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4. The type specimen. 
The type specimen in the Bryophytes mu;t 

always be a permanently preserved specimen, 
and living material cannot be indicated as 
type. Only one member considers that a 
printed diagnosis with many figures of 
characteristic parts could replace preserved 
material as a type. 

5. Conservation of names. 

Androcryphia and Herberta are wrongly 
included in the list of nomina generica con- 
servanda published in the International Code 
of Botanical Nomenclature, 1953. They should 
be deleted. 

The results of the ballot on the additional 
names proposed for conservation were as 
follows: 

in favour against 
a. Amblyodon B.S.G. 9 
b. Holomitrium Endl. 9 
c. Orthotheciumrn B.S.G. 8 1 
d. Pleuropus Griff. 4 4 
e. Grimnaldia Raddi 2 6 
f. Saccogyna Dum. 9 

The Committee thus rejects the conserva- 
tion of Grimaldia Raddi, and is undecided 
about Pleuropus Griff. The other proposals 
for conservation are accepted and are referred 
to the general Committee for submission to 
the next Congress for ratification. 

R. VAN DER WIJK 

XXVII. REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE FOR ALGAE 

I. Is your committee of the opinion that a 
list of commonly accepted family names, 
together with their type genera, could be 
established? 

Five members thought it was possible and 
feasible to prepare such a list; one member 
thought it was possible but difficult; five 
members thought it was impossible or in- 
advisable. 

II. Is your committee of the opinion that, 
for your group of plants, the rules of priority 
and of typification should not be applied to 
names of taxa above the rank of family? 

Six members thought that such rules should 
not apply at this rank; two members thought 
that in principle they should apply, but that 

it was not practicable at present; three mem- 
bers thought that they should apply. 

III. Is your committee of the opinion that 
it should be made a rule that the type of a 
name of a taxon of the rank of species or 
below must in the future be a permanently 
preserved specimen? If this proves technically 

impossible for some kinds of organisms, what 
measures should be taken to safeguard a 
consistent application of the type method? 

One member thought that a permanently 
preserved specimen (or type preparation for 
microscopic organisms) should be required 
without alternatives; six members thought 
that a permanently preserved specimen should 
be designated as type if possible, but if im- 
possible, illustrations and/or descriptions [five 
members] or only illustrations [one member] 
should be permitted to serve as types; two 
members thought that a permanently pre- 
served specimen should serve jointy with 
illustrations, but if a specimen were im- 
possible to preserve, an illustration (but never 
a description) should be permitted to serve 
alone as type; two members thought that 
permanently preserved specimens were im- 
possible for many organisms, and one of these 
members suggested the acceptance of photo- 
micrographs serving jointly with figures and 
descriptions as types in such instances. 

P. C. SILVA 

XXVIII. VARIOUS PROPOSALS 

307. In Article 7, Note 5 is said: "The typi- 
fication of organ genera, form genera, genera 
based on plant microfossils (pollen, spores 
etc.), genera of imperfect fungi, and any 
other analogous genera or lower taxa does 
not differ from that indicated above". (See 
also App. IV, 7). It is not evident from this 
that genera based on Sporae dispersae (pollen 

grains and spores etc.) are organ genera and 
form genera. They are made to appear to be 
a speciality. This has produced confusion. 
We must emphasize that genera of sporae 
dispersae are organ genera and form genera, 
because sporae dispersae are "detached 
organs" (see Art. PB 1 etc.). 

Proposed b y: R. POTONIE (Krefeld). 
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308. Article 24. To make this article a bit 
tighter it is proposed that the words "anJ 
must be rejected" be added to the first sen- 
tence of paragraph 4. 

For further comments on proposals .... 
and .... see discussion under Datura cornu- 
copaea, D. laevis and D. inoxia in an article 
by F. R. Fosberg (Nomenclatural notes on 
Datura) to be published shortly in this 
Journal. 

Proposed by: F. R. FOSBERG (Wash- 
ington D.C.). 

309. Article 26 (example): It is proposed to 
treat the spelling siphilitica of Linnaeus (in 
his Lobelia siphilitica) as an orthographic 
linguistic error and to use the correct spelling 
'syphilitica'. 

Proposed by: N. Y. SANDWITH (Kew). 

310. Article 48: The second sentence to read: 
"When a name is conserved with a type dif- 
ferent from that of the original author, it 
must not ........; instead the name of the 
author of the name as conserved, with the 
new type, must be cited". 

Commen t: A name cannot be used if 
its type is excluded. Under the type-method 
the conservation of a later circumscription 
excluding the type means the creation of a 
later homonym by conservation with a new 
type. 

Proposed by: H. W. RICKETT (New 
York). 

311. Article 68(3). Add a note stating that 
the names of Necker's 'species naturales' in 
his Elementa Botanica 1790 are not to be 
regarded as unitary designations of species 
but that they are to be accepted as validly 
published generic names. 

Pro posedb y: J. PROSKAUER (Berkeley). 

312. Article 73. The alteration of the original 
wording of this article in the Stockholm and 

Paris codes, omitting the words "clearly un- 
intentional" seems to have been a retrogres- 
sive step, introducing the possibility of exten- 
sive "corrections" based on opinion and also 
making several of the examples inconsistent 
with the wording of the article. For instance, 
it seems impossible to construe the spelling 
Lespedeza as other than an error, since the 
name commemorates de Cespedes, yet it is 
offered as an example of what we are not to 
correct. The only conceivable justification for 
retaining the spelling with L is that Linnaeus 
may have so spelled it deliberately, though 
this is not even likely. We are told that 
"orthographic errors should be corrected" 
but are then told that this one must not be 
corrected. It is admittedly not desirable to 
change the spelling of Lespedeza. Therefore 
the way to make the best of a bad situation 
and also to prevent wholesale corrections of 
what may be construed to be errors would 
seem to reinsert the words "clearly uninten- 
tional" and to make the first paragraph of 
Article 73 read "The original spelling of a 
name or epithet must be retained except that 
typographic or clearly unintentional ortho- 
graphic errors and those indicated in notes 2 
and 3 should be corrected." 

Proposed by: F. R. FOSBERG (Wash- 
ington D.C.). 

313. If organ genera or form genera based 
on detached organs are referred to genera or 
based on groups of organs connected together 
it should be a rule that the name of that 
group of organs which contains the organs 
on which the other name is based must be 
adopted, even if published later. That means, 
names of sporae dispersae may be replaced 
by those of sporangia, these by names of 
sporophylls, these by names of fertile shoots. 
But this would only be allowed, after it has 
been absolutely proved that the spore shape 
etc. in question only occurs in one genus. 

Proposed by: R. POTONIt. (Krefeld). 

XXIX. REPORT OF THE SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON STABILIZATION 

J. S. L. Gilmour (Chairman) 
1. The Special Committee on Stabilization 
was set up at the Nomenclature Section of 
the Eighth International Botanical Congress, 
Paris, 1954 (s.ee Taxon 3: 220). At the meeting 
of the Section there was a "general feeling" 
that "something should be done" about the 
future stabilization of specific names, and the, 
meeting "was nearly unanimous in its wish 

that some solution should be found". The 
Committee was. appointed to find it. 
2. The membership of the Committee is as 
follows: 

Chairman - J. S. L. GILMOUR, University 
Botanic Garden, Cambridge. 

Vice-chairman - R. C. ROLLINs, Gray 
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