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Proposal III. Modify Art. 14 and Division III to allow for rejection of specific names. 

This may be regarded as either additional or alternative to our proposal iio above. If 
it is an alternative to proposal IIo we suggest that it would necessitate the following 
action: a) In Art. 14 after the first paragraph add a second paragraph 'Furthermore, this 
Code provides in Appendix IV lists of specific names which are to be rejected, either 
because of the provisions of Articles 69, 70 and 71 or for any other reason in the cause 
of nomenclatural stability. Such names are to be regarded as validly published but 
rejected.'; b) In the first line of Note I after 'conserved' insert 'or rejected', and on the 
third line after 'conservation' insert 'or rejection'; c) Modify Division III Provision 2 to 
allow for one or more committees to deal with specific names. 

Proposal 112. (to be considered only if both of the above proposal iio and i ii are 
rejected): A special committee should be set up to report on the desirability and practi- 
cability or otherwise of both conservation and rejection of specific names, and to present 
recommendations or proposals to the XIII International Botanical Congress. 

If the last proposal should be accepted we suggest that the committee should firstly 
canvas opinions both for and against from taxonomic botanical institutions, from other 
branches of plant science and from other users of plant names, and should present the 
arguments in as balanced a way as possible. Secondly it should appeal, through a notice 
in Taxon and perhaps other leading taxonomic journals, for newly discovered examples 
to be submitted to it of where conservation or rejection of specific names might have 
been desirable, though making it clear that these cases might not actually ever be 
candidates for conservation or rejection. In this way an estimate could be made of the 
amount of work which would be involved for the appropriate committees if conservation 
or rejection should be approved at the succeeding Congress. 

MISCELLANEOUS NOMENCLATURAL PROPOSALS TO THE 
LENINGRAD CONGRESS 

R. K. Brummitt* 

Proposal 113. In Art. 9 Note i delete 'description or'. 

The present note allowing that the type of a specific or infraspecific name may be 
a description seems to be a hang-over from the old circumscription method and a denial 
of the type method. Not only is it quite contrary to the idea of the neotype, sanctioned 
by Articles 7, 8 and 9, but it apparently would nowadays allow valid publication of a 
name of a new taxon without designation of a type specimen. Somebody who had, for 
example, forgotten to collect a specimen of a new taxon seen in the field could ap- 
parently argue that since he was unable to return to the locality it was now 'impossible 
to preserve a specimen', and he could therefore designate his description as the type 
in order to satisfy Art. 37. In one such case to my knowledge a photograph has been 
designated as the holotype, in accordance with this Note which allows the type to be a 
figure. This seems to be just about acceptable practice, but to allow the description to be 
designated as the type seems to me highly undesirable. 

Proposal 114. Amend the first paragraph of Art. 33 to read 'A combination is not validly 
published unless the author actually uses the epithet or epithets concerned in that particular 
combination'. 

This proposal was made to the Seattle Congress (Regnum Vegetabile 6o: 48. 1969), and 
received a postal vote in favour by io8: 58, but was rejected with no comment recorded 
in the report (Regnum Vegetabile 81: 69. I972). It is an attempt simply to bring the word- 
ing of the Article in line with current practice and with its own Examples. The present 
wording, 'A combination is not validly published unless the author definitely indicates that 
the epithet or epithets concerned are to be used in that particular combination', is rather 

* Royal Botanic Gardens, Kew, Richmond, Surrey, U.K. 
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blatantly contrary to present practice, where a combination is accepted only if it is 
actually made by the publishing author. This is a source of confusion to those who are 
perhaps not too familiar with practice but try to read the Code logically. The word 
'indicates' is so vague that it could cover a wide range of situations, while the words 
'to be used' suggest any time in the future. In the Blephilia example quoted as a com- 
bination 'not definitely indicated' it can easily be argued that Rafinesque did give a 
clear indication that the name Blephilia ciliata was to be used in the future. He did not, 
however, actually use the name himself, and current practice would certainly be not to 
accept the combination. If the Code is intended to say what it means it seems highly 
desirable to amend the wording of the Article to fit current practice. 

Proposal I11. In Art. 34, first paragraph, delete item 3 'when it is merely mentioned 
incidentally', and delete Note 2. 

Proposal 1i6. As an alternative to proposal 15 above, in Art. 34 delete Example 3 (Jollya) 
and substitute one or more true examples of a name not validly published because it was 
mentioned incidentally. 

I find this reference to names 'merely mentioned incidentally' one of the worst parts of 
the Code and a continual source of confusion to those unfamiliar with nomen- 
clatural practice. It is utterly impossible to define adequately what is meant 
by 'mentioned incidentally', and application of this rule would require the most 
subjective interpretation in the whole Code. To what must such names be incidental? 
At its widest interpretation it could be applied to make invalid many thousands of cur- 
rently accepted names which were published with a description (and since I935 with a 
type) in footnotes or observations which are incidental to the main theme of the paper or 
book in which they appear. The Code does actually attempt to define 'incidental mention', 
Note 2 equating it with 'mention by an author who does not intend to introduce the new 
name or combination concerned', but this is merely inviting further ridicule. Application 
of this ruling that a name is not validly published if the author did not intend it as a 
new name would depend on our interpretation of the intentions of many authors now 
long dead. Even if general agreement were ever reached it would no doubt rule out 
thousands more names which are currently considered valid, such as many manuscript 
names or nomina nuda which were taken up by later authors with a description but with 
no thought of introducing a new name. 

Fortunately, however, it seems that in practice this rule concerning 'incidental mention' 
is very largely, if not entirely, ignored. If a name fulfils the other requirements for valid 
publication it is, in my experience, taken up without any consideration of whether it is 
'mentioned incidentally' or not. In fact I cannot think of any situation where, according 
to current practice, a name which fulfils other requirements could possibly be considered 
invalid because it was merely mentioned incidentally. When my proposal to delete this 
part of Art. 34 was discussed (and rejected) by the Seattle Congress two cases were 
specified where this rule was applicable (Regnum Vegetabile 81: 69. 1972). The first 
mentioned older travel books, but I cannot think that any name in such a book should 
be considered invalid if it were accompanied by an adequate description of the plant. 
Many currently accepted names have been taken up from books such as Clarke's Travels in 
Europe, Asia and Africa, Burchell's Travels in Southern Africa, Bartram's Travels through 
North and South Carolina and many others, and it would seem very dangerous to dis- 
regard names in other travel books if they are accompanied by descriptions. The other 
example quoted was the Pflanzenwelt Afrikas, but, although the mode of publication of 
many names here is rather unsatisfactory, these have been taken up in Index Kewensis 
and are regularly accepted in the current Flora of Tropical East Africa and other works. 

The one example given in the 1966 Code was that of Jollya 'mentioned incidentally by 
Pierre (Notes Bot. Sapot. 7. I89o) in the discussion of the stamens of another genus'. As I 
have pointed out earlier (Regnum Vegetabile 6o: 53. 1969), the name Jollya is certainly 
not validly published there, but this is not because of its 'incidental mention' but because 
it is a nomen nudum. If a description or diagnosis had been given the name would surely 
have been generally accepted as validly published. This example does not illustrate the 
point it is supposed to, and I proposed its deletion at Seattle, but it reappears again as 
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the sole example in the 1972 Code despite an appeal for good examples to be sent to 
the Editorial Committee (Regnum Vegetabile 8i: 70. 1972). 

If anybody can produce a convincing example of a name which is not validly published 
because it is merely mentioned incidentally, I shall be happy to withdraw my proposal i 15 
and retain only proposal 116. If, however, no examples can be found I hope that this 
will indicate that the first proposal must be accepted and one of the most misleading 
statements in the Code eliminated. 

Proposal 117. The Editorial Committee be requested to number or letter paragraphs within 
Articles, either in all Articles or at least in the longer ones. 

I make this formal proposal after discussion with Dr P. F. Yeo who has informally 
suggested it already. In the longer Articles, such as 7, 33 and 34, there is great difficulty in 
concisely referring to individual parts of the Articles. To some people the Examples are 
not counted as paragraphs, while to others they are, and there may be similar doubts about 
Notes. In Art. 33 does the reference to Fries' Systema mycologorum come in paragraph 4 
or 6 or 9? With the dropping of the numbering of some Notes in Art. 7 in the 1972 Code 
there are now 14 unnumbered paragraphs under Note i, which makes concise reference 
to the later ones a somewhat laborious process. I would suggest that some numbering or 
lettering system be adopted throughout the Code where there is more than one paragraph 
per Article, but if this is considered excessive then the Editorial Committee might still 
look favourably on the idea of doing so in the more difficult cases. 

FORM-GENERA VERSUS ORGAN-GENERA; A PROPOSAL 

J. Jansonius'* 

Introduction 

The Preamble of the International Code of Botanical Nomenclature states: 

Botany requires a precise and simple system of nomenclature. The purpose of giving 
a name to a taxonomic group is not to indicate its characters or history, but to supply 
a means of referring to it. Important is the avoidance of the useless creation of names. 
The only proper reasons for changing a name are (either) a more profound knowledge of 
the facts resulting from adequate taxonomic study (or the necessity to give up incorrect 
nomenclature). 

Principle IV states that: 
Each taxonomic group with a particular circumscription, position, and rank can bear 

only one correct name, the earliest that is in accordance with the Rules. 

Art. 3, Note 1, reads as follows: 
Note i. Since the names of species, and consequently of many higher taxa, of fossil 

plants are usually based on fragmentary specimens, and since the connection between 
these specimens can only rarely be proved, organ-genera (organo-genera) and form-genera 
(forma-genera) are distinguished as taxa within which species may be recognized and given 
names according to this Code. 

An organ-genus is a genus assignable to a family. A form-genus is a genus unassignable 
to a family, but it may be referable to a taxon of higher rank (see Art. 59). Form-genera 
are artificial in varying degree. 

Examples: Organ-genera: Lepidocarpon Scott (Lepidocarpaceae, Mazocarpon (Scott) 
Benson (Sigillariaceae), Siltaria Traverse (Fragaceae). 

Form-genera: Dadoxylon Endl. (Coniferopsida), Pecopteris (Brongn.) Sternb. (Pterop- 
sida), Stigmaria Brongn. (Lepidophytales and Lepidospermales), Spermatites Miner (Cor- 
mophyta, excl. Eocormophyta et Palaeocormophyta microphylla). 

": Imperial Oil Limited, Calgary, Alberta Canada. 
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