise the extra talk many times during the day, so hopefully this will prevent 
attendance drop off. 

 
3) The ‘call for symposia’ for the 2010 meetings was posted on evoldir, ecolog, 

taxacom, the SSB Forum, and the SSB website. We also sent out announcements 
to the SSB membership, posted it on the SSB and I asked that the weblink be 
advertised on the dechronization blog.  Calls went out in April, which was relatively 
late (my fault).  I will aim for earlier announcement next year (late January).  We 
received one proposal for an SSB symposium (see action item below).  I will 
continue to solicit proposals over the course of the Fall semester, and will offer 
them up for vote by the council via email, in the event any more are forthcoming. 

 
 



Action Item for the Council Meeting: 
 
This year we received one proposal for a symposium entitled ‘Paleontological and 
neontological approaches to dating the Tree of Life’.  The proposers are Tom Near and 
Michael Benton.  The proposal is still in early stages of development, and speakers 
have not been contacted yet. Tom Near consulted with me about how to go about this, 
and I advised him that the typical symposium includes 6 talks, and that if he proposed 
double the number of potential speakers, from which the final 6 would be drawn, that 
would suffice for evaluation by the council. 
 
The proposal seems timely (activity in this area is high).  In terms of career stage the 
line up is somewhat diverse, with a good balance of younger speakers (post-doc and 
assistant professors) and more-established researchers.  If council has suggestions for 
other relevant speakers who might increase diversity further, I am sure Tom and Brian 
would like to hear of them.   

 
• I need a vote from council on whether this proposal is adequate and whether it should 
be funded, and at what level.   
 
• Given the economic situation, I’d also like to hear from council opinions on whether I 
should continue to beat the bushes for a second symposium, or whether we should be 
content with this one (and the Mayr Award symposium) for 2010. 
 
Those are the Program items for the council meeting. 
 
I will make sure to get the joint council minutes for this year (because I will be absent), 
to make sure SSB does not miss out on anything important. And, I will check in with 
David H. for the result on this vote and any council feedback after the meeting is over. 
 
Best, 
KZ 
 
 
 
 



Paleontological and neontological approaches to dating the Tree of Life.  A symposium

proposal for the Society for Systematic Biologists 2010 meeting.

Thomas J. Near and Michael J. Benton

The past ten years have seen a substantial increase in the development of

sophisticated molecular evolutionary models that facilitate the estimation of divergence

times using molecular phylogenies.  However, much less critical attention has been

applied to the paleontological database that is most often used to provide calibrations in

molecular divergence time studies.  An understanding of the methods and types of data

used to provide geological age estimates can illuminate many of the strengths and

limitations of using fossils as calibrations.

This symposium will bring together a group of scientists whose expertise span

theoretical approaches to the fossil record and molecular evolutionary rate heterogeneity,

and empirical strategies for integrating fossil information with molecular phylogenies.

We will attempt to establish a dialogue that centers on the optimal use of fossil and

geological age information to develop informed temporal hypotheses that are applied as

calibrations in molecular divergence time studies.  In addition, we hope that this

symposium would help lead to the development of a set of protocols to aid neontologists

who desire to use temporal information in the fossil record.

We would like to have 30-minute presentations.  There are too many speakers to

fit in a half-day session, but we would anticipate that not all of the speakers listed below

would be able to attend.

List of speakers and tentative titles/subjects.

Brian Moore, University of California-Davis, Comparing relaxed molecular clock

methods.  What methods are the most appropriate, and why.  Has agreed to participate.

Charles Marshall, Harvard University, Theoretical approaches to sampling the fossil

record and determination of the maximum lower age.  Has not been contacted.

Ziheng Yang, University College of London, Theoretical approaches to prior ages on

fossil calibrations.  Has not been contacted.

Alexei Drummond, University of Auckland, Bayesian relaxed molecular clocks and the

importance of fossil information.  Has not been contacted.

Michael Benton, University of Bristol, Strategies for dating the Tree of Life using the

fossil record.

Susana Magallón Puebla, Universidad Nacional Autonoma de Mexico, Phylogenetic

placement of fossil taxa for molecular divergence time calibrations.  Has not been

contacted.



Thomas Near, Yale University, Fossil sampling and the estimation of informed priors for

relaxed molecular clocks:  an empirical example using teleost fishes.

Simon Ho, Australian National University, Pitfalls in using fossil calibrations.  Has not

been contacted.

Fredrik Ronquist, University of Uppsala, A Bayesian approach to the phylogenetic

analysis of fossil taxa and determination of minimal ages for calibration of molecular

phylogenies.  Has not been contacted.

Todd Oakley, University of California-Santa Barbara, Using a dense fossil record to

calibrate ostracod phylogenies.  Has not been contacted.

Kevin Peterson, Dartmouth College, The fossil record and molecular divergence time

estimates among animal phyla.  Has not been contacted.

Philip Donoghue, University of Bristol, Determining minimal ages using the fossil

record.  Has not been contacted.



2009 SSB Council Meeting 

University of Idaho June 12th 

Editor!s Report 

 

I. Submissions and Decisions: 2008 

 

Number of Submissions 2008: 243 (up by 7 from 2007, which was a 

record by ~21%). 

 

Of these, 39 were rejected as not appropriate without review (~16%); 3 of 

them were sent to AEs who declined to send them out. This is lower than last 

year (54 of 236; 23%).  

 

An additional manuscript was rejected without review, but with resubmission 

encouraged; I solicited the opinion of an AE, who agreed with me that there 

were too many equations and not enough words.  

 

In addition, there was a single resubmission that I didn't send out (reject, 

encourage) because the resubmission hadn't changed sufficiently from the 

original submission. 

 

We therefore reviewed 202 manuscripts. One of those was from a student I 

work with, and I was not involved in that review process. 

 

All decisions have been made on papers submitted in 2008; we have made 

243 decisions.  

 

Of these completed reviews, I!ve followed the AE recommendation 182 

of 201 times (> 90% of decisions). Of the 19 times I made a decision at 

odds with the opinion of the AE, 7 times I favored the author by allowing 

resubmission when the recommendation was outright rejection. I provided a 

more critical decision that the AE recommendation 12 times. Six of these, I 

rejected with resubmission encouraged when the recommendation was to 

accept pending major revision; five of these I accepted with major revisions 

when the AE recommendation was to accept pending minor revision. I 

rejected a single paper outright, when the AE recommendation was reject with 

resubmission. 

 

Decisions: (243) 

Accept pending minor revisions: 23 (10%, down from 12% in 2007) 

Accept pending major revisions: 51 (21%, up from 20% in 2007) 

Reject, encourage/permit resubmission: 73 (30%, up from 26% in 2007) 

Reject: 57 (23%, up from 16% in 2007) 

Not Appropriate: 39 (16%, down from 23% in 2007) 



 

Overall acceptance rate: 31% (down from 32% in 2007) 

Overall rejection rate: 69% (up from 68% in 2007) 
 
II. Submissions and Decisions: 2009 (as of 6/08/09). 

 

We have received 94 submissions, which is almost 10% below 2008.  

 

Of these, 11 have been rejected without review (~12% of submissions). One 

has been returned by AE without review.  

 

The first decision is complete on 36 of these: 7 Reject; 8 Reject, permit 

resubmission; 11 Accept, major; 9 Accept, minor. 

 

III. Associate Editors: 

 

In the past year, we've had three AEs step down. Paul Lewis has been 

replaced by Mark Holder has taken his place. Alan Baker has stepped down, 

and Robb Brumfield has agreed to replace him. Mark Hafner has indicated 

that he is stepping and I'm working on a replacement. I am very grateful to all 

of these individuals for their past or future service to the journal.  

 

IV. My Successor 

 

We have a successor lined up, Ron DeBry, and will vote on his ascension 

today. 
 
 



Managing Editor’s report     SSB Council Meeting, June 2009       Moscow, Idaho 
Deborah Ciszek 
 
 
I  Where is the February issue?  (In the mail.) 
 A.  Delay directly related to Debbie 
  1) I was told verbally and also read on the Oxford University Press (OUP) website 
that manuscripts (ms') would appear online about two months after receipt by OUP. However, it 
was later pointed out to me that I had !"#$%&'()*+been emailed a schedule that indicated I should 
get ms' to OUP four months before the desired publication date. ,-#+(.-#/')#+01(+2&3+.)#1"+3&+
4#5+12/+6+1(('4#/+3-#+7+4&23-+3%4%28+01(+%2+#99#.3: 
  2) Due to my injury and subsequent brain surgery, I sent out many of the February 
papers approximately 3 weeks later than I intended. 
 B.  Delay related to interaction with OUP 
  1) Generally stated, it took OUP much longer than expected to adjust to 
Systematic Biology (SB) style and produce finalized papers. I'm not sure of all the details; OUP 
would know more. I'm told they put our February issue on a priority schedule for any portions 
they could, so they were making a particular effort to get it out as quickly as possible. 
  2) Cas Gentry, the then OUP Production Editor (soon she will be moving on, and 
will be followed by one replacement, then fairly closely by a hopefully permanent PE) and I 
worked well together on solving problems, by phone and email. However, problems to be solved 
kept coming up, and still do. 
  3) Some of the problems were frustrating to me, as it sometimes seemed the 
proofreader had not read our instructions to authors. 
  4) SB style now follows the seventh edition Council of Science Editors (CSE) 
Manual, with some exceptions designed to keep SB similar to the format in which it has been 
presented in the past. Some exceptions cause more delays (sometimes expense) than others; 
discussion and compromise regarding exceptions was a category of reasons why 4'3'1)+
1/;'(34#23(+3&+2#0+(3*)#(+01(+()&0: 
  5) We've implemented changes to make the production (different from 
administrative) aspect of Manuscript Central (MC) processing more efficient. It's extremely 
helpful to us that OUP has a MC support person on staff, Simone Larche. 
 C.  The April issue will be late as well (as is clear by now). This is due to a combination 
of a lack of papers ready to be sent to OUP on time, and continued slow processing as OUP 
adjusts to SB style. All but two or three April papers have been typeset. I hope June will be close 
to on time, as well as issues thereafter. Any delay in the June issue would !"#('41<)*+<#+

!"%41"%)*+ due to the lack of a backlog of papers to be sent on time.  
 D)  I've implemented plans to speed the final stages of ms processing, from the AE 
recommendation phase through my final approval of proofs. This should temporarily give us 
more papers to work with (we should get caught up), but ultimately the number and timing of 
finished papers we receive is unlikely to change. 
 
 
 
 
 



I I   Submissions 
 
 A.  Number   (still increasing) 
 

 
We received 243 submissions in 2008, yet another record. In the graph above, the lower (darker) 
portions of the bars show the number of submissions through May of each year. Each combined 
bar shows the total number of submissions in the year. Through May of 2009 we received 89 
submissions, 8 fewer than this time last year. 
 
 B.  National Origins, and Acceptance by Country  (mostly from outside the US; New 

Zealand highest acceptance rate again, Germany swings and misses, China remains very low) 

 
61% of submissions came from outside the US, based on the address of the author for 
correspondence. This continues the slight trend of a decline in international submissions, 
although they are still in the majority. Our diversity is actually much higher than the 61% 
indicates, because many papers have authors residing outside the US even though the 
corresponding author is in the US. See Appendix 1 for a pie chart of all country's number of 
submissions. 
 
 
 



The 10 countries, in addition to the US, from which we received the most 2008 submissions: 
 
Country # submissions # accepted Acceptance rate 
USA 96 29 30% 
UK 17 7 41% 
Canada 14 5 36% 
Germany 13 0 0% 
Australia 12 2 17 
Sweden 12 2 17% 
Austria 10 1 10% 
France 10 2 20% 
China 9 0 0% 
Belgium 6 1 17% 
New Zealand 6 3 50% 
 
*  Read the following only if you're about to ask me "what's up with China?" 
Every year I am asked why China has such a low acceptance rate. I'm no expert, but here are my 
answers: 1) Perhaps authors from China who intend to return there are more likely to come to the 
US during part of their education and career than are authors from other countries, meaning they 
have a US address for some of the time during which they submit manuscripts. 2) If a group of 
authors collaborate on a manuscript that they plan to submit to a US-based journal, a native or 
fluent speaker of English might be more likely to be chosen as the corresponding author, and 
native or fluent English speakers might be more likely than their coauthors to have US or UK 
addresses. It's my understanding that fluency between English and the several languages spoken 
in China is difficult to achieve. 3) There are many countries in which the role of SB, compared to 
other journals that report on systematics (such as organism-based journals), seems to be widely 
misunderstood and we receive papers that are not appropriate for the journal. The full list of 
countries submitting to SB would show a very large number with 0% acceptance rates. They are 
not in the table because very few papers were submitted per country. However, there are many 
people, many scientists, in China, and some areas of the country may be similar to parts of the 
world in which the role of SB seems to be misunderstood. By prediction of population alone, 
China is more likely to appear in the table based on number of submissions received. The low 
acceptance rate is then visible, unlike many other countries. However, the population argument 
would only explain low acceptance rates, not necessarily 0%. These three reasons, as well as 
more I haven't thought of, may combine to explain China's consistently low acceptance rate. 
 
 C. Other Notes 
- We plan to publish the Species Tree/Gene Tree Heterogeneity symposium in the August issue 
at the latest. 
-In 2008 we published 59 Regular Articles, 15 POV's, 9 Book Reviews, Index. Total # pages = 

1007 (different from the page number listed at the end of the Dec. issue due to printing 

requirements). We ended with 50 pages to spare. Based on 2007 data, page lengths are as 

follows: regular articles average length 14 pages (SD = 4); POVs average length 8 pages (SD = 
2). 
-Book Reviews do not come through MC and are not included in the count of 243 submissions.  
- We have no backlog of papers for print. 



- Open Access: the OUP website and emails give authors clear information on how to do this. 
 
 
II I  Adjusted Acceptance Rate (add 12% to acceptance rates) 

One of the decision categories is called Reject with Resubmission Encouraged (or 
sometimes Permitted). These are considered reject decisions in the calculation of the acceptance 
rate. However, some of these papers are resubmitted, and most of those are accepted. 
 It's necessary to use papers submitted in 2007 to address this because resubmissions are 
allowed a year-long deadline for receipt, then they undergo full review and revision. Of the 236 
papers submitted in 2007, 58 (25%) received a decision of reject/encouraged. Of the 58, 35 
(60%) were resubmitted; of the 35, only four were rejected. 27 were accepted, while four 
received another decision of reject/encouraged and may still be resubmitted. Splitting the 
remaining four into 2+2 gives 29 acceptances out of the original 58 reject/encouraged, therefore: 
50% of reject/encouraged ms' are eventually accepted (based on 2007 submissions). The 
unadjusted 2007 acceptance rate was 32%. 

Recalculated 2007 acceptance rate: 44%. If this datum is representative, we should add 
about 12% to our unadjusted acceptance rates. I'll repeat the calculation for next year to see if the 
adjustment is similar. 

 
 
IV  Manuscript Processing Time:      (Immediate future unknown) 
I am not calculating new numbers for 2008 because we are currently experiencing such a flux in 
timing. For comparison in next year's report, here I'm using 2007 data: 
 A.  Average # Days from original submission to 1

st
 decision  = 61 (2 months). This is a 

dramatic decrease from 2005, when it was about 3 months. 

 B. Average # Days from original submission to final decision = 108 (3.6 months). This 

figure depends on the speed with which authors perform revisions, as well as processing by all 

editorial staff involved in the paper and, occasionally, additional reviews. 

C.  Reviewers take an average of 31 days to return a review (reviewer data are from 

2008). There are several reasons why time to 1
st
 decision is longer than this 31 days mark – for 

example, two reviewers on a paper might each take 30 days, but one starts 3 weeks later than the 

other. Please see Appendix 2 for an example of ms processing that is extremely slow but not the 

fault of any one person. 

D. Time from original submission to print publication averaged 9.7 months for papers 

printed in 2007 (this was a decrease compared to previous years). The time was essentially the 

same for online because T&F paginated issues before online publication. OUP's method for 

online publication is faster. For print publication, our goal is 7 months from original submission. 

 
 

V  Logo:  (the text spirals in to systematics at the core) 

 A.  Scott Steppan and I wrote the following description of SSB's new logo: 
The Nautilus shell depicted here represents the diversity, extraordinary adaptations, and 
especially the intrinsic beauty of life on Earth. Nautilus and its relatives with similar 
morphologies have existed for most of the history of multicellular life, imbuing the Nautilus with 
a sense of the antiquity and continuity of evolution. The Nautilus' spiral growth pattern 
graphically illustrates the ontogenetic unrolling of an organism's life through development, 



which often recapitulates phylogeny. The naturally bifurcating shell banding patterns, modified 
slightly here, evoke images of phylogenetic trees. The depiction of phylogenetic trees 
emphasizes the understanding of evolutionary relationships among organisms that is fundamental 
to systematic biology. Design by A. Mayumi Kawamoto, of Rising Sun Design, and Scott 
Steppan. 
 B.  Logo items are available for purchase through CafePress, and OUP will be giving out 
free stickers and buttons at their booth. Please consider wearing a depiction of the logo each day 
of the conference, and explaining its meaning to anyone who even looks interested. Other new 
items are also available on CaféPress (http://systbio.org/?q=node/253), and some samples will be 
available for sale at the meetings. The order in which SB covers are added to the store can be 
influenced (within limits) – just ask me.  
 



Appendix 1
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Dryad Meeting 
=========== 

 

Dryad is a repository of ecological and evolutionary data sets, hosted by NESCent. It is already 
live at http://datadryad.org. The initial goals of Dryad are to provide a repository of data from 
published papers, and to provide tools for authors to submit their data (including ways to submit 
data to Dryad and have it forwarded automatically to databases such as GenBank and 
TreeBASE). 
 

NESCent held a meeting May 21-22 
(https://www.nescent.org/wg_dryad/Management_Board_Meeting_Spring_2009 ) that brought 
several  journal editors and other representatives together. My participation was limited to two 
mornings via a (surprisingly successful) remote video link from Glasgow. There was lively 
discussion about several issues, such as the notion that authors submit enough data for their 
results to be replicated (how feasible is this, in some cases this may require huge amounts of 
data, and specific versions of software and operating systems?), and whether data citation should 
be accorded the same status as paper citation (this is my own view, but I was something of a 
voice in the wilderness). There was also some discussion about the mechanics of submitting data 
(how this would integrate with tools such as Manuscript Central, etc.). 
 

In many was most of the issues raised are not contentious for our community, Systematic 
Biology insists on authors  making data available for peer review, and for accepted papers we 
make the data available on our web site. What Dryad offers is  long term stability (depending on 
funding), a consistent way of identifying data sets, and the promise that we would would not 
have to undertake the tedious task of uploading data sets onto our site. 
 

I recommend that Syst Biol supports Dryad (we more or less do already), and takes an active part 
in it. We are fortunate that the main drivers behind Dryad are members of our community, and 
hence are aware of how we do things. I think it would be great if we could get links to Dryad-
hosted data displayed on the OUP web page for each article that has data in Dryad (Dryad will 
display links to the article on their site).  
 

I gather that Dryad are/will be talking to Scholar One about Manuscript Central supporting 
Dryad's data depositing tools, so eventually the whole process will be relatively seamless, 
although it would be useful to determine whether Dryad will add to the work load of our 
Managing Editor. 
 

Rod Page 


