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Article 38.5 states that the names of a monotypic genus and a spe-
cies may be validly published simultaneously by provision of a single 
description (descriptio generico-specifica). Similar cases also exist in 
the names of a subdivision of a genus and a species, but they are not 
covered by this rule. While Art. 40.6 allows indication of the type of 
a species name alone to be sufficient for the name of a monotypic new 
genus or subdivision of a genus with the simultaneously published 
name of a species, no similar provision in Art. 38 permits a single 
description or diagnosis to validate both a monotypic subdivision of 
a genus and a species. In my opinion, the names of a subdivision of a 
genus and a species should also be validated by a single description 
or diagnosis. Therefore, I propose to amend Art. 38.5 and Art. 38.6 
as indicated below. My proposals have the same purpose as Prop. 
223–225 (in Taxon 65: 417–418. 2016) but offer some improvements 
in wording. An additional example is also provided.

(329) Amend Art. 38.5 as follows (new text in bold):
“38.5. The names of a new genus or subdivision of a genus 

and a species may be validly published simultaneously by provision 
of a single description (descriptio generico-specifica or descriptio 
infragenerico-specifica) or diagnosis, even though this may have 
been intended as only generic or infrageneric or specific, if all of 
the following conditions are satisfied: (a) the genus or subdivision of 
a genus is at that time monotypic (see Art. 38.6); (b) no other names 
(at any rank) have previously been validly published based on the 
same type; and (c) the names of the genus or subdivision of a genus 
and species otherwise fulfill the requirements for valid publication. 
Reference to an earlier description or diagnosis is not acceptable in 
place of a descriptio generico-specifica or descriptio infragenerico-
specifica.”

(330) If the above proposal is accepted, amend Art. 38.6 as 
follows (new text in bold):
“38.6. For the purpose of Art. 38.5, a monotypic genus or subdivi-

sion of a genus is one for which a single binomial is validly published 
even though the author may indicate that other species are attributable 
to the genus or subdivision of a genus.”

Some new examples are provided below.

“Ex. 7bis. Hedyotis merguensis Hook. f. is a new species assigned 
to the monotypic Hedyotis sect. Involucrella Benth. & Hook. f. (1873). 
Both names are validly published with a combined sectional and 
specific description.”

Hedyotis sect. Involucrella Benth. & Hook. f. (in Gen. Pl. 2: 57. 
1873) was described as a new section with a Latin diagnosis that was 
immediately followed by a single species name, Hedyotis merguensis 
Hook. f. This description can be considered to have been provided 
by Bentham & Hooker for both the sectional and specific name. At 
that time, no other names had previously been validly published at 
any rank based on the same type. Obviously, Hedyotis merguensis 
should be the type of H. sect. Involucrella. But Neupane & al. (in 
Taxon 64: 316. 2015) considered that the species name H. merguensis 
was not validly published in 1873 and designated Hedyotis coronaria 
(Kurz) Craib (≡ Scleromitrion coronarium Kurz (1877), Involucrella 
coronaria (Kurz) Neupane & N. Wikstr.) as the type of the sectional 
name when they raised it to generic rank as Involucrella (Benth. & 
Hook. f.) Neupane & N. Wikstr.

“Ex. 7ter. The names Elatostema ser. Tetracephala W.T. Wang 
& al. (2012) and E. tetracephalum W.T. Wang & al., the latter des-
ignating the single new species of the new series, are both validly 
published although an English diagnosis was provided only under 
the series name.”

Elatostema ser. Tetracephala W.T. Wang & al. (Paper Collec-
tion of W.T. Wang: 1100. 2012) is a subdivision of a genus proposed 
by Wang when he published a new system of the genus Elatostema. 
When Wang & al. published the new series name, they provided an 
English diagnosis under the series name. Elatostema tetracephalum 
W.T. Wang & al. is the single species assigned to that series and was 
designated as the type. The holotype of the name E. tetracephalum 
was also designated and this fulfilled the other requirement for valid 
publication.

Acknowledgement
I am grateful to John Wiersema (Beltsville) and Nicholas Turland 

(Berlin) for their valuable comments on the proposals and refining the 
manuscript. This work was supported by the National Natural Science 
Foundation of China (grant nos. 31270247, 31470302).

Deng • (329–330) Art. 38


