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on them, despite their narrowly missing the deadline, may do so, as the Nomenclature Section
may want to consider them. As the Rapporteurs have not had an opportunity to consult on
them, they are presented without further comment. In Appendix B is included an article
containing Prop. 284, by J. Komárek which because of its length was not published in Taxon
although it was received before the deadline. Proposals for Nomina Conservanda are in
Appendix D (pp. 100-106); those on Superfluous names in Appendix C (pp. 74-99).
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INTERNATIONAL CODE OF BOTANICAL NOMENCLATURE

Preamble

Prop. A (Crosswhite & /ltis, Taxon 15: 212) - It is proposed that the statement
concerning grammar, etc. be moved from its present position in the Preamble to a
position on the next page, to become one of the Principles, preferably the last, so that
the others will not have to be re-numbered; and that the statement be editorially
modified so as to have a form similar to .the other Principles without changing the
original meaning, unIess changes in meaning are proposed and accepted by the
Congress.

Prop. B (178 - Harrison, Taxon 17: 592) - Amend line 24 et seq. as follows: "Tbe
Rules and Regulations apply throughout the plant kin gdom, recent and fossil, except
where special provisions have been made for the following groups. Tbe International
Microbiological Congresshas issued an International Code of Nomenclature of
Bacteria and Viruses (Ames, lowa, June 1958). Similarly the International Com-
mission for the Nomenclature of Cultivated Plants has published an International
Code of Nomenclature for CultivatedPlants (Utrecht, June 1961)."

COfnfnen~ Rapporleu~
Prop. A. As stated in Syn. Prop. Edinburgh, "Neither the preamble nor the principles have
an immediate effect on the naming of plants: they work in this respect through the mIes
and recommendations." Hence it is not clear that there is compelling reason to make the
proposed shift in position.
Prop. B. This is offered as an alternative to Art. 71, Prop. A, which better serves the purpose
of the author to make clear that cultivar names are not covered by this Code. The wording
proposed here is such that the nomenclature of bacteria and cultivated plants would be too
much set apart (e.g., in regard to homonyms, which must apply throughout). The Editorial
Committee, however, should update the reference to become "International Code of Nomen.
clature of Bacteria," issued in 1966 by the International Committee on Nomenc1ature of
Bacteria.

Article 3

Prop. A (253 - Krassilov, Taxon 17: 741) Substitute the following proposed
definitions under Note 1:
"Form-genus - a taxon comprising organs of the same morphological category
representing (or supposed to represent) a natural genus in the fossil record."

"Organ-genus - a taxon comprising organs of the same morphological categdry
representing (or supposed to represent) more than one natural genus in the fossil
record. "

Prop. B (205 - Yeo, Taxon 17: 735) - Add a second paragraph: "The principal
ranks of hybrid taxa are, in ascending sequence, interspecific hybrid (whose nomen-
clature is governed by the general provisions of this Code) and intergeneric hybrid
(whose nomenclature is governed by the provisions of Appendix 1). They have the
same ranks as species and genus respectively."

Add: "Note 2. An interspecific hybrid is so circumscribed as to include aU descend-
ents (whether Flor succeeding generations ) of crosses between individuals . of the
same parent species, with the exclusion of amphidiploids etc., when it is desired to
treat these as species."

COfnments Rapporleufs
Prop. A. To be referred to the Committee for Fossil Plants.
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ARTICLE 3

Prop. B. The careful consideration of nomenclature of hybrids by Yeo resulted in two
altemative series of proposals, some of which are more or less independent but most of which
are intricately inter-related, as described in Taxon 17: 735-739. Prop. B is the first of the
series which would incorporate most of Arts. H. 1 and H. 5 into the body of the Code.
Although this series of proposals involves a number of changes in organization, it might
contribute a great deal to consistencyand clarity in the Code, and it will therefore be good
to have a general expression of opinion in themail vote. The Committee for Cultivated Plants
will consider these proposals. Provisions for hybrids were originaUyin the Code but were
transferred to an Appendix at the StockholmCongress. There is now a distinct supplementary
Code (1961) for cultivated plants, and since almost aU taxonomistshave to deal with hybrids
whether wild or cultivated their opinionhere on the principle of these changeswill be valuable.

New Recommendation 3A

Prop. A (206 - Yeo, Taxon 17: 735) - "Amphidiploids which do not occur in
nature should not be treated as species."

Comments Rapporteurs
See comment under Art. 3, Prop. B. Those who would prefer that aU provisions for hybrids
be in an Appendix should instead vote on New Recommendation H.IA. This is a proposed
addition to the Code in either case, independent of proposals for reorganization.

Article 4

Prop. A (207 - Yeo, Taxon 17: 735-736) - Substitute the followingfor paragraph
3: "For hybrids with the ranks of subdivisions of a genus (Art. 10, footnote), see
Appendix 1."

Add a 4th paragraph: "For infraspecificvariants of interspecific hybrids the only
rank available is that of nothomorph (nothomorpha, abbreviated as nm., see Note 2)
which has the same rank as varietas; its nomenclature is governed by the general
provisions of this Code. (See also Art. 28.)"

Add: Note 2, the same as Note to Art. H 5, omitting the examples.

Comments Rapporteurs
See comments under Art. 3, Prop. B. This is part of the series of proposals to bring hybrid
nomenclature into the body of the Code, and establishes an equivalence of rank between
oarietas and nothomorph.

Article 6

Prop. A (110 - Baum, Taxon 17: 281) - Change definition as follows:
cCAlegitimate name or epithet is one that has acquired the status of legitimacy, i.e.
from the time when directly or indirectly all the requirements of the Rules are fulfilled
for consideration of the correct name."
"An ülegitimate name or epithet is one that has not yet acquired the status of legiti-
macy, i.e. until the time when directly or indirectly all the requirements of the Rules
are fulfilled and which precede consideration of the correct name."

Prop. B (154 - Tryon, Taxon 17: 588) - The Equisetum example under Note 2 to
read: "Equisetum palustre f. fluitans".

Comments Rapporteurs
Prop. A. The proposed definitions seem redundant and the Rapporteurs are not convineed
they offer a real improvement in stating the character of legitimacy and illegitimacy (see
Ross in Taxon 13: 168).
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ARTICLE 7

Prop. B: The amendment is intended to "bring the example into aeeordanee with Art. 24,"
but in faet there is no contradiction with Art. 24, the third example of whieh clearly indicates
the permissibility of such a name which includes "one or more epithets" in addition to the
name of the genus.

Artiele 7

Prop. A (Korf & Rogers, Taxon 16: 22) - Add to Note 3, after the second paragraph
defining the lectotype, a new paragraph: "The schizotype (a special kind of implied
lectotype) is the one specimen or· other element from the original material retained in
a taxon by an author who has treated in a single publication aH of the syntypes of a
taxon and has specificaHy excluded from the taxon each of the other eligible
syntypes. "

Prop. B (106 - Morton, Taxon 17: 236) - After the definition of syntype insert:
"Ail isosyntype is a duplicate of a syntype."

After the definition of syntype insert a new paragraph: "A paratype is any specimen
cited in the protologue other than the holotype or isotype(s). An isoparatypeis à

duplicate of a paratype."

Prop. C (109 ~ Reveal, Taxon 17: 237) - Add the foHowing paragraph to Note 3:
"When designating a neotype or a lectotype, the author must indicate a holotype and
note any kn~wn isotypes. For convenience and distinction, the prefix holo- or iso-
may be added before the term neotype or lectotype(i.e., holoneotypeand isoneotype,
or hololectotype and isolectotype)."

Prop. D (111 - Baum, Taxon 17: 282) - Add: "When a pre-1958 protologue fails
to refer directly or indirectly to a single element (a holotype) or directly or indirectly
to a number of elements from which a lectotype canbe chosen, the name is to be
dealt with as illegitimate until a later publication provides a direct choice of a neotype
or refers to material from which a neotype can be selected. The date and place of
legitimacy of the name is the;date of the later publication."

Prop. E (113 - Baum, Taxon 17: 283) - Change definition of neotypeln Note 3
as foHows: "A neotype is a specimen or other element cited deliberately by the
earliest reliable author who applied an earlier name to a specimen or element which
can be regarded indirectly· as nomenclatural type; or a neotype is a specimèn or other
element that has been selected directly to serve as nomenclatural type, as long as aH
of the material on which the name of the taxon was based is missing."

Prop. F (145 - Sreemadhavan, Taxon 17: 586) - Reword the fourth paragraph of
Note 3 as foHows: "An isotype is any duplicate of the holotype definitely studied
by the author up to the time the name of the taxon was published; it is always a
specimen. "

Prop. G (146 - Sreemadhavan, Taxon 17: 586) - Add to Note 3, after the definition
of syntype: "A pseudotype is any duplicate of the holotype, syntype orparatype that
was not studied by the author up to the time the name of the. taxon was published."

Prop. H. (147 - Sreemadhavan, Taxon 17: 586) - Add to Note 3 after the definition
of pseudotype, definition of paratype as given in the footnote on page 72.

Prop. I (148 - Sreemadhavan, Taxon 17: 587) - Add to Note 3 between the defini-
tions of syntype and pseudotype: "An isosyntype is any duplicate of a syntype
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ARTICLE 7

definitely studied by the author up to the time the name of the taxon was published;
it is always a specimen."

Prop. J (149 - Sreemadhavan, Taxon 17: 587) - Add to Note 3 immediately fol..
lowing the definition of paratype : "An isopa ratype is any duplicate of a paratype
definitely studied by the author up to the time the name of the taxon was published;
it is always a specimen."

Prop. K (156 - Tryon, Taxon 17: 588) - The last paragraph of Note 4 to read: "A
name which was nomenclaturally superfluous when published (see Art. 63) is auto-
matically typified by the type of the name which ought to have been adopted (or
whose epithet ought to have been adopted) under the rules."

Prop. L (208 - Yeo, Taxon 17: 736) - Add a new Note 9: "If a statement of the
parentage of a named interspecific hybrid appears to conflict with the characters of
the type of the name, the type takes precedence in determining the application of
the name."

Prop. M (268 - Brummitt, this Synopsis, p. 57) - Add the following Note: "When
the type of the name of a taxon is known but insufficient information about it is
available to enable it to be assigned with certainty to either or any of the subordinate
taxa recognized, a neotype for which the required information is available is to be
arbitrarily chosen."

Prop. N (269 - Brummitt, this Synopsis, p. 58) - In two places in the first paragraph
and in three places in the third paragraph of Note 4 delete "or epithet".

Comments Rapporteurs

Prop. A deals with a weIl known phenomenon in the nomenclature of types and it will be
interesting to see in themail vote an opinion on introducing a special word.
Prop. B. It might be helpful to have definitions of these terms in the Code proper. Isosyntype
and paratype are already defined in the Guide for the Determination of Types, but isoparatype
is not defined. The proposal could be referred to the Editorial Committee (see also Prop. H).
A paratype could also be a specimen cited in the protologue other than syntypes.
Prop. C. Neotypes have nothing to do with "the author" and are not reaUy types, so the
prefix "holo·" which refers to protologue material could be misleading. A lectotype is always
a "hololectotype" and no need exists for a new word.
Adoption of Prop. D would render thousands of names from Linnaeus onward for a long
time illegitimate, and the Rapporteurs do not see how it could be implemented when it is
so much in conflict with present practice.
Prop. E. The proposed expansion of definition does not significantly add to the present
one. The introduction of terms like "reliable" would require a very subjective element in
application.
Props. F, G. I, & J. Adoption of these definitions would result in great variance with past
practice and would probably not be acceptable to taxonomists generaUy.
Prop. H is also covered in Prop. Band could likewise be referred to the Editorial Committee.
Prop. K is being studied by the ad hoc committee on superfIuous names, which will report
its recommendation.
Prop. L. This clarification seems to be in agreement with present practice. Those who
believe that aU statements relating to hybrids ought to be in an Appendix (see Art. 3 Prop. B
comments) should instead vote on Art. H.I Prop. G, which is identical in wording.

Recommendation 7B

Prop. A (157 - Tryon, Taxon 17: 588) - The Recommendation to read: "Whenever
the elements on which the name of a taxon is based are heterogeneous, the lectotype
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ARTICLE 10

should be so selected as to preserve current usage unless that element is discordant
with the original description or diagnosis and (or) figure."

Comnwn~ Rapporleurs
The distinction in wording is very subtle; in a Recommendation, the most positive wording
would seem preferabie. Rowever, adoption of this proposal cannot seriously affect the
procedure of ·lectotypification.

New Recommendation 7C

Prop. A (150 - Sreemadhavan, Taxon 17: 587) - "Whenever a lectotype is chosen
the remaining type materials should be clearly designated and labelled as isolectotypes
(duplicates of lectotypes) and paralectotypes (type specimens other than duplicates
of the lectotype)."

Comnwnts Rapporleurs
Dependent upon Art. 7, Props. F, G, I, & J.

Article 9

Prop. A (198 - Brummitt & Chater, Taxon 17: 655) - i) The first sentence to read:
"The type (holotype, lectotype, or neotype) of a name of a species or infraspecific
taxon is a single specimen"; ii) The first Example to read : "The holotype of the
name Rheedia kappleri Eyma, which applies to a polygamous species, is a male ... ";
iii) The second Example to read: "The type of the name Tillandsia bryoides ... ".

Comments Rapporleurs .
The principle involved-that one must refer to the type of a name, not of a taxon-has already
beenaccepted and the proposal can be dealt with by the Editorial Committee.

Article 10

Prop. A (Weresub, Taxon 16: 33) - Add to Article: "When an already known species
is cited in accordance with the Code as the 'one element' on which a genus is based
or as the designated nomenclatural type, that species is accepted as holotype unless
theàuthor explicitly excludes, or states that he consciously questions the inclusion of
the type specimen of the species.

"Examples i): Peniophorella Karsten (Bidr. Känn. FinI. Nat. Folk 48: 427. 1889) was pub-
lished for one species cited as "P. pubera (Fr. ?) Karst." Obviously Karsten questioned the
identity of his material with whatever Friesian pubera he thought it might approach. Ris
own material constitutes an unnamed "type species; from it, and in accordance with the
protologue, a (lecto)type specimen may be chosen to typify the name to be given that species
(cf. Donk, Taxon 6: 107. 1957, and Persoonia 2: 222. 1962).
- "il): Cellypha Donk (Persoonia 1: 84. 1959) was published with the type species cited
as follows: "Cyphella goldbachii Weinm. (in the sense indicated below). Generic type specimen:
C. Bas 1519 (L 958. 140-484)." Donk has, in effect, selected a neotype for Cyphella gold-
bachii Weinm. Rowever, should his neotype be proved specifically different from the original
type specimen, rus generic name remains attached by deliberate designation to the species
wruch indudes the Bas collection, a species then to be named and its name so typified. This
method of citing a type is dear, but hardly recommended, inasmuch as the Code does not
deal with specimens as types of generic names.

"Note: Post-validation publication of a 'corrected' determination of the material the
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ARTICLE 10

author had at hand may not be used retroactively to change tbe holotypification of a
generic name.

"Example: Kneiffiella Karsten (Bidr. Känn. FinI. Nat. Folk 48: 371. 1889) was published
for one species, Hydnum barba-iovis [Bull.] Fries, with a proper transfer of its name to
Kneiffiella. Whatever material Karsten had at hand (and from which he drew his description),
if different from barba-iovis, constitutes no more than a paratypic (unnamed) taxon in addition
to the one species named. The fact that, later, "Hydnum barba-iovis sensu Karsten non
[Bull.] Fr." became known as Kneiffiella bombycina Karst. does not break the originallink
between Kneiffiella and its holotype, H. barba-iovis [Bull.] Fr."

Prop. B (126 - Greuter, Taxon 17: 456) - Alter tbe footnote here (and in Article 54)
to read as foUows: "*Here and elsewhere in the Code the phrase 'subdivision of a
genus' refers only to taxa between genus and species (or species-like taxa) in rank."

Prop. C (138 - McVaugh, Taxon 17: 460) - Add, after tbe first paragraph: "Ex·
ample: Tbe type of the generic name Pseudolarix Cordon (Pinetum 292. 1858) is tbe
species of which the author had specimens in hand when preparingtbe protologue.,
Tbe fact that the species had not yet been described botanicaUy is irrelevant. Tbe
type of Pseudolarix is P. amabilis (J. Nels.) Rehder (basionym Larix amabilis J.
Nelson, Pinaceae 84. 1866), the species described by Cordon, not P. kaempferi
(Lambert) Cordon, whose basionym (Pinus kaempferi Lambert) was erroneously
applied by Cordon to specimens representing a new species and genus. The substitute
generic name Chrysolarix H. E. Moore (Baileya 13: 133. 1965) was tberefore super-
fluous. "

Prop. D (158 - Tryon, Taxon 17: 589) - Note 3 to read: "For tbe typification of
some names of subdivisions of genera * see Art. 22."

Prop. E (199 - Brummitt & Chater, Taxon 17: 656) - Amend toread: "Tbe type
of a name of a genus ... tbat of a name of a family ... Note 1. Tbe type of a name of
a family ... ".

Prop. F (278 - Linczevski, this Synopsis, p. 60) - Articles 10, 11, and 16 should
be altered to adopt tbe principle of typification for the names of aU ranks.

Comments Rapporteurs
Props. A & C. These proposals, considered in conjunction with each other, seem to aim at
ruling that when it can be established from the material cited or other reliable evidence that
tbe author of a new genus misapplied the name of the species cited as type (or of the only
species included), the type of the name of the genus is the species actually dealt with by
tbe author in the protologue (even if a new name should be required for it). There exist
diverse opinions on this subject, as is evident, e.g., from the handling of the example in
Prop. C (see Taxon 15: 240-241; 258-264); the proposalsaim at a solutionof this controversy
in favor of the views put forward by Bullock.
Prop. B depends upon Art. 23 Prop. B.
Props. D and E can be referred to the Editorial Committee.

Article 11

Prop. A (270 - Brummitt, this Synopsis, p. 58) - Correct tbe tbird paragraph to
read " ... is the combination of tbe epithet of tbe earliest legitimate name in tbe
same rank ... ".

See also Art. 10, Prop. F.
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ARTICLE 14

Article 13

Prop. A (143 - Proskauer, Taxon 17: 585) - Add a new Note: "The group affinity
of a name is determined bythe actual affinity of its type ..

uExample: The names of the genus Porella L., and its single species P. pinnata L., Sp. Pl.
1106, 1753, the typebeing a liverwort, were validly published although Linné listed them
among the 'Musci'.o'

Prop. B (144 - Proskauer, Taxon 17: 585) - Add a new Note: "A taxon in which
were included plants belonging to groups for which different 'starting point' dates
are decreed in this Article, shaH be deemed to have comprised only those components
which were priorable at the time of publication according to this Article.
uExample: The genus Mnium L., Sp. Pl. 1109, 1753, included at its inception a mixture
of species of mosses and liverworts. As only the latter were priorabie at the time, one of
them must be selected as the type of the genus."

Prop. C (172 - Widder, Taxon 17: 591) - Das Wort "BACTERIA" ist durch den
korrekten wissenschaftlichen Namen "SCHIZOMYCETES" zu ersetzen.

Prop. D (204 - Brizicky, Taxon 17: 660) - Amend paragraph "a"to read: "a.
SPERMATOPHYTAand PTERIDOPHYTA,1 May 1753 (Linnaeus, Species Plantatum, ed. 1)
for taxa of aH categories, except the subdivisions of genera (sub genera, sections, sub·
sections, series, etc., i.e. between genus and species) tbe nomenclatural starting point
of which is 1 January 1805 (Persoon, Synopsis Pla,ntarum, vol. 1, and Lamarck and
De Candolle, Flore Française, ed. 3 )."

ComnumûRapporleurs
Props. A and B. Tbe special committee, directed by the Edinburgh Congress to report on
these proposals, presents its report on pp. 114-116 of this Synopsis.
Prop. C. The term "Bacteria" is weIl established (e.g., in the title of the "International Code
of Nomenclature of Bacteria." However, "Schizomycetes" might be added parenthetically by
tbe Editorial Committee if it is desirabie to avoid any confusion.
Prop. D. Adoption would constitute a major amendment to previous practice, at least in
principle. However, it should be realized that the nomenclature of subdivisions of genera
often presents very serious bibliographic difficulties (involving largely unindexed names),
which would be eased by tbe adoption of this evidently very carefully prepared proposal.

Article 14

Prop. A (121 - Bullock, Taxon 17: 454) - Add to Note 4: " ... except when the
earlier rejected name is a homonym of the conserved name."

Prop. B (122 - Bullock, Taxon 17: 454) - Add to Note 5: "Earlier homonyms of
conserved names cannotbe resuscitated in any circumstances."

Prop. C (123 - Bullock, Taxon 17: 454) - Add a new Note 6: "Names may be
conserved as effectively later homonyms even if the type of the rejected hoÎnonym
was included in the taxon concerned when tbe new circumscription was published."

Prop. D (124 - Bullock, TatXon 17: 455) - Replace tbe tbird sentence of the Article
with: "These names are such as have been used extensively (or more or less exclu-
sively) and in preference to (or in ignorance of) the correct names for tbe taxa con-
cerned in taxonomic and/or otber scientific literature and names which would other-
wise lapse into synonymy when the taxon concerned is united with anotber of the
same rank bearing an earlier but relatively less well·known name. Conservation "may
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ARTICLE 14

be invoked also in order to avoid tbe manufacture of new names, whenever tbis may
be deemed desirabIe. "

Prop. E (159 - Tryon, Taxon 17: 589) - Tbe first portion of Note 3 to read: "A
conserved name is conserved against aH otber names in tbe same rank based on tbe
same type (nomenclatural synonyms which are to be rejected) ... " Insert tbe fol-
lowing after the first sentence: "Conservation or rejection of a name does not affect
the legitimacy of another name based on the same type."

Prop. F (271 - Brummitt, this Synopsis, p. 58) - Add to Note4 as amended by
Prop. A the following sentence: "Similarly if a name of a genus has been conserved
against an earlier homonym but tbe two genera so 'named are later considered to be
congeneric, the earlier h~monym is to be restored for tbe combined genus."

Prop. G (279 - Linczevski, this Synopsis, p. 60) - Reword tbe firstsentence as
follows: "In order to avoid disadvantageous changes in tbe nomendature of genera,
families, and all higher taxa entailed by the strict application of the rul es ... this
Code provides, in Appendices, lists of names that are conserved ... ".

Comments Rapporteurs
Prop. A states current practice.
Prop. B seems to have already been covered by Prop. A, but cf. Prop. F for another point
of view .. ' .
Prop. C. It is indeed true that such"effectively later homonyms" can be conserved under
the Code, but it is questionable whether it is necessary to spell the fact out in a separate note.
Prop. D seems to state actual practice more clearly than the present wording, which contains
references to "general use," "fifty years," and "up to the year 1890." The wording of the
proposal, if adopted, should however be changed to eliminate "may be invoked" as such a
statement is in the form of a Recommendation rather than an Art:icle.
Prop. E could be referred to theEditorial Committee:

New Article 14 bis

Prop. A (119 - Bullock, Taxon 17: 452; cf.' also 8: 16) - Delete Article 69 and',
replace with new Article 14 bis: \
"In order to avoid disadvantageous changes in the nomenqlature of species entailed
by tbe strict application of the rules this Code provides, in Appendix -, a list of
specific names which are to be rejected (nomina specifica rejicienda). The object of
tbis list is to further the attainment of stability in the names of species of special
horticultural, economic or other importance: the names included in it, if not rejected
in this way, would by tbe provisions of tbe Code replace widely accepted names weIl
established in ,botanicalliterature or in commerce.
"Examples: Lilium lancifolium Thunb. (Trans. Linn. Soc. 2: 333. 1794) would replace L.
tigrinum Ker-Gawl. (Curt. Bot. Mag. 31: t. 1237. 1810), the well-established name of the
widely cultivated tiger lily. Lassonia heptapeta Buc'hoz (Pl. Nouvellem. Découv. 21, t. 19
fig. 1. 1779) would prevent the retention of Magnolia denudata Desr. (apud Lam. in Encycl.
Méth. Bot. 3: 675. 1791), the accepted name of an important cultivated species.

"Note 1. Names in tbe list are treated as illegitimate, but any which are earlier
homonyms retain their status as such.

"No te 2. If the specific epitbet has been transferred to anotbergenus it may be
legitimate in its new position as from the date of transfer (see Art. 72, note).

"Note 3. A nomen specificum rejiciendum, when cited asa synonym, shquld be
followed by tbe explanatory words ("nomen rejiciendum" or "nom. rejic.")
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"Note 4. The list of nomina specifica rejicienda will remain permanently open for
additions. Any proposal of an additional name must be accompanied by a detailed
statement of the cases both for and against its rejection. Such proposals must be
submitted to the General Committee (see Division lIl), which will refer them for
examination to the committees for the various taxonomie groups."

Prop. B (120 - Bullock, Taxon 17: 452) - Add another Note: "When a proposal for
rejection of a specific name has been approved by the General Committee, botanists
are authorized to regard such names as not validly published pending ratification by
a later Botanical Congress."

COf!l.ments Rapporteurs
Prop. A. Essentially tbe same proposal by Dandy and Ross was presented to tbe Montréal
Congress, which discussed tbe matter of stabilization of specific names at some length. At
tbat time, all proposals for conservation or rejection of specific names were voted down, but
tbe discussion centered on conservation rather than on nomina reiicienda. Similar discussions
were held at tbe Edinburgh Congress (see Reg. Veg. 44: 25-36) which defeated an alternative
to this propos al, namely to add a list of rejected names to Article 69.
Prop. B would be a desirabie corollary to the existing procedure for nomina conservanda,
if Prop. A is accepted.

Article 16

See Art. 10, Prop. F.

Recommendation 16A

Prop. A (Zabinkova, Taxon 13: 160) - Replace as follows:
"(a). Tbe name of a division is taken either from character indicating the nature of
the division as dosely as possible, or from any generic name; it should end in -phyta.
Words of Greek origin are generally preferabIe.
"(b ). The name of a subdivision based on some generic name (on a name of some
type genus or its synonym) ends in -icae. Examples: Pinicae, Cycadicae.
"( c). The name of a dass is formed in a similar manner by adding -atae. Examples:
Lycopodiatae, Marchantiatae.
"(d). The name of a subdass is designated in a similar manner with .idae. Examples:
Marattiidae. Pinidae."

Prop. B (Zabinkova" Taxon 13: 160) - Add: "If any intermediate rank of taxon is
introduced in the dassification of plants some additional ending may be used: -antes
for names of superdasses, -anae for names of superorders, etc."

Prop. C (133 - Cronquist, et al., Taxon 17: 458) - In the second paragraph under
(a), substitute "-icae" for "-phytina".

Prop_ D (134 - Cronquist, et al., Taxon 17: 458) - Change tbe first paragraph to
read: "(a) Tbe name of a division is based on characters indicating the nature of tbe
division, or on tbe name of an induded dass which is based eventually on a generic
name. It should end in .phyta, except when it is a division of fungi, in which case it
should end in -mycota."

Prop. E (135 - Cronquist, et al., Taxon 17: 458) - In the last line, change tbe words
"-opsida (dass)" to read "-atae (dass)."
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Comments Rapporteurs
Present practice is irregular despite the Recommendation. Props. A and B were submitted
after tbe deadline for tbe previous Congress and tbps became the firs1:proposals submitted
for the present one. Prop. A has been presented in a slightly altered form in Props. C-E.
Prop. A allows no flexibility witb respect to Algae and Fungi, tbe special éndings being left
intact in Props. C-E. The most important change for practical consideration in Props. A
and E is recommending .,atae rather tban -opsida .for the endings of names of classes (only
in the Cormophyta in Prop. E); however, recently several texts have appeared using -atae.

Article 19

Prop. A (181 - Wood & Webster, Taxon 17: 649) - Modify paragraph 3, and the
exampIes, to "read:
"~e name of any taxon of a rank below family and above genus which includes the,
type genus of the correct name of the family to which it is assigned must be based on\
the stem of the name of that genus, but without the citation of an author's name (see
Art. 46). This provision applies only to taxa which include the type of tbe correct
name of the family ..
"Examples: The subfamily containing tbe type genus of tbe family Ericaceae (Erica L.) must
be called subfamily Ericoideae, and tbe tribe containing this genus must be called tribe
Ericeae. However, the correct name of the tribe containing the type genus of the subfamily
Rhododendroideae End!. (Rhododendron L.) is Rhodoreae G. Don (the oldest legitimate name),
and not Rhododendreae.
"Tbe subfamily of the family Asteraceae (nom. alt., Compositae) containing Aster L., tbe type
genus of tbe family name, must be called subfamily Asteroideae, and tbe tribe and subtribe
containing Aster must be called Astereae and Asterinae, respectively. However, tbe correct
name of tbe tribe containing the type genus of subfamily Cichorioideae Kitamura (Cichorium
L.) is Lactuceae Cass., not Cichorieae, while that of the subtribe containing .Cichorium is
Hyoseridinae Less., not Cichoriinae."

Prop. B (194 - Brummitt & Chater, Taxon 17: 655) - i) In the third paragraph
after the words "type of" insert the words"the correct name of"; H) Add at the end
of this paragraph the sentence "lts type is the same as thatof the correct name of the
next higher taxon."

Prop. C (195 - Brummitt & Chater, Taxon 17: 655) - Inser! the following after thë
third paragraph: "The first valid publication of a name of a taxon at a rank below
family and above genus which does not include the type of thecorrect name of the
next higher taxon automatically establishes the name of another taxon at the same
rank which does include that type."

Prop. D (196 - BTummitt & Chater, Taxon 17: 655) - i) Delete from paragraph 3
the words "but without citation of an author's name (see Art. 46)." ii) Add to Art.
46 the Example "Rosoideae Focke".

Prop. E (196A - Brummitt & Chater, Taxon 17: 655) - Amend the Article to the
effect that the name of a subfamily, tribe, or subtribe is a combination of a family
name with an appropriate epithet.

Prop. F (197 - Brummitt & Cha teT, Taxon 17: 655) - Insert the following para-
graph: "The name of a subdivision of a family may not be based on the same stem
of a generic name as isthe name of the family or of· any subdivision of the same
family unless it has the same type as that name." .
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Prop. G (203 - Brummitt & Chater, Taxon 17: 658) - Add the following Note:
"The name of a subdivision of a family which includes the type of the correct name
of the next higher taxon, its name therefore being based on the same stem as is
that of the next higher taxon, must be taken into consideration in questions of priority.
The date of publication of such a name is that of the first valid publication of the
name of another taxon at the same rank under the same next higher taxon, whether
or not it appeared as such at that time."

Comments Rapporteurs

Prop. A. Wood and Webster have called attention to some problems which their proposals
are carefully designed to relieve.
Prop. B could be referred to the Editorial Committee for action depending upon Prop. A,
which would affect it.
Prop. C is a desirabIe statement in principle, to be modified appropriately if Prop. A is
accepted.
Prop. D. The Article at prese~~eems to present a serious practical problem at this point.
Such names are not traceable' bibliographically when "automatically" created.
Prop. E, presented as an altemative to Prop. D, would require a ruling on the making of
such "combinations," as practically all such names have not been published as direct oom-
binations. In the past, these names have been considered as standing on their own.
Prop. F would be a corollary to Art. 27, which already deals with infraspecific taxa in the
same way.
Prop. G. The arguments presented in Taxon for this and related changes are very clear.
Some changes in wording will be necessary if Prop. A is accepted.

New Recommendation 19A

Prop. A (182 - Wood & Webster, Taxon 17: 649) - "If a legitimate name is not
available for a taxon of a rank below family and above genus which includes the
type genus of the name of another higher or lower taxon (e.g., subfamily, tribe, or
subtribe), but not that of the family to which it is assigned, the new name of that
taxon should be based on the stem as the name of the higher or lower taxon and the
same type should be chosen.

"Examples: Three tribes of the family Ericaceae, none of which includes the nomenclatural
type of the family (Erica L.), are Pyroleae D. Don, Monotropeae D. Don, and Vaccinieae
D. Don. The names of the later-described subfamilies Pyroloideae A. Gray, Monotropoideae
A. Gray, and Vaccinioideae End!. have the same type genera as the respective tribal names
and are based on the same sterns."

Comments Rapporteurs: This would recommend a desirabIe practice if Prop. A under Art. 19
is accepted.

Article 20

Prop. A (209 - Yeo, Taxon 17: 736) - Add after paragraph 3 the following new
paragraph: "The names of intergeneric hybrids (Art. 3) are formed according to
the provisions of Appendix I (see also footnote to Art. 23)."

Comments Rapporteurs: This useful reference can be inserted by the Editorial Committeet
(the proposal is independent of the other proposals for hybrids).

Recommendation 20A

Prop. A (249 - Yeo, Taxon 17: 739) - Add: "(j) Not to form generic names by
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combining parts of two existing generic names, e.g. H ordelym us from H ordeum and
Elymus."

Comments Rapporteurs: The proposal is independent of the series relating to hybrids, and
would encourage a good practice.

Article 21

Prop. A (210 - Yeo, Taxon 17: 736) - Add, after the examples, the following:
"The names of hybrid taxa with the rank of a subdivision of a genus are formed
according to the provisions of Appendix I (see also footnote to Art. 23)."

Comments Rapporteurs: Can be referred to the Editorial Committee.

Article 22

Prop. A (183 - Wood & Webster, Taxon 17: 649-650) - Paragraphs 1, 2, and 3
to re ad :

"The subgenus or section (but not subsection or a lower subdivision) incIuding the
type species of the correct name of the genus to which it is assigned bears that name
unaltered as its epithet, but without citation of an author's name (see Art. 46).

"This provision does not apply to sections which incIude the type species of the
names of other subgenera of the genus.

"Valid publication of a name for a subgenus or section which does not incIude the
nomenclatural type of the genus automatically establishes the name of another taxon
of the same rank which has as its nomenclatural type the type species of the genus and
which bears as its epithet the generic name unaltered.
"Examples: The subgenus of Malpighia L. which eontains the lectotype of the generic name
(M. glabra L.) mustbe ealledMalpighia subg. Malpighia, and not Malpighia subg.Homoiostylis
Niedenzu. Sirnilarly,the section eontaining the lectotype of the generic name must be called
Malpighia sect. Malpighia, and not Malpighia sect. Apyrae DC.
"However, the section of the genus Phyllanthus containing the type species of subgenus
Kirganelia (Juss.)Webster (P. casticum Willem.) must be ealled Phyllanthus seet. Anisonema
(A. Juss.) Griseb., the oldest legitimate name for that section, and not Phyllanthus sect.
Kirganelia. "

Prop. B (191 - Brummiu & Chaler, Taxon 17: 654) - Reword the first three para-
graphs as follows: "The name of a subgenus or section which includes the type
species of the correct name of the genus to which it is assigned bears that generic
name unaltered as its epithet, but without citation of an author's name after it (see
Art. 46). lts type is the same as that of the generic name. / Similarly the name of a
section including the type species of the correct name of a subgenus bears as its
sectional epithet the epithet of that subgeneric name, and has the same type as it. /
The first valid publication of a name of a subgenus or section which does not incIude
the type of the correct name of the next higher taxon automatically establishes the
name of the other subgenus or section respectively which does incIude that type."

Prop. C (192 - Brummitt & Chater, Taxon 17: 654) - Insert the following after the
third paragraph: "The final epithet in the name of a subdivision of a genus may
not repeat unchanged the correct name of the genus, except when the two names
have the same type."

Prop. D (193 - Brummitt & Chater, Taxon 17: 654) - Amend the fourth paragraph
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from the comma as follows: "this species is the type of the name of the subdivision
of the genus unless the original author of that name designated another type."

Prop. E (202 - Brummitt & Chater, Taxon 17: 658) - Add the following Note: "The
name of a subdivision of a genus which includes the type of the correct name of the
next higher taxon, its final epithet therefore repeating either that of the name of the
next higher subdivision of thè genus or the name of the genus itself, must be taken
into account in questions of priority. The date of publication of such a name is that
of the first valid publication of the name of another taxon at the same rank under the
same next higher taxon, whether or not it appeared as such at that time."

Comments Rapporteurs
Prop. A. See comment under Art. 19, Prop. A. If that proposal is accepted, this one should
also be accepted.
Prop. B. Some desirabIe improvements in wording are included. If both Prop. A and Prop.
Bare accepted, the Editorial Committee can include the necessary features from Prop. B into
the more complete revision encompassed by Prop. A.
Prop. C is a corollary to Art. 27 (cf. Art. 19, Prop. F). In our opinion the matter is implicit
in the rules, and this would now spell it out.
Prop. D can be referred to the Editorial Committee.
Prop. E. Same comment as for Art. 19, Prop. G.

New Recommendation 22A

Prop. A (184 - Wood & Webster, Taxon 17: 650) - "If a legitimate epithet is not
available for the name of either a subgenus or section of a genus which does not
include the type species of the name of that genus, the new epithet should repeat the
epithet of the correct name of the subgenus or section which includes the nomen-
clatural type of the subgenus or section for which a new epithet is needed.
"Example: Instead of using a new name at the subgeneric level, Brizicky raised Rhamnus L.
section Pseudofrangula Grubov to the rank of sub genus as Rhamnus subgenus Pseudofrangula
(Grubov) Brizicky. The type species of both names is the same, R. alnifolia L.Hér."

Comments Rapporteurs: Same comment as for Rec. 19A, Prop. A.

Article 23

Prop. A (114 - Padt, Taxon 17: 333) - Add to the examples of grammatical
agreement of specific epithet with generic name: "Where the adjectival specific
epithet allows two masculine forms (campester-campestris, fem. campestris, neut.
campestre; paluster-palustris; silvester-silvestris), the form agreeing with the feminine
gender, when used by the author of the basionym, is to be retained when combined
with a generic name of masculine gender. Psalliota campestris, when included in
Agaricus (masculine gender ), remains A. campestris (and not campester )."

Prop. B (127 - Greuter, Taxon 17: 456) - Add the following (the Note becoming
Note 1): "Note 2. Taxa attributed to species-like ranks (i.e. additional, non-specific
ranks between subseries and subspecies) may be designated by binomials formed in
the same manner as the specific ones. Such taxa being of higher than specific rank
must bear the name of the species by which they are typified. For purposes of homo-
nymy, the species-like names are assimilated to the specific ones."

Prop. C (211 - Yeo, Taxon 17: 736) - Delete the first sentence and substitute the
following: "The name of a species or interspecific hybrid (Art. 3) is a binary com-
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bina.-tionconsisting of the name of the genus followed by a single specific epithet, the
epithet of, an interspecific hybrid being preceded by the multiplication sign X.*"

Add to thc examples : Nepeta X faassenii.

Add to Note another item: "(4) Designations of hybrids or putative hybrids con-
sisting of the specific epithets of the parents combined in unaltered form or by a
hyphen, or with the ending of only one epithet changed, or consisting of the specific
epithet of one parent combined with the generic name of the other (with or without
change of ending); these are considered to be formulae. *"

Add a footnote: "*The method of designating hybrids of any rank by the use of
formulae is an alternative to the formation or use of interspecific, infrageneric or
generic hybrid names. Example: Digitalis lutea X D. purpurea. Any conventions
used in the writing of formulae should be explained by authors."

Prop. D (230 - Yeo, Taxon 17: 738) - Add to Note another item: "(4) designations
listed in Art. H. 1, Note 2 (Appendix 1)."

Comments Rapporteurs
Prop. A. The example does not illustrate the point, as the basionym is the masculine Agaricus
campestris. The matter should at most be a Recommendation.
Prop. B. Depending upon whether one oonsiders such terms as "microspecies" and "aggregate
species" to be merely descriptions of kinds of species or to be additional ranks, the proposal
is either unnecessary or opens up a large area which requires much more consideration.
Prop. C is part of the series of proposals which would bring the nomenclature of interspecific
hybrids into the body of the Code, and the same action should be taken as on Art. 3, Prop.
Band related proposals.
Prop. D is independent of other propos als regarding hybrids and is a desirabie addition to
the Code.

New Recommendation 23C

Prop. A (212 - Yeo, Taxon 17: 736) - "Taxa which are apomiets may, if they are
considered to be of specific rank, be designated by the interpolation of the abbrevia-
tion 'ap.' between the generic name and the epithet."

Comments Rapporteurs: This is part of the series of proposals be gun with Art. 3, Prop. B.

Artiele 24

Prop. A (213 - Yeo, Taxon 17: 736) - In line 1, for "The name of an infraspecific
taxon" read: "The name of an infraspecific taxon or a taxon within an interspecific
hybrid". After "species" add: "or interspecific hybrid".

Add to examples one or more of those now included in Art. H.S, citing authorities
for the names and combinations of the nothomorphs.

Comments Rapporteurs: This is part of the series of proposals begun with Art. 3, Prop. B.

New Recommendation 24C

Prop. A (214 - Yeo, Taxon 17: 737) - "Taxa which are apomiets may, if they are
considered to be of infraspecific rank, be designated by the interpolation of the
abbreviation 'ap.' between the term denoting the rank and the infraspecific epithet."

Comments Rapporteurs: This is part of the series of proposals be gun with Art. 3, Prop. B.
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Article 25

Prop. A (125 - Bullock, Taxon 17: 456) - Add the following: "Note. When a species
(or any infraspecific taxon) is divided into taxa of lower rank and the type of its
name cannot be assigned satisfactorily to any of them, a taxon restricted to include
only the type of the name of the next higher taxon is automatically established and
bears the same (tautonymic) epithet.
"Ex.: Mimosa pudica Linn. var. pudica (fide Brenan, Kew Bull. 10: 185. 1955) is restricted to
include only the lectotype of the specific name because the lectotype cannot be assigned with
certainty to any of the varieties into which Mimosa pudica is taxonomically divided."

Prop. B (185 - Wood & Webster, Ta.xon 17: 650) - Modify paragraph 2 to read:
"Valid publication of a name of a subordinate taxon which does not include the
nomenclatural type of the species automatically establishes the name of a second
taxon of the same rank which has as its type the nomenclatural type of the spe8ies
(see Art. 26) and bears the same epithet."

Prop. C (201 - Brummitt & Chater, Taxon 17: 656-657) - The following Note
should be added af ter Article 26 if proposal189 [Art. 26, Prop. C] is accepted, or if
not then after Art. 25: "The name of an infraspecific taxon which includes the type
of tbe correct name of the next higher taxon, its final epithet therefore repeating that
of the name of the next higher taxon, must be taken into account in questions of
priority. Tbe date ~f publication of such a name is that of the first valid publication
of tbe name of another taxon at the same rank under the same next higher taxon,
whether or not it appeared as such at that time."
At the end of the Article add one or both of the following Examples:
"When the name Utricularia stellaris L. fil. var. coromandeliana A. DC. was published in 1844,
the name U. stellaris var. stellaris was also established, even though it was not explicitly
mentioned. When U. stellaris was later considered a variety of U. inflexa Forssk. both of the
epithets stellaris and coromandeliana were available for adoption for it, both nameSiincluding
these as varietal epithets having been published simultaneously. The Hrst author to make a
choice was P. Taylor in 1964, who chose U. inflexa var. stellaris (L. Hl.) P. Taylor. I When the
name Heracleum sibiricum L. subsp. lecokii (Godron & Gren.) Nyman was published in 1879
the name H. sibiricum subsp. sibiricum was also established, even though it was not explicitly
mentioned. When H. sibiricum, including H. lecokii Godron & Gren., was later considered
a subspecies of H. sphondylium L., both of the epithets sibiricum or lecokii were available for
adoption for it, both names including these as subspecific having been published simul-
taneously. The first author to adopt one or other of these was Simonkai in 1887, who used
the former, and the correct name of the taxon as a subspecies of H. sphondylium is H.
sphondylium subsp. sibiricum (L.) Simonkai."

Comments Rapporteurs
Prop. A. Adoption of this proposal would authorize a useful device, which could apply also
when the type of the name of a species is considered to be a hybrid intermediate between
weIl defined biological varieties or other infraspecific taxa. It might be necessary to make
clear that the proposed restriction could be altered if new characters are discovered which
would allow assigning 'of the type to one of the recognized taxa of lower rank. See also
Art. 7, Prop. M.
Prop. B. The same action should be taken as on Art. 19, Prop. A, which is the first of a
series.
Prop. C. Same comment as for Art. 19, Prop. G, and Art. 22, Prop. E.

Article 26

Prop. A (107 - Morton, Taxon 17: 236) - Add at the end of tbe first paragraph:
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"However, such typical subspecies are not to be taken into consideration for the
purposes of priority."
Add the following example: "If Campanula gieseckiana subsp. groenlandica Boc, Bio!. Skr.
Dansk. Vidensk. Selsk. 11: 63. 1960and Campanula gieseckiana subsp. gieseckiana are united
as a subspecies of C. rotundifolia L., the proper subspecific epithet will be groenlandica."

Prop. B (186 - Wood & Webster, Taxon 17: 650) - Modify the article to read: "In
the name of an infraspecific taxon which includes the nomenclatural type ofthe
species, the epithet of the species must be repeated unaltered but without citation of
an author's name (see Art. 46). If the epithet of the species is changed, the names of
the infraspecific taxa including the nomenclatural type of the species must be changed
accordingly. This provision applies only to taxa which include the nomenclatural type
of the species."
The first two examplesto be retained, the tOOddeleted.

Prop. C (189 - Brummitt & Chater, Taxon 17: 654) - i) Delete the second para-
graph and example from Art. 25; ii) Modify Art. 26 to read: "The name of an in-
fraspecific taxon which includes the type of the correct name of the next higher taxon
bears as its final epithet the same fin al epithet as the correct name of the next higher
taxon, but without citation of an author's name after it. lts type is the same as that
of the correct name of the next higher taxon. / The first valid publication of a name
of an infraspecific taxon which does not include the type of the correct name of the
next higher taxon automatically establishes the name of a second taxon of the same
rank which does include that type."; iii) Insert the example formerly under Art. 25
under Art. 26, adding the words "the name" before "Lycopodium inundatum L." in
the last phrase.

Comments Rapporteurs
Prop. A proposes a different procedure from Art. 25, Prop. C.
Prop. B. See Art. 19, Prop. A, and Art. 22, Prop. A.
Prop. C. This can be referred to the Editorial Committee, to accord with Prop. B if adopted
(see comment on Art. 22, Prop. B).

New Recommendation 26A

Prop. A (187 - Wood & Webster, TaiXon 17: 650-651) - "If a legitimate epithet
is not available for the correct name of a subspecies or varietas which does not
include the nomenclatural type of the species to. which it is assigned, the new epithet
should be chosen to repeat the epithet of the correct name of the subspecies or
varietas which includes the nomenclatural type of the taxon for which a new epithet
is needed. The epithet of a subspecies or varietas should be chosen, if needed, as that
for a taxon lower than varietas in rank, but not the reverse.
"Examples: Femald treated Stachys palustris L. subsp.pilosa (Nutt.) Epling (1934)as com-
posed of five varieties, for one of which (that including the nomenclatural type of subsp.
pilosa) he made the combinationS. palustris L. var. pilosa (Nutt.) Fem. (1934),there being no
legitimate varietal epithet available.
"Accordingto Tryon, the species Pteridium aquilinum (L.) Kuhn is composed of a number of
varieties grouped under two subspecies. The epithet of the correct name of one of these
varieties, P. aquilinum var. caudatum (L.) Sadebeck (1897),is the same as the epithet of the
oorreet name of the subspecies to which it is assigned, P. aquilinum subsp. caudatum (L.)
Bonap. (1915),and both taxa have the same nomenclatural type."

Comments Rapporteurs: A desirabie recommendationif Art. 26, Prop. B is accepted (paralleling
the proposed Recommendations19Aand 22A).
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Article 27

Prop. A (190 - Brummitt & Chater, Taxon 17: 654) - Reword as follows: "The
final epithet in the name of an infraspecific taxon may not repeat unchanged the
epithet of the correct name of the species under which the taxon is placed, except
when the two names have the same type."

Comments Rapporteurs: See Art. 22, Prop. C, and Art. 19, Prop. F.

Artiele 28

Prop. A (215 - Yeo, Taxon 17: 737) - Add after the 3rd paragraph a new paragraph
identical with Art. H. 1, Note 3.

Prop. B (216 - Yeo, Taxon 17: 737) - Delete last paragraph and substitute: "The
names of hybrid groups of specific rank and below are governed by the general
provision of this Code (see Arts. 3 and 4); for the names of hybrid groups above the
rank of species see Appendix 1."

Prop. C (231 - Yeo, Taxon 17: 738) - The same as Prop. A.

Commen~ Rapporteurs
Props. A and Bare parts of the series of proposals be gun with Art. 3, Prop. B.
Prop. C. As Prop. C, the proposal is part of the series which would bring the nomendature
of hybrids into better form in an Appendix (see comment under Art. 3, Prop. B).

Article 29

Prop. A (128 - Greuter, Taxon 17: 456) - The second paragraph to read: "Publi-
cation by indelible autograph before 1 Jan. 1953 is effective, the only exception being
the 27 volumes of M. Gandoger's Flora Europae, Paris 1883-1891, which are hereby
defined not to be effectively published."

Prop. B (136 - Cronquist & Gleason, Taxon 17: 459) - Add a new fin al paragraph
before Recommendation 29A: "Any specific or generic name of a seed plant which
appeared before 1885 and which was not included in the original edition of Index
Kewensis or any of its supplements, up to and including the 15th supplement, is
considered not to have been effectively published."

Prop. C (173 - Widder, Taxon 17: 591) - Delete "before 1 Jan. 1953" from the
second paragraph.

Prop. D (250 - Yeo, Taxon 17: 739) - The fin al paragraph to read: "Publication
on or after 1 Jan. 1953 of a new name in tradesmen's catalogues or non-scientific
newspapers, and on or after 1 Jan. 1971 in seed-exchange lists, does not constitute
effective publication."

Comments Rapporteurs
Prop. A. The merit of the proposal is that it provides a solution to a controversial question.
It might also be argued that the names of Gandoger's "miarospecies" are in any event nOJ.
validly published as they refer to infraspecific taxa but are in binomial form. However, the
proposal would provide a definitive ruling.
Prop. B is an updated version of a propos al made previously and rejected. However, the
present proposal has the merit of referring to inclusion in a supplement not yet published.
Thus it is possible to safeguard aU names actuaUy in use even though at present not listed.
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ARTICLE 28

This is an alternate to portions of the problem of nomina specifica rejicienda (see prbposed
Art. 14 bis).
Prop. C. There is possibly a misunderstanding in this proposal, because the mechanical re.,
production of theses is today generally not a question of "indeIible autograph," as typing or
other mechanical methods of writing are involved.
Prop. D. The distribution of seed-exchange lists is such that the majority are not saved even
today. Since the proposal would take effect only 1 January 1971, adoption of it would cer-
tainly simplify bibliographic procedure.

Article 32

Prop. A (174 - Widder, Taxon 17: 591) - Ergänze vor dem Worte {'nachkommt"
den Hinweis auf "Art. 33 bis 45".

Prop. B (217 - Yeo, Taxon 17: 737) - At the end of paragraph 1 add: "except as
provided under Art. H. 2."

Under examples of names not validly published add first and third examples under
paragraph 2 of Art. 40.

Prop. C (232 - Yeo, Taxon 17: 738) - At end of paragraph 1 add: "ex cept as
provided under Art. H.3 (Appendix 1)."

Prop. D (527 - Brummitt, this Synopsis, p. 49) - In paragraph 1 delete "(direct
or indirect)" and add at the end of the paragraph "Fr om 1 Jan. 1971 such a refer-
ence must be full and direct as defined in Art. 33."

Prop. E (265 - Brummitt, this Synopsis, p. 55) - Add a second Note: "Note 2.
Names published with an incorrect Latin termination but otherwise in accordance
with this Code may be changed to accord with Arts. 16-27, without change of the
author's name, and regarded as validly published." Note 2 of Art. 18 may then be
deleted.

Comments Rapporteurs
Prop. A can be referred to the Editorial Committee.
Prop. B is part of the series begun with Art. 3, Prop. B.
Prop. C is part of the alternative series begun with Art. 28, Prop. C.

Article 33

Prop. A (137 - McVaugh, Taxon 17: 460) - Add to Note 2, af ter the first sentence:
"Example: Fernald, in making the combination Echinochloa muricata (Rhodora 17: 106. 1915),
cited Panicum muricatum Michx. (1803) as basionym, although the latter is illegitimate, being
a later homonym of Panicum muricatum Retz. (1786). Beauvois (Ess. Agrost. 51, 170, 178. 1812)
had previously made the combination Setaria muricata With basionym Panicum muricatum
Michx. Under the provisions of Art. 72, Setaria muricata Beauv. is treated as a new name, not
a new combination. The correct name of the species in the genus Echinochloa is E. muricata
(Beauv.) Fernald, and the date of valid publication is that by Fernald in 1915, although the
publi~tion by Beauvois was not cited by Fernald in making the new combination."

Prop. B (175 - Widder, Taxon 17: 591) - Amend the words "a full and direct
reference" mentioned in regard to a new combination or a new name on or after 1
Jan. 1953 as follows: Ha reference in an unmistakable manner".

Prop. C (254 - Brummitt, this Synopsis, p. 46) - Include the existing Note 1 in.
a new Note 1 as follows: "Note 1. a) Omission of the volume number does not render
a reference incomplete if it is clear from the year given which volume in intended.
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ARTICLE 34

b) Abbreviations of names of j ournals or books in a generaIly accepted or com-
prehensible form are permissible; abbreviation of such to single initial letters
throughout does not constitute a fuIl reference. c) A page reference must be to the
page on which the basionym is validly published, not to the complete pagination
of the work concerned, but additional inclusion of pages on which the whole pro-
tologue is published does not preclude acceptance of the reference. d) A date must
be given to at least the nearest year unless this is not generaIly accurately ascertain-
able. e) The fuIl details of the reference must be clearly associated with the new
combination or new name at the place of publication, or may be given in the
collectedbibliographic references for the whole work, or may be clearly referred
to within the same work by means of 'loc. cit.' etc., but incidental inclusion of the
details in the same work without a clear reference is not acceptable. Mere reference
to the Index Kewensis, the Index of Fungi, or any work other than that in which
the name was validly published does not constitute a fuIl and direct reference to
the original publication of a; name." Examples may be drawn from the discussion.

Prop. D (255 - Brummitt, tkis Synopsis, p. 48) - Add to paragraph 2 the following:
"Af ter 1 Jan. 1971 such a reference must include the explicit citation of the basionym
itself."

Prop. E (256- Brummitt, tkis Synopsis, p. 48) - Amend the first paragraph to read:
"A combination is not validly published unless the author actuaIly uses the epithet or
epithets concerned in that particular combination. " .

Comments Rapporteurs
Prop. A. The example weIl illustrates a special case when this Note is applicable, and can
be referred to the Editorial Committee, who might be advised to add some other types of
examples, such as a simple error in citation of page or volume and a reference to a later
edition of Sp. Pl. when a basionym WlasactuaIly published in ed. 1.
Prop. B. The propos.ed wording is indeed preferabIe.

Article 34

Prop. A (l03 - Franco, Taxon 16: 467) - Add: "The simultaneous proposal for the
same taxon by the same author of several distinct epithets, aU under the same generic
name, even though published before 1 Jan. 1953, cannot have standing, as it is quite
impossible to select any of them for adoption. Such names are regarded as not validly
published, until a subsequent author should choose one of them; the priority of the
name should start with the publication by this subsequent author, to whom the
authorship must be credited.
HExamples: The two pairs published by Kitaibel in Linnaea, 32. 1863: <Pyrus ciliata vel mar-
ginata' (p. 582) and 'Pyrus slavonica vel albicans' (p. 583); for each pair of names K~taibel
gave a single Latin diagnosis."

Prop. B (264 and 264i1 - Brummitt, tkis Synopsis, pp. 54,55) - Delete item (3) from
the first paragraph; delete Note 2; and delete Example (3); add two examples (264a).

Comments Rapporteurs
Prop. A. The examples presently attached to the last paragraph of this Article are by no
means intended to restrict application of it to cases of alternative names for species in two
different genera. Prop. A would extend the rejection of such names prior to 1953 if they are
in the same genus; it is not clear why, if the date be changed, it ought not be changed for aD
alternative names.
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ARTICLE 35

Article 35

Prop. A (101 - Brummitt & Chater, Taxon 16: 406) - Replace the note with new
text as follows:
"Note. Such names published before 1953 are validly published (provided that other
requirements for valid publication are fulfilled), but since they are not published in
any specified rank they are inoperative in questions of priority. If a new name was
published before 1953 without clear indication of the rank of the')taxon concerned,
and was then used as the basionym of a name in a definite rank, the resulting name
is to be regarded as of new status and for purposes of priority in that rank dates
from the time when this name of new status is first validly published.
"Examples: The groups SoldaneUae, Sepincoli, Occidentales etc. were published without any
indication of rank under the genus Convolvulus by House in Muhlenbergia 4: 50 (1908).
These names are validly published but are not in any definite rank and have no status in
questions of priority. - The name Triticum junceum 0 pungens Pers., Syn. Pl. 1: 109 (1805)
is validly published but is not in any definite rank and has no status in questions of priority.
This epithet pungens was first taken up in a name at specific rank as Triticum pungens by
De Candolle, Fl. Fr. ed. 3, 5 (Suppl.): 283 (1815). lts operativeness at specific rank is to be
dated from 1815, and it should be cited as Triticum pungens (Pers.) DC."

Prop. B (129 - Greuter, Taxon 17: 456) - Add: "The rank of taxa must be desig-
nated as in Art. 4 (or by corresponding abbreviations); however, binomials without a
further designation will be accepted as being specific names, singular nouns as being
generic names, and with suprageneric taxa the ending of the names may suffice to
designate their rank. Supplementary ranks are considered to be clearly designated
only if they are defined by indicating their exact hierarchical position relative to the
ranks enumerated in Art. 4."

Prop. C (130 - Greuter, Taxon 17: 457) - Replace the Note as follows:

"Note 1. New names and combinations without a clear indication of rank are validly
published if published before 1953, provided that all other requirements for valid
publication are fulfilled; they are, however, inoperative in questions of priority
except for homonymy. If they are new names, they may serve as basionyms for sub-
sequent combinations in a definite rank.
"Note 2. For all questions of rank, works or series of papers forming a biblio-
graphical unit are to be considered as a whole. Any element of a particular work or
series, which may be relevant for the establishment of the rank of taxa mentioned
therein, shall be considered in this context as if it had been published together with
the first instalment of that work or series."

Prop. D (131 - Greuter, Taxon 17: 457) - Add: "Note 3. Previous to 1953, aU
new n,ames and combinations published for taxa whose hierarchical position clearlY
and unambiguously coincides with one of the ranks enumerated in Art. 4 are consid-
ered to have been published in that rank, unless they are denoted by a misplaced
term (contrary to Art. 5)."

Prop. E (132 - Greuter, Taxon 17: 457) - Add: "N ote 4. If in a given paper or
work only one infraspecific rank is admitted, it is considered to be varietal unless
this would be contrary to the statements of the author himself."

Prop. F (250A - Yeo, Taxon 17: 739) - Subject to the acceptance of Prop. A or C
or a similar proposal, add: "When a taxon published without clear indication of rank
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ARTICLE 37

is cited, the term taxon infragenericum (abbreviated taxon infragen.) or taxon infra-
specificum (abbreviated taxon infrasp.) may be inserted in the place where the term
denoting rank should have been inserted. Taxon infragenericum does not here apply
to taxa of the rank of species or below.

"Examples: Euphrasia taxon infragen. Australes Benth. in DC. Prodr. 10: 553 (1846)."

Prop. G (250B - Yeo, Taxon 17: 739) - Subject to the acceptance of the preceding
proposal the phrases Taxon infragenericum and Taxon intraspecificum should be
reviewed by the Editorial Committee and substitutes inserted if thought preferabIe
(e.g. taxon gra.du non indicato or taxon vagum, abbreviated to vag.).

Comments Rapporteurs
Prop. A. The point-to date names published without rank-is not thus far covered in the
Code. This proposal is carefuUy considered (see Taxon 16: 403-406) and seems to provide
a correct solution.
Prop. B. It does not seem necessary to be so explicit. Furthermore, the consequences of
ruling that aU singular nouns published without a further designation be accepted as names
of genera may be far-reaching.
Prop. C. Note 1 is a slightly modified version of Prop. A with the new provision that names
published without indication of rank are inoperative in questions of priority except for
homonymy. Since the status of a homonymdepends upon its rank, and no name has standing
outside its rank, it is not clear how this rule would work. Note 2 would be a useful addition
to Prop. A.
Prop. D. The proposal expressesnormal procedure, not thus far speUed out.
Prop. E is desirabIe,especiaUyif Prop. A is accepted. Otherwise, infraspecificnames intended
to be varieties, published by most late 18th and 19th century botanists, would be considered
as without rank.
Prop. F and G are not in the form of an Article; action which "may be" taken is clearly a
Recommendation; if these terms are considered necessary at aU, the proposal should be
incorporated as a Recommendation.

Article 36

Prop. A (218 - Yeo, Taxon 17: 737) - At the end of paragraph 1 add: "except as
provided under Art. H. 2."

Prop. B (258 - Brummitt, this Synopsis, p. 50) - The same addition as Art. 32.
Prop. D: "From 1 Jan. 1971 such a reference must be full and direct as defined in
Art. 33."

Comments Rapporteurs: Prop. A is part of the series begun with Art. 3, Prop. B.

Article 37

Prop. A (200 - Brummitt & Chater, Taxon 17: 656) - Withdrawn, tó be superseded
by Prop. B.

Prop. B (260 - Brummitt, this Synopsis, p. 52) - Replace "the nomenclatural type"
by "the holotype of the name".

Prop. C (261 - Brummitt, this Synopsis, p. 52) - Add the following two Notes:

"Note 1. Citation of a single element (specimen, species, or genus where appropriate)
may be assumed to be an indication of the holotype even without a direct statement
that this is so.
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ARTICLE 37

"Note 2. In the case of a name of the rank of species or below a mere citation of a
locality without further reference to a specimen does not constitute indication of a
type. Citation of a coUector's name or coUecting number, or a date of coUection, or
any other reference to a detail of a specimen, may be assumed to be an indication
of a type."

Prop. D (262 - Brummitt, this Synopsis, p. 52) - Add a further paragraph: "On or
after 1 Jan. 1971 for purposes of valid publication (1) indication of the holotype
must include explicit use of the word 'holotypus' or 'typus' or their direct equivalents;
(2) for a name of a new taxon of the rank of species or below the type specimen must
be actually designated by citation of the locality of its origin and/or some details of
the collector, or date of collection, or the collection number; and (3) the herbarium
or other institution in which a type specimen is permanently conserved must be stated.
Such a statement of an herbarium or other institution may be in an abbreviated form
such as is recommended in Index Herbariorum or similar work."

Delete accordingly the part of Rec. 37A after the word 'diagnosis' and aU of
Recommendation 37B.

Prop. E (263 - Brummitt, this Synopsis, p. 53) - Add a new paragraph: "For pur-
poses of valid publication the type of a name is not indicated merely by the choice
of the epithet adopted."

Recommendation 37B

Prop. A (153 - Sreemadhavan, Taxon 17: 587) ..;...Reword as foUows: "When the
nomenclatural type of a new taxon is a specimen, authors are urged to indicate not
only the 'holotype' but also the 'isotypes' and 'paratypes' if" ant are used and the
places where they are permanently conserved." [Som~ examples are recommended
as models in the original proposal.]

Prop. B (200 - Brummitt & Chater, Taxon 17: 656) - Withdrawn; superseded by
Art. 37, Prop. D (see last sentence).

Comments Rapporteurs: Prop. A. It is questionable whether this recommendation is practicabIe.
Isotypes, in particular, may not yet be distributed when a new taxon is published.

Article 40

Prop. A (219 - Yeo, Taxon 17: 737) - Delete paragraph 1 and substitute: "Tbe
requirements for valid publication of the name of a hybrid group with the rank of
genus or subdivision of a genus are given in Appendix I, Art. H. 2."

Delete examples to paragraph l.

Delete paragraph 2 and examples.

Delete paragraph 3 and examples.

Prop. B (233 - Yeo, Taxon 17: 738) - In the first sentence, for "name of a hybrid
group of generic, subgeneric, or sectional rank" read "name of a hybrid group with
the rank of genus or subdivision of a genus".

Prop. C (272 - Brummitt, this Synopsis, p. 58) - Insert as an example of paragraph
1 the following: "Eryngium secte X Alpestria Burdet & Miège in Candollea 23: 116
(1968) published with a statement of its parentage Eryngium secte Alpina X secte
Campestria. "



ARTICLE 46

Comments Rapporteurs: Prop. A is part of the series begun with Art. 3, Prop. B. Prop. B
is part of the alternative series of proposals relating to hybrids begun with Art. 28, Prop. C.

Article 42

Prop. A (273 - Brummitt, this Synopsis, p. 58) - In item (1) insert "or reference
to" after the words "the provision of".

Article 43

Prop. A (Burtt, Taxon 15: 307) - New Note 2, to read: "When a genus is conserved
from an author later than the original one, specific names published prior to the date
of conservation remain admissible. E.g. Alpinia la,nguas Gmet (1791) and Alpinia
galanga (L.) Willd (1797) are to be accepted although Alpinia L. (1753), to which
they were assigned by their authors, is rejected and the genus in which they are now
placed is Alpinia Roxb. (1810)."

Prop. B (Bulloek, TQiXon16: 124) - Add a Note: "Tbe names of species and of
subdivisions of genera assigned to genera whose names are conserved later homo-
nyms, but were earlier assigned to the genus whose homonymic name is rejected,
are to be regarded as legitimate and validly published under the conserved name
without change of authorship or date."

Comments Rapporteurs
Prop. A. The proposed Note is desirabIe to make clear that such cases as are cited are not
to be rejected under the first paragraph.
Prop. B deals witb the same matter and is a similar solution, extending to subdivisions of
genera. If accepted, both proposals would require rewording to exclude tbe possibility of
declaring such names as '1egitimate" if in other respects they are in conflict with the Code.

Artiele 44

Prop. A (160 - Tryon, Taxon 17: 589) - Delete the last sentence.

Comments Rapporteurs: Can be referred to the Editorial Comrnittee.

Article 45

Prop. A (112 - Baum, Taxon 17: 282) - Add cross reference to the addition to
Art. 7 [Prop. DJ.
Prop. B (259 - Brummitt, this Synopsis, p. 50) - Add to the first paragraph: "From
1 Jan. 1971 valid publication of a name for which relevant requirements have been
fulfilled at different times is effected only when a fuIl and direct reference (as defined
in Art. 33) is given to the place or places where these requirements have been pre-
viously published."

Comments Rapporteurs: Prop. A. In case Art. 7, Prop. D is accepted, tbe Editorial Committee
could insert a reference here.

Article 46

Prop. A (RuiiCka, Taxon 16: 109) - Insert: "Wenn ein Name mit einer Beschreibung
(oder mit einem Hinweis auf eine Beschreibung) eines Autors in der Arbeit eines
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ARTICLE 46

anderen Autors veröffentlicht wird, wird die Zitierung des ersten Autors nur in
diesem Fall beibehalten, wenn der andere Autor gleichzei~ig ausdrücklich feststellt,
dass es zur Veröffentlichung mit Zustimmung des ersten Autors gekommen ist. Falls
eine solche Feststellung nicht beigefügt wird, soll die Autorschaft dem Autor zuge-
schrieben werden, in dessen Arbeit der Name veröffentlicht wird."

Prop. B (188 - Wood & Webster, Taxon 17: 651) - Modify this article to read:
"F or the indication of the name of a taxon to be accurate and complete, and in
order that the date may be readily verified, it is necessary to cite the name(s) of the
author(s) who first validly published the name concerned unless the provisions of
Arts. 19,22, or 26 (but excepting Recs. 19A, 22A, and 26A) apply."

Comments Rapporteurs
Prop. A. A regulation like the one proposed could at most be a Recommendation, because
it is impossible to enforce such a requirement. In many cases, especially in past literature,
it will be doubtful whether permission is explicitly or implicitly mentioned, or mentioned at al!.
Prop. B. Since Recommendations are independent of the Articles which bear the same
numbers and are not parts of them, the proposed insertion would be confusing.

Recommendation 46C

Prop. A (252 - Burtt, Taxon 17: 740) - Combine present Recs. 46C, 46E, 50A,
50B into the following proposed recommendation:

"When it is desired to include in nomenclatural citations matter that is nomen-
claturally invalid this should be enclosed in square brackets. The commonest circum-
stances in which this occurs are: -

"1. [Rec. 46C with the addition of the phrase "these two words being enclosed in
square brackets" after ex in line 3, and the necessary addition of square brackets in
the examples.]

"2. [Rec. 46E with the omission of 'preferably' in line 3 and the addition "The
form of citation, sometimes used in mycology, linking the two authors by the preposi-
tion per is not recommended." And at the end of the examples "- Not Boletus
piperatus Bulliard per Fries".]

"3. [Rec. 50A, with the addition "Such names not being valid should be cited in
square brackets" and the insertion of these brackets in the example.]

"4. [Rec. 50D with the addition, "Misidentifications not being part of valid nomen-
clature should be enclosed in square brackets" and the insertion of these brackets
around F. exasperata ... in the example.]"

Prop. B (274 - Brummitt, this Synopsis, p. 59) - Delete the example of "Havetia
jlexüis Spruce ex Planch. et Triana".

Prop. C (281 - Yeo, this Synopsis, p. 62) - Substitute the following for the first
paragraph: "When an author who first validly publishes a name ascribes it (with or
without justification) to another person, the correct author citation is the name of
the actual publishing author, but the name of the other person, followed by the con-
necting word ex, may be inserted before the name of the publishing author, if desired.
The same holds for names of garden origin ascribed to 'Hort.' (hortulanorum)."

Prop. D (282 - Yeo, this Synopsis, p. 62) - Add the paragraph: "When the author-
ship ascribed to a new combination in. its place of first valid publication differs from
that of the publishing author the connecting word ex should be used rather than in,
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NEW REC. 50A bis

even where the material quoted by the publishing author is sufficient to meet the
requirements of Art. 32 (3) and Art. 33, para. 2 (cf. Rec. 46D)."

Comments Rapporteurs: Prop. A. It would be convenient to gather these four recommendations
together, although it is questionable whether the proposed style of citation, which in some
cases would become rather elaborate, would gain wide acceptance.

Recommendation 46D

Prop. A (Ruzieka, Taxon 16: 109) - Insert: "Wenn ein Name mit einer Beschreibung
(oder mit einem Hinweis auf eine Beschreibung), die ein Autor gibt, in der Arbeit
eines anderen Autors veröffentlicht und der Name des ersten Autors laut des Artikels
46 beibehalten wird, so sollte ... "

Comments Rapporteurs: This depends upon Art. 46, Prop. A.

New Recommendation 46G

Prop. A (283 - Yeo, this Synopsis, p. 63) - "Authors publishing names and com-
binations proposed but not vaIidly published by other authors should refrain from
citing these authors as authorities for the names."

Article 50

Prop. A (220 - Yeo, Taxon 17: 737) - Insert after the first sentence the following:
"A similar indication of original status must be given when the status of a taxon is
altered from varietas to nothomorpha or vice versa."

Prop. B (221 - Yeo, Taxon 17: 737) - In line 2, for "hybrid" read "interspecific
hybrid".

Prop. C (234 - Yeo, Taxon 17: 738) - The same as Prop. A.

Prop. D (235 - Yeo, Taxon 17: 738) - The same as Prop. B.

Commenü Rapporteu~
Prop. A is part of the series which begins with Art. 3, Prop. B, and in particular depends
upon Art. 4, Prop. A.
Prop. B can be referred to the Editorial Committee; it is independent of the series of proposals
relating to hybrid nomenclature.
Props. C and D. In this position, the proposals are part of the series which begins with
Art. 28, Prop. C.

New Recommendation 50A bis

Prop. A (102 - Gillett, Talxon 16: 466) - "When an infraspecific taxon is transferred
to a new rank and the resulting combination is identical to one already made at
another rank (provided acceptance of the name in the new rank is not contrary to
Article 60) then it is only necessary to cite the original author of the combination,
followed by the words, 'pro var.' 'pro ssp.' or other rank.
"Example: Saxifraga punctata L. var. nelsoniana (D. Don) Macoun, Cat. Can. Pl. 1: 153.
1883, when transferred to the rank of subspecies, need only be written S. punctata L. ssp.
nelsoniana (D. Don) Macoun, pro var., rather than S. punctata L. ssp. nelsoniana (D. Don)
Hult."
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NEW REC. 50Abis

Comnwnu Rapporleurs
The proposal would reduce drastically the number of changes being made in author citations
and is similar to a proposal made to the Paris Congress (Benson, Syn. Prop. Paris new Art.
70 bis), where it was rejected. The proposal, as before, is broadly worded and would include
names published in the rank of forma as weIl as those in the ranks of varietas and subspecies,
which admittedly are used by some authors more as a matter of taxonomie attitude than
anything else. It would also be necessary to accommodate Art. 60 if any change is adopted
here.

Article 55

Prop. A (Singer, Taxon 14: 183) - Add: "(3) Likewise, the transfer or new status
of specific epithets of pre-starting-point origin but validated by and typified from the
material of post-starting-point authors is considered as referring to the basionym as
typified according to the application of Art. 7, note 7 and the 'Guide for the deter-
mination of types'.

Example: Boletus scaber Bull. ex Fr. if typified by Fries 1821, var. f as lectotype, becomes,
when transferred to Leccinum, L. scabrum (Bull. ex Fr.) S. F. Gray which is typified by
the same type as Boletus scaber irrespective of the concept S. F. Gray may have had of
the species."

Prop. B (161 - Tryon, Taxon 17: 589) - Delete the last phrase of Example (f) which
now reads: "the citation in parentheses (under Art. 49) of the name of the original
author, Bongard, indicates the type of the epithet." Add to the last sentence of the
text proper: "(see Art. 7, Note 4)."

Comnwnts Rapporleurs
Prop. A should be referred to the Committees for Fungi and Lichens, Bryophyta, and Algae
for an opinion, and to the Editorial Committee for redaction if accepted.
Prop. B can be referred to the Editorial Committee..

Article 56

Prop. A (162 - Tryon, Taxon 17: 589) - Add to the last sentence: "(see Art. 7
Note 4)."

Comnwnts Rapporleurs: Can be referred to the Editorial Committee.

Article 62

Prop. A (105 - McVaugh & Bullock, Taxon 17: 57) - Add the following Note:

"Note. Tbe publication of an avowed or implied orthographic correction of a
previously published name does not constitute valid publication of a new name.
Such later orthographic variants may be preserved only by conservation (cf. Art. 14,
Note 7), or under the provisions of Art. 73.

uExamples - 'Lepidostemon Blume', adopted by Hasskarl (1844) is an error to be rejected
in favor of Lepistemon Blume (1825) and is not a validly published name to be attributed to
Hasskarl. Humiria Aublet (1775) is a conserved spelling (see Appendix lIl) introduced by
Jaume Saint-Hilaire (1805) in place of the spelling 'Houmiri' actually adopted by Aublet;
it is not a new name to be attributed to Jaume Saint-Hilaire. Gluta benghas L. (1771) is an
unintentional orthographic error, for G. renghas, as the vernacular name used as a specific
epithet by Linnaeus was 'Renghas', not 'Benghas'; the name should be cited G. renghas L.•
as by EngIer (1883)."
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ARTICLE 69

Comments Rapporteurs
The proposal is an extension of the principle stated in Art. 14, Note 7. The result of adopting
it would be to introduce for one category of invalidly published names the possibility of
conservation. Thus far, only validly published names can be conserved. For a point of view
differing from that of the proposers, see Proskauer in Taxon 17: 502-503. The vote on this
proposal will result in a clarification of the status of orthographic variants.

Article 63

Prop. A (139 - McVaugh, Taxon 17: 460) - Amend lines 3 and 4 to read as follows:
H... author, included the type of a name which under the rules ought to have been
adopted unchanged, or by transfer of its epithet to a new position."

Prop. B (163 - Tryon, Taxon 17: 589) - The last phrase of the Article proper to
read: H... included the type of a name which ought to have been adopted (or whose
epithet ought to have been adopted) under the rules. "

Prop. C (164 - Tryon, Taxon 17: 589) - The first Note to read: HThe inclusion
of a type (see Art. 7) is here understood to mean the direct and unequivocal citation
of a) a type specimen, b) the illustration of a type specimen, c) the type of a name,
or d) the name itself (with its original author) unless there is unequivocal evidence
in the protologue or in the same publication that a segregate taxon was being
proposed. "

Prop. D (276 - Brummitt, this Synopsis, p. 59) - Amend the wording of the Note
to read: HThe inclusion of a type (see Art. 7) is here understood to mean the citation
of a type specimen or type species or type genus,· the citation of an illustration of
a type specimen, or the citation of a name unless its type is at the same time ex-
cluded."

Prop. E (277 - Brummitt, this Synopsis, p. 59) - In the first Example, replace the
part following the semi-colon by Hthe type of the name Chrysophyllum L. was in.
cluded in the original circumscription of Cainito Adans."

Comments Rapporteurs
Props. A and B are matters for the Editorial Committee, but Article 63 is the subject of
study by a special committee on superfluous names, whose report is on pp. 74-99 of this
Synopsis.

Article 64

Prop. A (176 - Widder, Taxon 17: 592) - Amend the Verbascum example as
follows:
"Examples: Under Verbascum the sectional epithet Aulacosperma is allowed, although there
is also in the genus Celsia one section named Aulacospermae. This, however, is not example
to be followed, sinee it is contrary to Rec. 21B."

Comments Rapporteurs: This ean be referred to the Editorial Committee.

Article 69

Prop. A (115 - Paclt, Taxon 17: 333) - Amend the examples to delete Rosa viUosa
and add the following:
"The name Glycine max (L.) Merrill (Sp. Pl. 725. 1753; Interpr. Rumph. Herb. Amboin.
274. 1917) is rejected, beeause it oos been applied to two different species, namely Phaseolu8
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ARTICLE 69

mungo L. and Dolichos soja L., and has become a source of error (see Science, n.s., 109:
339. 1949)."

Prop. B (119 - Bullock, Taxon 17: 452; cf. also Reg. Veg. 44: 36) - Replace the
Article as follows:
"A name must be rejected if it is used in different senses and so has become a long
persistent souree of error or if by transfer to a taxon to which it had not previously
been applied except by the original author it may become such a souree of error.
A list of names to be rejected under this article is given in Appendix ... "

Comments Rapporteurs
Prop. A can be referred to the Editorial Committee.
Prop. B. This Article must also be considered in conjunction with the proposed Art. 14bis,
which if accepted would render the present proposal unnecessary. If Art. 14bis is rejected,
adoption of this proposal would mean a more restricted form of the concept of nomina
specifica rejicienda. Procedures for establishingthe list referred to would have to be set up.

New Article 69 bis

Prop. A (104 - Crosswhite, Taxon 17: 50) - "If a valid name published without
indication of type has been in repeated use for at least 100 years but must be lecto-
typified by an element different from the usage, then the priority right of the name
is suspended and the next available name must be used. This article applies only to
cases discovered after 1965, in order that previously argued cases will not be changed.
"Examples: The name Chelone hirsuta L. is lectotypified by a specimen (Clayton n. 39) in
the British Museum. The name or its isonym in Penstemon have been in constant usage for
over 100 years but no one after Linnaeus has ever knowingly used the name in the same
sense as the lectotype. The priority right of the name is therefore suspended and the next
available name (Penstemon laevigatus Ait., 1789) should provide the epithet to be used. -
Likewise, the name Chelone pentstemon L. is lectotypified by a specimen (765.2) in the
Linnaean Herbarium. Since authors subsequent to Linnaeus have not knowingly used the
name or its isonym in Penstemon, in the sense of the lectotype, but have rather used it for
100 years in an incorrect sense, then the priority right is suspended and the next available
epithet (provided by Penstemon pubeseens Ait., 1789) should be used."

Commen~ Rapporteu~
This is another proposal for dealing with stability by making special provisions. If it is to
be at all functional, an article like this should provide for a list (essentiallythe idea of Art.
69, Prop. B). Without a list, the information on lectotypification of names of which "the
priority right ... is suspended" is not adequately recorded. The phrase "in repeated use" is
open to subjective interpretation. This is part of the problem covered in much broader form
by proposed Art. 14bis.

Article 71

Prop. A (177 - Harrison, Taxon 17: 592) - Add: "with the exception of cultivar
names, including those of cultivars formerly given a botanical rank."

Comments Rapporteurs: Should be referred to the Committee for Cultivated Plants.

Article 72

Prop. A (165 - Tryon, Taxon 17: 590) - The first sentence to read: "In the case
of a name or epithet that is illegitimate under Arts. 63-67 or is legitimate but
rejected under Arts. 69-71, the oldest legitimate name or (in a combination) the
oldest available epithet in the rank concerned must be used (see Art. 11)."
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Prop. B (166 - Tryon, Taxon 17: 590) - Tbe second sentence to read: "If none
exists, in any rank, a new name (nomen novum) must be chosen for the taxon; if
one exists in another rank, then a) a new name (nomen novum) may be proposed, or
b) a new combination, based on the name in the other rank, may be proposed, or c)
a new taxon may be described and new name published for it."

Prop. C (167 - Tryon, Taxon 17: 590) - Tbe first phrase of the Note to read:
"When a new name or epithet is required ... "

Com~n~ Rapporleu~
Prop. A can be referred to the Editorial Committee, as can Prop. C.
Prop. B summarizes for users of the Code exactly what the options are.

Artiele 73

Prop. A (116 - Paclt, Taxon 17: 333) - Amend the transcription of the Scandi-
navian letter a in the paragraph dealing with diacritic signs to:
"a becomes aa".

Prop. B (117 - Padt, Taxon 17: 334) - Modify the text of Note 6 and of the
Examples illustrating Note 6 as follows:
"Note 6. In names of other than Greek derivation, the letter v becomes u before a
consonant and, in addition, before a vowel at the ending of a syllable; and the letter
i becomes j before a vowel at the beginning of a syllable.
"Examples illustrating Note 6: Taraxacvm Zinn must be changed to Taraxacum, lungia L. f.
to Jungia. On the other hand, the spelling of Saurauia Willd. (after Saurau, an ancient noble
house in Styria) should not be altered to Saurauia (= Sauravia Spreng.)."

Prop. C (179 - Baum, Taxon 17: 643) - Add: "Note 7. The correct spelling of a
generic name in Linnaeus' Species Plantarum ed.land Genera Plantarum ed. 5 is
the one appearing in Linnaeus' Philosophia Botanica ed. 1."

Prop. D (9 - Eichler, Taxon 12: 19) - Delete the example Hexagona from the
examples of orthographic errors.

Prop. E (141 - Proskauer, Taxon 17: 502) - The Editorial Committee is charged
with correcting misuse of the words "orthography" and "orthographic" throughout
the Code. E.g., for Art. 73, Note 3, "orthographic error" write "error to be cor-
rected", etc.

Prop. F (275 - Brummitt, this Synopsis, p. 59) - Add the example of Artemisia
verlotorum corrected to A. verlotiorum.

Comments Rapporleurs
Prop. A can be referred to the Editorial Committee, along with the comment by Hylander
in Taxon 17: 592-593.
Prop. B can also be referred to the Editorial Committee.
Prop. C. The Rapporteurs have not examined the full implieations of this proposal. The
Note should, in any event, make dear that it applies only when the Sp. Pl. and Gen. Pl.
differ from each other in the spelling of a name.
Prop. D was before the Edinburgh Congress, which referred it to the Editorial Committee,
who evidently overlooked it. It should again be referred to that Committee.
Prop. E could be referred to the Editorial Committee in order to caU their attention to any
possible misuses. However, the example (Note 3) is not a case of misuse, for the Note dearly
states that spellings are to be treated "as" orthographic errors, not that they are sueh errors.
The errors are grammatica!.
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Recommendation 73C

Prop. A (251 - Stearn, Taxon 17: 739-740) - Add the following:
"(e) The Scottish patronymic prefix 'Mac', 'Me' or 'M', meaning 'son of', should be spelled
'mac' and united with the rest of the name, e.g. macfadyenii after Macfadyen, macgillivrayi
after MacGillivray, macnabii after MeNab, mackenii after M'Ken.
"(f) The Irish patronymic prefix '0' should be united with the rest of the name or omitted,
e.g. obrienii, brienianus after O'Brien, okellyi after O'Kelly.
"(g) A prefix consisting of an article, e.g. le, la, 1', les, el, il, 10, or containing an article,
e.g. du, dela, des, del, della, should be united to the name, e.g. leclercii after Le Clerc,
dubuyssonii after DuBuysson, lafarinae after La Farina, logatoi after Lo Gato.
"(h) A prefix to asurname indicating ennoblement or canonization should be omitted, e.g.
candollei after De Candolle, iussieui after de Jussieu, hilairei after Saint-Hilaire, remyi after
St. Rémy; in geographical epithets, however, 'St.' is rendered as sanctus (m.) or sancta (f.)
e.g. sancti-iohannis, of St. John, sanctae-helenae, of St. Helena.
"(i) A German or Dutch prefix when it is normally treated as part of the family name, as
often happens outside its country of origin, e.g. in the United States, may be included in
the epithet, e.g. vonhausenii after Vonhausen, vanderhoekii after Vanderhoek, vanbruntiae
after Mrs. Van Brunt, but should otherwise be omitted, e.g. iheringii after von lhering,
martii after von Martius, steenisii after van Steenis, strassenii after zu Strassen, vechtii after
van der Vecht."

Comments Rapporteurs
The advice is sound, but one may question (1) whether the examples are too much restricted
to names of Western European origin (presumably similar suggestions could be made for
other national names); and (2) whether such advice belongs in the Code in this much detail-
especially when it is available, and more appropriately, in a text on the subject of Botanical
Latin.

Recommendation 73D

Prop. A (118 - Paclt, Taxon 17: 334) - Replace the present wording by the fol·
lowing amplified version :
"An epithet derived from a geographical name is preferably an adjective and usually takes
one of the following terminations:
(a) -ensis; algeriensis (from Algeriurn), borneensis (from Borneo), canariensis (from lnsulae
Canariae), coloradensis (from Colorado), domingensis (from Domingo), idahoensis (from
Idaho), illinoensis (from Illinois), iavanensis (from Java), kansensis (from Kansas), missouriensis
(from Missouri), ohioensis (from Ohio), ontariensis (form Ontario), parisiensis (from Parisium),
portoricensis (from Porto Rico), tennesseensis (from Tennessee), texensis (from Texas),
uruguayensis (from Uruguay).
Examples: Rubus quebecensis (from Quebec), Ilex paraguariensis (from Paraguari), Erigeron
canadensis (from Canada), Hevea brasiliensis (from Brasilia), Adansonia madagascariensis
(from Madagascaria), Populus atheniensis (from Athenae).
(b) -anus; columbianus (from Columbia), cubanus (from Cuba), floridanus (from Florida),
mexicanus (from Mexico), texanus (from Texas), vesuvianus (from Vesuvius), virginianus (from

Virginia).
(c) -acus; aegyptiacus (from Aegyptus).
(d) -icus; britannicus (from Britannia), caucasicus (from Caucasus), ceylanicus (from Ceylanum)
and ceylonicus (from Ceylon), iavanicus (from Java), pennsylvanicus (from Pennsylvania),
philadelphicus (from Philadelphia), virginicus (from Virginia).
(e) -inus; ligurinus (from Liguria), sansalvadorinus (from San Salvador)."

Comments Rapporteurs
The Code is probably not the place for an exhaustive list of examples, especially since no
guidance is given in the proposed new text for deciding why to use "ontariensis" but not
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ARTICLE H.I

"ohiensis"; "coloradensis" but not "idahensis"; or "illinoensis" and not "illinoinensis". Nor
does the proposal include advice on treatment of existing epithets which do not follow the
Recommendation. An additional ending is -aeus, as in aetnaeus and cyrenaeus (cf. Steam,
Bot. Latin, p. 214).

Article 74

Prop. A (180 - Baum, Taxon 17: 643) - Delete the Article.

Comments Rapporteurs: This is dependent upon Art. 73, Prop. C, which, if adopted, would
replace Art. 74.

Appendix I

Prop. A (168 - Tryon, Taxon 17: 590) - Change the title to read: eeNames of
hybrids."

Prop. B (222 - Yeo, Taxon 17: 737) - Change the title t~: "Names of hybrids
above the rank of species."

Comments Rapporteurs
Props. A and B can be referred to the Editorial Committee for appropriate action in light
of what else is done with the Appendix. The Rapporteurs point out again that the two
alternative series of proposals by Yeo will be considered (along with others) by the Committee
for Cultivated Plants. However, themail vote, particularly on the initial proposal in each
series (Art. 3, Prop. B, or Art. 28, Prop. C) will be valuable for general guidance.

Article H.I

Prop. A (223 - Yeo, Taxon 17: 737) - Delete the Article.

Prop. B (236 - Yeo, Taxon 17: 738) - Delete second sentence of paragraph 2 and
substitute: "Any other conventions used in the writing of formulae should be ex-
plained by authors."

Prop. C (237 - Yeo, Taxon 17: 738) - In paragraph 4, after "amphidiploids" add
"etc. "

Prop. D (238 - Yeo, Taxon 17: 738) - Add to paragraph 4: "(See also Art. 50.)"

Prop. E (239 - Yeo, Taxon 17: 738) - Delete Note 3.

Prop. F (240 - Yeo, Taxon 17: 738) - Delete Note 4.

Prop. G (241 - Yeo, Taxon 17: 738) - Add a new Note 3: "If a statement of the
parentage of a named interspecific hybrid appears to conflict with the characters of
the type of the name, the type takes precedence in determining the application of the
name. "

Comments Rapporteurs
Prop. A is part of the series of propos als which begins with Art. 3, Prop. B.
Prop. B is part of the alternative series of proposals which begins with Art. 28, Prop. C. The
same propos al in the other series is Art. 23, Prop. C, last sentence.
Prop. C is independent of others relating to hybrids, and would allow for recognition of
stabilized polyploids other than strict amphidiploids. It will he considered by the Committee
for Cultivated Plants.
Props. D, E, and F are parts of the alternative series of proposals be gun with Art. 28, Prop. C.
Prop. G. See comment on Art. 7, Prop. L.
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New Recommendation H.IA

Prop. A (242 - Yeo, Ta,xon 17: 738) - "Amphidiploids which do not occur in nature
should not be treated as species."

Comments Rapporteurs: See comment under proposed Recommendation 3A, which is identical.

Article H.2

Prop. A (224 - Yeo, Taxon 17: 737) - Delete the Artic1e.

Prop. B (226 - Yeo, Taxon 17: 737) - Add new Artic1e H.2: "For purposes of valid
publication, the name of a hybrid group with the rank of genus or subdivision of a
genus, which is regarded as a condensed formula (see Art. H.I and H.3), must. be
published with a statement of the parent genera or subdivisions of a genus, but no
description or diagnosis is necessary, whether in Latin or in any other language."

Insert examples from Art. 40, paragraph 1.
"For purposes of priority, the 'generic names' of intergeneric hybrids (see Art. H.I)
are subject to the same rules as are those of non-hybrid taxa of equivalent rank."

Insert the first, second, and fourth examples fr om Art. 40, paragraph 3.

Prop. C (243 - Yeo, Taxon 17: 739) - Delete the Artic1e.

Comments Rapporteurs
Prop. A. The part of the Artic1e relating to formulae is covered by Art. 23, Prop. G, and
additional examples could be added by the Editorial Committee. Arts 10 and 13 of the Code
for Cultivated Plants provide for suitable categories such as "cultivar" for the other sorts of
names envisaged by this Article. The proposal can stand in its own right, although it :is part
of the series relating to hybrids which begiDSiwith Art. 3, Prop. B, and will be considered by
tho Committee for Cultivated Plants.
Prop. B. This is part of the series which begins with Art. 3, Prop. B.
Prop. C. This is the same as Prop. A, and as Prop. C it is part of the altemative series which
begins with Art. 28, Prop. C. Those who wish to support the proposal to delete the Article, but
not either of the fuIl series relating to hybrids, should vote for Prop. C. The deletion suggested
in Prop. A implies transfer of most of its contents elsewhere.

Article H.3

Prop. A (225 - Yeo, Taxon 17: 737) - To become Art. H.I.

Prop. B (227 - Yeo, Taxon 17: 738) - New Artic1e H.3 to be the same as Art. H.4
(including examples), but second paragraph to read: "The 'generic name' of an inter-
generic hybrid is applicable only to plants which are accepted taxonomically as de-
rived from the genera named. "

Prop. C (244 - Yeo, Taxon 17: 739) - To become Art. H.2.

Prop. D (267 - Brummitt, this Synopsis, p. 56) - Add the following: "Nam es pro-
posed for intergeneric hybrids and not in accordance with the above statements are
not validly published." An example is given in the discussion.

Comments Rapporteurs
Props. A and Bare parts of the series which begins with Art. 3, Prop. B.
Prop. C is a matter for the Editorial Committee, which wiIl have to check carefuIly the,
numbering of aIl Articles in Appendix I depending on action taken to amend it.

38



APPENDIX II

Artiele H.4

Prop. A (245 - Yeo, Taxon 17: 739) - To become Art. H.3.

Comments Rapporteurs: As with the preceding proposal, a matter for the Editorial Committee.

Article H.5

Prop. A (228 - Yeo, Taxon 17: 738) - Delete the Article.

Prop. B (246 - Yeo, Taxon 17: 739) - To become Art. H.4.

Prop. C (247 - Yeo, Taxon 17: 739) - Add to tbe Hrst paragraph: "In tbe hier-
archy of ranks, nothomorph is equal to variety."

Prop. D (248 - Yeo, Taxon 17: 739) - Add: "See also Art. 50."

Prop. E (266 - Brummitt, this Synopsis, p. 56) - Add the following: "A name
published subordinate to a specific hybrid name but at any rank other tban
notbomorph is not validly published.

Example: The name Carduus X orthocephalus Wallr. forma mulliganii Boivin in Nat. Canad.
94 (5): 646 (1967) is not validly published; the taxon ought to have been designated a
nothomorph and not a forma."

Comments Rapporteurs
Prop. A is part of the series which be gins with Art. 3, Prop. B.
Prop. B and D are matters for the Editorial Committee.
Prop. C is a proposed addition to the Code, which could be adopted here independently of
other action on hybrids. However, it is included in Art. 4, Prop. A, as part of the series oP
propos als which begins with Art. 3, Prop. B.

Recommendation H. 5A

Prop. A (169 - Tryon, Taxon 17: 590) - Delete the Recommendation.

Prop. B (229 - Yeo, Taxon 17: 738) - Delete the Recommendation.

Comments Rapporteurs
Prop. A is independent of all others relating to hybrids and would eliminate all material in
the Recommendation.
Prop. B, while ostensibly identical with the preceding, is part of the series which begins with
Art. 3, Prop. B, which covers numberedstatements (1) and (2) in the present Recommendation
under New Rec. 23C, Prop. A, and New Rec. 24C, Prop. A, respectively.

Appendix 11

Prop. A (Crosswhite & /ltis, Taxon 15: 211) - It is proposed that the Congress
correct tbe e'corrected") orthographic variants "Bataceae, "Cannabaceae", "Cappara-
ceae", and "Haloragaceae" everywhere that they may occur intbe International Code
of Botanical Nomenclature (including the list of conserved family names) backto tbe
preferabIe and more widely used "Batidaceae", "Cannabinaceae", "Capparidaceae",
and "Halorhagidaceae".

Comments Rapporteurs
Detailed arguments in support of this proposal were given by its authors. An affirmative vote
would instruct the Editorial Committee to adopt these spellings (Capparidaceae, etc.) instead
of the ones it previously adopted, and by iy1plication parallel spellings in any analogous cases.
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Guide for the determination of types

Prop. A (Korf & Rogers, Taxon 16: 22) - Change beginning of paragraph 4f to
read: "Tbe first choice of a lectotype (including schizotype, Art. 7, Note 3) must
be ... "

Prop. B (151 - Sreemadhavan, Taxon 17: 587) - Change the third [and fourth]
sentence of paragraph 4c to read: " ... no syntypes are extant, a paratype, if such
exists should be chosen as the lectotype. If neither an isotype, a syntype nor a para-
type is extant, tbe lectotype may be chosen from among the isosyntypes or isopara-
types, if such exist."

Prop. C (152 - Sreemadhavan, Taxon 17: 587) - Change tbe last sentence of para-
graph 5 to read: " ... and its duplicates, excepting pseudotypes, are. believed lost or
destroyed (Art. 7, Note 3). A pseudotype if it fits tbe protologue should be chosen
as a neotype."

Prop. D (170 - Tryon, Taxon, 17: 590) - Add to paragraph 4b: "providing that the
choice is in harmony with Rec. 7B."

Prop. E (171 - Tryon, Taxon 17: 590) - Paragraph 4e to read: "In cases when
two or more elements were included in or cited with tbe original description, tbe
reviewer should be guided by Rec. 7B in tbe selection of a lectotype. However, if
anotber aUthor has already segregated one or two elements as other taxa, tbe residue
or part of it should be designated as the lectotype provided tbat this element is not
discordant with the original description or diagnosis. If it can be shown tbat such an
element remains, tben another element (see Rec. 7B) must be selected as tbe lecto-
type."

Comments Rapporteurs
Prop. A can be referred to tbe Editorial Committee, for action dependent on Art. 7, Prop. A.
Props B and D likewise can be referred to the Editorial Committee.
Prop. C depends upon Art. 7, Prop. G.
Prop. E depends upon Rec. 7B, Prop. A.

Guide to the Citation of Botanical Literature

Prop. A (108 - Morton, Taxon 17: 237) - Add at the end of paragraph 9: "The
true date of publication should be added in square brackets, when different from tbe
date on the title page."
Add example: "K. B. Presl, Epim. Bot. 1849 [1851]."

Prop. B (140 - Laundon, Taxon 17: 461) - Add to section 7: "In citations appended
to names of taxa it is preferabIe to cite the pages occupied by tbe whole protologue,
in brackets, after the number of the page on which tbe name appears. If tbe extent
of tbe protologue is uncertain the brackets may, to indicate this, contain instead of
the page numbers, a dash followed by a question mark."
The examples given af ter section 9 need to be amended accordingly and the following might
be added: "Dipyxis Cummins & Baxter, Mycologia 59: 368 (367-370). 1967 - Sporidesmium
garryae Bonar, Mycologia 57: 393 (-395). 1965."

Comments Rapporteurs
Prop. A. A recommended uniform style would be helpful, although it is not certain that the
one propos.ed is best. Quotation marks around the title-page date might improve it.
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Prop. B. It would undoubtedly be helpful to many workers if citations were thus expanded,
but whether this style should be recommended in the Code is debatable.

New Appendix IV

Prop. A (284 - Komárek, this Synopsis, App. B, pp. 64-73)

Comments Rapporteurs: A general expression of opinion from the Seetion on the propriety
to insert material and mIes of this kind seems desirabIe. Depending on this the matter may
be referred to the Committee for Algae for further aetion. This Committee will also be
requested to report to the seetion on the general aspeets.

General Proposals

Prop. A (142 - Proskauer, Taxon 17: 584) - 'That a Special Committee on Archaic
Provisions be appointed, to report at the time of the XII International Botanical
Congress. This committee is charged to examine residual requirements in the Code
which are in logical conflict with the principles of the type method, such as the
provision calling for a description or diagnosis of aU taxa. It is to make proposals
leading to simplification of nomenclatural processes and their maximum independenee
from taxonomie opinion."

Prop. B (280 - Linczevski, this Synopsis, p. 60) - "To establish a Special Com-
mittee on names of the higher taxa of plants, with the charge to prepare for discus-
sion before and at the next (XII) Congress the first draft of a list of Nomina taxorum
superiorum conservanda. There should be preliminary discussion of this list by the
special nomenclature committees and the general committee." [Depends upon Art. 14,
Prop. G.]

Comments Rapporteurs: Prop. A. It is very important to eaU attention to any sueh contra.
dietions. If a special eommittee is needed it might be better to make it a special working
committee of the new Editorial Committee.
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