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NEWS AND NOTES NEWS AND NOTES NEWS AND NOTES 

PROF. HANS BUCH f 
We regret to announce the death on April 

25th, 1964, of Prof. Hans Buch, the distinguish- 
ed Finnish hepaticologist, at the age of 80. 

INDEX OF SUBSPECIFIC NAMES 
In view of the increasing use of subspecies 

in taxonomic work, an index of subspecific 
names is urgently required. At the same time 
there is confusion as to whether many names 
are validly published at subspecific rank, par- 
ticularly in European literature of the 19th 
century. In spite of very useful papers by Brei- 
stroffer and others, many available subspecific 
names are lost in the works of authors whose 
use of subspecies is still not generally appreci- 
ated. 

Dr. R. K. Brummit (Kew) and Mr. A. O. Cha- 
ter (Leicester) are now compiling such an in- 
dex, which will cover world literature of vascu. 
lar plants up to 1914. A critical annotated list 
of all works up to that date which are known 
to include subspecies will be published first. 
Particular attention will be given to establish- 
ing the validity or otherwise of subspecific 
names in the more controversial works, as well 
as indicating how the status of these names may 
be recognised. Some more or less arbitrary de- 
cisions may be necessary, but publication of 
such a list will enable interested botanists to 
comment upon or correct these decisions and 
make additions, and it is hoped that in this 
way international agreement may be reached. 
This list will be followed by an index of all 
subspecific names validly published up to the 
end of 1914, arranged under species, the whole 
index being arranged alphabetically. It is hoped 
that this will be completed within 5 years, 
when the possibility of bringing it up to date 
will be considered. 

A DESIRABLE REWORDING OF ART. 7, 
NOTE 3 

One of my collaborators, engaged in a re- 
gional family revision, whom I had advised to 
typify the genera of his family, replied that he 
felt only inclined to do so in case the genus was 
based on discordant elements, but felt no need 
to do so if it was homogeneous. He referred to 
note 3 of Art. 7 which reads indeed that if no 
holotype was indicated by the original author, 
"a lectotype or a neotype as a substitute for it 
may be designated." The "may" in this context 
is clearly correct for a neotype, but not for a 
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lectotype. Surely the redaction in contrary to 
the intention of the Code, and to typification 
(principle II and section 2) in particular. Ul- 
timately each taxon must have a type, either a 
specimen or type-taxon. This appears also from 
Art. 7 itself, the first sentence of which rules 
"that the application of names ... is determin- 
ed by means of nomenclatural types". There is 
obviously a discrepancy, as "is determined" is 
imperative, but "may be designated" is not. 

The discrepancy is probably caused by the 
mention of both lectotype and neotype in the 
first sentence of Note 3. As the neotype is the 
last resource of typification, part of this sen- 
tence should come at the end of the note. 

To remedy the discrepancy I propose the 
following rewording of Note 3. 

Note 3. If no holotype was indicated by the 
author who described a taxon, or when the 
holotype has been lost or destroyed, a lectotype 
as a substitute for it must be designated. An 
isotype, if such exists, must be chosen as lecto- 
type. If no isotype exists, the lectotype must 
be chosen from among the syntypes, if such 
exist. If neither an isotype nor a syntype nor 
any of the originally cited material is extant, a 
neotype may be selected. A lectotype always 
takes precedence over a neotype. 

C. G. G. J. VAN STEENIS 

PRINCIPLES OF ANGIOSPERM 
TAXONOMY 

P. H. DAVIS and V. H. HEYWOOD, Principles 
of Angiosperm Taxonomy, Oliver and Boyd, 
Edinburgh and London, December 1963, 556 
pag., Cased 95 s., paperback 75 s. 

In a frank attempt at a critical reassessment 
of the fundamental principles underlying the 
taxonomic methods of to-day, Davis and Hey- 
wood have limited themselves to the part of 
plant taxonomy that deals with the angio- 
sperms. This limitation enables them to give a 
truly synthetic account of angiosperm metho- 
dology, a synthesis that would have been ex- 
tremely difficult to achieve if the taxonomic 
methodology of non-angiosperm groups had 
been included. The modern developments in 
plant taxonomy - biosystematics, population 
research, numerical and chemical taxonomy, 
the increased importance of cytological, em- 
bryological, genetical, and anatomical data - 
are all taken into account. The book, however, 
is well balanced and objective in its dealing 
with all aspects of plant taxonomy; a fair and 
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