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NOMENCLATURE 

REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE FOR FUNGI AND LICHENS 

The last report of this Committee was published in Taxon 29: 148. 1980. 
Several proposals to change the International Code of Botanical Nomenclature emanated 

from the Second International Mycological Congress in Tampa, in August, 1977. These were 
published in Taxon 28: 424-431 (1979), by K. T. van Warmelo, Chairman of the International 
Mycological Association Nomenclature Secretariat. Since their publication, these proposals 
have been considered by the Special Committee with the following voting results (the votes 
are listed as yes : no : editorial committee): 

Proposal 

11 (Art. 3, Prop. B) 
12 (Art. 7, Prop. A) 
13 (Art. 11, Prop. A) 
14 (Art. 13, Prop. A) 
15 (Art. 25, Prop. A) 
16 (Art. 34, Prop. B) 

17 (Art. 34, Prop. C) 
18 (Art. 34, Prop. D) 
19 (Art. 59, Prop. B) 
19bis (Art. 59, Prop. C) 
20 (Art. 59, Prop. D) 
21 (Rec. 59B, Prop. A) 
22 (Art. 62, Prop. A) 
23 (Art. 67, Prop. A) 
24 (Rec. 7A, Prop. A) 
25 (Art. 9, Prop. A) 
26 (Art. 9, Prop. B) 
27 (Art. 9, Prop. C) 
28 (Rec. 9A, Prop. A) 
29 (Rec. 9B, Prop. A) 
30 (Rec. 37B, Prop. A) 

31 (Art. 13, Prop. B) 
32 (Art. 13, Prop. C) 

Vote Decision 

10-0-0: 
10-0-0: 
10-0-0: 
10-0-0: 
9-1-0: 
8-2-1: 

10-0-0: 
10-0-0: 
7-3-0: 
5-5-0: 
9-1-0: 
9-1-0: 
9-1-0: 
9-1-0: 
4-5-1: 
1-9-0: 
1-9-0: 
1-9-0: 
1-9-0: 

10-0-0: 
6-1-4: 

approved 
approved 
approved 
approved 
approved 
approved 

approved 
approved 
approved 
deferred 
approved 
approved 
approved 
approved 
rejected 
rejected 
rejected 
rejected 
rejected 
approved 
deferred 

(one vote for approval and editorial 
committee) 

(one vote for approval and editorial 
committee) 

0-10-0: rejected 
7-2-1: approved 

Of several rewordings to Proposal 32 circulated privately through the Special Committee, one 

by Lennart Holm (Uppsala) was clearly favored over others. It reads as follows (vote 6 - 1 - 
0 + 3 abstentions): 

"Fungi (including lichen-forming fungi): Linnaeus, Species Plantarum, ed. 1 (1 May 1753). 
Names in the Uredinales, Ustilaginales and Gasteromycetes adopted by Persoon (Synopsis 
Methodica Fungorum, 31 Dec. 1801) and names of Fungi Caeteri (excluding Myxomycetes) 
adopted by Fries (Systema Mycologicum, vols. 1 (1 Jan. 1821) to 3, and Elenchus Fungorum, 
vols. 1-2), are not affected by, and take priority over, homonymous and synonymous names 

published earlier. In citation of such names, a colon (":") is placed between the originating 
and the adopting author. Typification of such names is based on the protologue of the 
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adopting author. For nomenclatural purposes names given to lichens shall be considered as 
applying to their fungal components." 

Ronald H. Petersen, Secretary 
Botany Department, University of Tennessee, 

Knoxville, TN 37916, U.S.A. 

REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE FOR FOSSIL PLANTS 

Our Committee has discussed and balloted on the proposals placed before it. Unfortunately, 
one of the important proposals (Storch proposal on the starting point for fossil plants-Article 
13.1) was available to us only from a preliminary summary at the time of submission of this 
report. There may be other paleobotanical proposals in the February, 1981, Taxon which will 
require later deliberation by the Committee. 

The results of our present work have been as follows: 

A. Proposals for Conservation 

Proposal 419 (A. I. Kiritchkova and V. A. Samylina: Taxon 25: 515-516. 1976): Conservation 
of Czekanowskia Heer (1876) against Solenites Lindley and Hutton (1834). 

Vote of the Committee: Yes 5, No 7, Abstain 2 
Discussion: It is doubtful that our Committee would have been so nearly divided on this 

issue if our "official reviewer's opinion" had been received in time to accompany the ballot. 
I now have that opinion, and the reviewer states that Solenites is considered by most authorities 
as a distinct genus with different leaf form and venation. Those who agree with this interpre- 
tation want to retain both Solenites and Czekanowskia. Furthermore, a member of the Com- 
mittee sent a note with his ballot, pointing out that though the two genera are well known and 
distinct, "... Solenites is ... well established .... name, and if the two genera are combined 
it would do no harm to use the well known name Solenites for it." Another Committee member 
wrote, "There is no urgent need to suppress Solenites." Those who felt strongly enough on 
this issue to express an opinion directly all opposed conservation in this instance. The Com- 
mittee should be recorded as opposed to the proposal. 

Two other generic names were referred to our Committee by the Leningrad Congress (Taxon 
24: 690. 1975; Proceedings of 12th IBC, 1979, p. 179) for possible conservation: Botryopteris 
Renault 1875 against Botryopteris Presl 1825; Klukia Raciborski against an alleged competing 
homonym. However, since the Leningrad Congress nobody has formally proposed conserving 
either name. Furthermore, a member of the Committee who has done research on the nomen- 
clatural history of Klukia Raciborski says he is not convinced there is any other validly pub- 
lished Klukia and that "... Klukia Raciborski apparently and probably is not in need of 
conservation." 

Vote of the Committee: 13 to 1 to make "no recommendation" on Botryopteris until and 
unless a proposal to conserve is presented." The vote on Klukia was 10 for "no recommen- 
dation," 3 to recommend against conservation, 1 for conservation. [Ed. note: Klukia A. L. 
Andrzeiovski ex DC. (Syst. 2: 469. 1821) was not validly published. It only appeared in syn- 
onymy of Sisymbrium sect. Velarum as "Klukiae sp. Andrz. cruc. ined." Prop. 356 (Taxon 
22: 316. 1973) to conserve Klukia Raciborski (Bot. Jahrb. 13(1): 5. 1891) is unnecessary. 

Botryopteris Renault (1875) is a later homonym of Botryopteris Presl (1825) as noted by Reed 
(Taxon 3: 107. 1955) and by ING (1979).] 

B. Proposals to Amend the Code 

Proposal 117 on the starting date for fossil plants-Art. 13.1-by D. Storch (Taxon 30: 213. 
1981). 

Vote of the Committee: Yes 3, No 4, Abstain 6 
Discussion: We know that Storch is proposing to change the starting point for fossil plants. 
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