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(11-32) Proposals for modifications of the Code of Botanical Nomenclature: IMC2 propo- 
sals. 

At the first International Mycological Congress held in Exeter in 1971 a Nomenclature 
Secretariat of the International Mycological Association was constituted. The function of the 
Secretariat was to attend to problem areas in the International Code of Botanical Nomenclature 
applicable to mycology (and including lichenology) which were identified at the Exeter meeting. 
Subcommittees were subsequently formed by the Secretariat to investigate each of the iden- 
tified problems. 

At the second International Mycological Congress held in Tampa, Florida in August 1977, 
following final meetings of the individual subcommittees, their reports were presented to a 
plenary session of the International Mycological Association and accepted there. 

The first Secretariat, under the chairmanship of Dr. R. P. Korf consisted of Drs. D. L. 
Hawksworth, G. L. Hennebert, Z. Pouzar, D. P. Rogers, and L. K. Weresub. The second, and 
current, Secretariat has the following members, K. W. Gams, D. L. Hawksworth, P. W. 
James, Y. Otani, R. H. Petersen, Z. Pouzar, and K. T. van Warmelo (Chairman). 

Subcommittee A. Article 59 
M. E. Barr Bigelow, J. L. Crane, K. W. Gams, D. L. Hawksworth, G. L. Hennebert, C. W. 

Hesseltine, Y. Hiratsuka, G. S. de Hoog, S. J. Hughes, G. F. Laundon, D. W. Malloch, D. R. 
Reynolds, R. A. Samson, C. G. Shaw, J. A. Stalpers, and L. K. Weresub (Secr.). The commit- 
tee proposes that a modified Article 59 governing the nomenclature of pleomorphic non- 
lichenized ascomycetous and basidiomycetous fungi be adopted, involving: 

(1) Maintenance of the provisions considered to have reached the stage of inviolability: (a) the 
provision for dual nomenclature; (b) the provision that teleomorphically typified names are to 
apply to holomorphic fungi, whereas anamorphically typified names apply only to anamorphs 
of the kind represented by their type; (c) the provision that the priority of holomorphic names 
is not challenged by names of form-taxa of earlier date. 
Outside of (1), removing all special rulings from Art. 59, so that 

(2) names are to be applied strictly in accordance with their type, a teleomorphic type providing 
for application of the name to a holomorphic genus or species, an anamorphic type restricting 
application of the name to a form-genus or -species; 

(3) no penalties, i.e., a binary name does not become illegitimate or invalid because of the 
misapplication or incorrect choice of a generic name; and 

(4) new combinations are to be based on the type of their basionym (but see alternative proposal 
59.6). 

In addition to the changes to Article 59 given above the following changes are suggested 
concerning places in the Code where reference to Article 59 is, or should be, made. 

(1) An addition to Art. 3, Note 1, drawing attention to the fact that form-taxa are recognized in 
the classification of living fungi as well as that of fossils. 

(2) A change in Art. 7.16 drawing attention to Art. 59 as making specifications regarding the 
typification of the names of designated pleomorphic fungi. 

(3) A change in Arts. 11 and 34 to make clear that separate names for form-taxa are not 
alternative names for holomorphic taxa, since the taxa are of different circumscription and 
the names differently typified and applied. 

(4) An addition to Art. 25, stating that a holomorphic taxon includes its correlated form-taxa. 

The rationale underlying the changes outlined above can be summarised as follows: 

(1) The basic concept of Article 59 is the provision for a dual system of nomenclature for 
non-lichenized Ascomycetes and Basidiomycetes that are pleomorphic. There is, first, what 
Hennebert has termed the botanical system, whereby one name covers the whole fungus, and 
that name is the one that's typified by what has been called the perfect state, which is 
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characterised by the sexual phase of the fungus. And there is, secondly, what Donk called the 
conventional system and Hennebert termed the anatomical system, whereby a phase of the 
fungus producing asexual propagules of one kind or another is allowed a separate name at any 
level in the taxonomic hierarchy. 

(2) The provision for the precedence of the botanical name so that its priority is not jeopardized 
by the prior publication of an anatomical name for an imperfect form of the funjus has to 
continue in Art. 59. 

Such long familiar terms as 'perfect', 'imperfect' and 'state' have become so familiar that they 
are used loosely. The mycological community must, therefore, be urged to adopt the precisely 
defined terms introduced by Hennebert and Weresub in Mycotaxon 6: 207-211, 1977. 

Donk, in 1960, re-introduced the term anamorphosis for the 'imperfect state'; and the Com- 
mittee adopted it for the asexual morph or form of a fungus. They added the term teleomor- 
phosis to cover the sexual morph or form involved in producing meiotically generated prop- 
agules, and the term holomorphosis to cover the fungus in all its forms. Thus, it can be stated 
without ambiguity that, in the botanical system for naming fungi governed by Art. 59, the name 
that takes precedence, although it need be typified by no more than the teleomorph, is applied to 
the whole fungus, the holomorph. 

These are the terms that are recommended for use in Art. 59, to eliminate the controversy 
about the now imprecise use of the terms 'perfect', 'imperfect' and 'state'. We shall talk about 
the names for holomorphic genera and species, whose types are teleomorphs, and form-genera 
and -species whose nomenclature types are anamorphs. 

The Committee gave particular attention to the special status of binary combinations bearing 
the name of a holomorphic genus. 

Paragraphs 3 and 4 of the current Art. 59 create special categories of names that are valid but 
illegitimate, or invalid, on the basis of rulings other than those that regulate legitimacy and 
validity in other groups. These special categories are for binomials that are combinations with 
the names of holomorphic genera. The exceptions on behalf of these names have led to propo- 
sals to give equal treatment to binomials that are combinations with the names of form-genera. 

The question thus arose whether it wasn't a mistake to demand concessions of these kinds in 
the first place. After an in-depth investigation of the effects of concessions it came to be seen 
that the objection to exceptions was not based on a feeling for dutiful conformity to the Code. It 
was recognized that self-consistency within the Code makes application of all the rules rela- 
tively easier. Certainly the Code provides for exceptions, but reason dictates that these be as 
few as possible, lest the Code become an accumulation of exceptions instead of a set of simple 
rules 'founded on considerations sufficiently clear and forcible for everyone to comprehend and 
be disposed to accept' (Art. 3 of the Stockholm Code). 

With this in mind, and becoming aware of the mounting complications that result from adding 
to the number of categories of exceptions, the committee concluded that, if there is to be any 
hope of achieving a stable and simple Code of laws, mycologists must sacrifice some of the 
special concessions already made to save favoured names. This step is necessary because the 
continued existence of these concessions invites continuing pressure for additional exceptions. 
The committee was also convinced that the exceptions it proposed to delete are not absolutely 
essential. If generic names are affected, they may obviously be proposed for conservation, with 
whatever type makes for stability. 

The most serious consequence of sacrificing all exceptions so far discovered concerns pre- 
Fuckelian cases of anamorph to teleomorph combinations which are not explicitly declared as 
such. To save such names, an alternative proposal 59.6 has been formulated which requires 
further consideration. 

The proposed changes to the present Code are given in detail below. 

Proposal (11). Article 3. Note 1. Add after existing Note: 'In fungi, the anatomical 
nomenclatural system for asexual forms (anamorphs) provides for form-taxa at any level (see 
Art. 59). 

Proposal (12). Article 7.16. To read 'The typification of names of genera based on plant 
megafossils and plant microfossils (form- and organ-genera), form-genera of anamorphs of 
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fungi, and any other analogous genera or lower taxa does not differ from that indicated above. 
But see Art. 59 for specification regarding types for the names of designated pleomorphic 
fungi.' 

Proposal (13). Article 11.1: To read: 'Each family or taxon of lower rank with a particular 
circumscription, position and rank can bear only one correct name, special exceptions being 
made for 9 families for which alternative names are permitted (see Art. 18). The provisions of 
this article shall not be construed as preventing the use of separate names for the form-taxa 
of fungi and fossil plants (see Arts. 3 and 59).' 

Proposal (14). Add new paragraph Article 13.6: 'For fungi governed by Art. 59, the priority of 
nomina anamorphosia is limited, effective only among names typified by similar anamorphs. 
They do not compete for priority with nomina holomorphosia.' 

Proposal (15). Article 25.1: To read: 'For nomenclatural purposes, a species or any taxon 
below the rank of species is regarded as the sum of its subordinate taxa, if any. This applies 
also to a taxon of holomorphic fungi governed by Art. 59, which is regarded as including its 
correlated form-taxa.' 

Proposal (16). Article 34.3 Renumber Art. 34.3 as '34.4', and add the following new 34.3: 
'Provision 34.3 does not apply to names for anamorphs of fungi published in holomorphic 
genera in anticipation of the discovery of a particular kind of teleomorph [see Art. 59, Ex. 
(b) ].' 

Proposal (17). Article 34.4. Renumber as '34.5', delete '(but see Art. 59.2)', and place full stop 
after 'validly published'. 

Proposal (18). Add new paragraph Article 34.6. 'Names for form species of holomorphic fungi 
regulated by Art. 59 are not alternative names in the sense of this Article and are not 
proscribed by this regulation. Although form-species etc. may be parts of the life cycle of 
holomorphic fungi, form-taxa and holomorphic taxa differ in circumscription so that they are 
not 'the same taxon'. 
Example, Lasiophaeria elinorae Linder 1929, is a nomen holomorphosis, published simulta- 
neously with the nomen anamorphosis, Helicosporium elinorae Linder, for what Linder 
considered to be a correlated form species. Both are validly published and legitimate, with a 
different type and circumscription, the circumscription of the former taxon considered to 
include the latter, but not vice versa.' 

Proposal (19). Replace Article 59.1-.5 by the following Article 59.1-.7: 
59.1. In ascomycetous and basidiomycetous fungi (including Ustilaginales) with mitotic 

asexual forms of propagation (anamorphs) as well as a meiotic sexual form (teleomorph), the 
correct name covering the holomorph (i.e., the species in all its forms) is-except for lichen- 
forming fungi-the earliest legitimate name typified by the teleomorph, i.e. the form charac- 
terized by the production of asci/ascospores, basidia/basidiospores, teliospores, or other 
basidium-bearing organs. 

59.2. For a binary name to qualify as a nomen holomorphosis, not only must its type 
specimen be teleomorphic, but also the protologue must include a diagnosis or description of 
this form (or be so phrased that the possibility of reference to the teleomorph cannot be 
excluded). 

59.3. If these requirements are not fulfilled, the name is that of a form-taxon, applicable 
only to the anamorph described or referred to in the protologue and represented by its type. 
The accepted taxonomic disposition of the type of the name determines application of the 
name, no matter whether the genus to which the infra-generic taxon is assigned by the 
author(s) is holomorphic or anamorphic. 

59.4. The priority of nomina holomorphosia (of genera, species, etc.) is not affected by the 
earlier publication of nomina anamorphosia (of form-genera, form-species, etc. judged to be 
correlated morphs of the holomorph). 

59.5. The provisions of this Article shall not be construed as preventing the publication and 
use of binary names for form-taxa when it is thought necessary or desirable to refer to 
anamorphs alone. When not already available, binary nomina anamorphosia may be proposed 
separately or at the time of publication of the nomen holomorphosis. The epithets may, if 
desired, be identical, but not in combinations which are later homonyms. 

59.6. If a binomial is published as a comb. nov. from a holomorphic genus into a form-genus 
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or vice versa, it remains, in accordance with Art. 55, typified by the type of its basionym. 
Examples (a) The name Penicillium brefeldianum Dodge, based on teleomorphic and 
anamorphic material, is a valid and legitimate nomen holomorphosis, in spite of the attribu- 
tion of the species to a form genus. It is legitimately combined in a holomorphic genus as 

Eupenicillium brefeldianum (Dodge) Stolk & Scott. P. brefeldianum is not available for use in 
a restricted sense for the anamorph alone. 

(b) The name Ravenelia cubensis Arth. & Johnston, based on a specimen bearing only 
uredinia (an anamorph), is a valid and legitimate nomen anamorphosis, in spite of the attribu- 
tion of the species to a holomorphic genus. It is legitimately combined in a form genus as 
Uredo cubensis (Arth. & Johnston) Cummins. R. cubensis is not available for use inclusive of 
the teleomorph. 

(c) Although a Latin diagnosis of the teleomorph accompanied the publication of Myco- 
sphaerella aleuritidis (Miyake) Ou comb. nov., syn. Cercospora aleuritidis Miyake, the new 
combination remains, in accordance with Art. 55, based on the anamorphic type of its 
basionym. M. aleuritidis is, therefore, not available for use as a name for the holomorph. 

(d) Corticium microsclerotium (Matz) Weber, published in 1939 as a new combination with 
Rhizoctonia microsclerotia Matz in synonymy, was accompanied by an English description 
of the teleomorph. It is nevertheless a validly published new combination based on the 

anamorphic type of its basionym. When, in 1951, C. microsclerotium Weber was validly 
published as a new species with a Latin description and teleomorphic type, it was a later 
holomorphic homonym of the 1939 anamorphic combination. 

(19bis) Alternative 59.6 As long as there is direct and unambiguous evidence for the deliber- 
ate introduction of a new form judged by the author(s) to be correlated with the form typifying a 

purported basionym, and this evidence is strengthened by fulfillment of all requirements in 
Arts. 32-45 for valid publication of a new taxon, any indication of a comb. nov. or nom. nov. is 

regarded as a formal error, and the name introduced is treated as that of a new taxon, and 
attributed solely to the author(s) thereof. When only the requirements for publication of a comb. 
nov. (Arts. 33, 34) have been fulfilled, the name is accepted as such and based, in accordance 
with Art. 55, on the type of the declared or implicit basionym. 
Examples illustrating the alternative 59.6: 
Examples (a) and (b) above would be unchanged. 

(c) Mycosphaerella aleuritidis was published as '(Miyake) Ou comb. nov., syn. Cercos- 

pora aleuritidis Miyake' but with a Latin diagnosis of the teleomorph. The indication of a 
"comb. nov.' is taken as a formal error, and M. aleuritidis Ou is accepted as a validly 
published sp. nov. for the holomorph, and typified by the teleomorphic material described by 
Ou. 

(d) Corticium microsclerotium was published in 1939 as '(Matz) Weber, comb. nov., syn. 
Rhizoctonia microsclerotia Matz' with a description, only in English, of the teleomorph. 
Because of Art. 36, this may not be considered as the publication of a sp. nov., and so C. 
microsclerotium (Matz) Weber must be considered a validly published and legitimate new 
combination based on the anamorph that typifies its basionym. When C. microsclerotium 
Weber was published in 1951 with a Latin description and teleomorphic type, it became a 
later holomorphic homonym of the 1939 anamorphic combination. 

(e) Hypomvces chr'sospermus Tul. published in 1865 without indication 'comb. nov.' but 
with explicit reference to Sepedonium chrsospermum Bull. ex Fr. as its anamorph, is not to 
be considered as a new combination but a newly described taxon. 

59.7. As in the case of pleomorphic fungi, the provisions of the Code shall not be construed 
as preventing the use of names of form-genera of fossils in works referring to such taxa. 

Proposal (20). Recommendation 59A (approved by mail vote but questioned during discussion 
at the meetings). Delete sentences 2 and 3 of the new Article 59.5 and replace by a new 
Recommendation 59A to read: 

"When not already available, specific or infraspecific names for anamorphoses may be proposed 
at the time of publication of the name for the holomorphic fungus or later. The epithets may, if 

desired, be identical, as long as they are not in homonymous combinations. 
Proposal (21). Insert a new Recommendation 59B. 'If a new form of propagation of a previ- 

ously known fungus is described, it should be published as a new species (sp. nov.) with a 
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teleomorphic type, or a new form (anam. nov.) with an anamorphic type, and not as a 'comb. 
nov.' of the earlier name.' 

Proposal (22). Article 62.1: To read 'A legitimate name or epithet must not be rejected merely 
because it is inappropriate or disagreeable, or because another is preferable or better known, 
or because it has lost its original meaning, or (in pleomorphic fungi governed by Art. 59) the 
generic name does not accord with the form represented by its type. 

Proposal (23). Article 67: Delete the last sentence of Art. 67.1: 'Such an epithet is also 
illegitimate if it was published in contravention of Art. 59.' 

Subcommittee B. Use of living type material 
J. A. von Arx, D. J. S. Barr, R. D. Goos, D. L. Hawksworth, G. L. Hennebert, C. W. 

Hesseltine, E. G. Simmons (Secr.), and K. T. van Warmelo. 
The committee agreed unanimously that it was essential to accept living type material in 

certain cases. It was also agreed that there should be no effective starting date, making the 
proposals retroactive. 

Since IMC2 a proposal for a new recommendation regarding the use of living type in microor- 
ganisms has been made by Lewin and Fogg (proposal 9. Taxon 27: 121, 1978). This proposal 
does not meet the requirements of mycologists, but the proposals below may also fulfill the 
requirements of the algologists. 

Proposal (24). Add new Recommendation 7A.2 'When living material is designated as a 
nomenclatural type appropriate cultures must be immediately preserved (e.g. by lyophiliza- 
tion) in a major culture collection and subcultures (isotypes) sent to at least one other such 
collection.' 

Proposal (25). Article 9.3 To read: 'If it is impossible to preserve a specimen as the type of a 
name of a species or infraspecific taxon of recent plants, where Article 9.6 does not apply, or 
if such a name is without a type specimen, the type may be a description or figure.' 

Proposal (26). Article 9.5. To read: 'Type specimens of names of taxa must be preserved 
permanently and cannot be living plants or cultures, with the exception of certain fungi and 
other microorganisms (see Art. 9.6).' 

Proposal (27). Add new Article 9.6: 'In those fungi where a non-living specimen cannot, in the 
describing author's opinion, satisfactorily show the characters diagnostic for the species or 
infraspecific taxon, permanently maintained living cultures are acceptable as nomenclatural 
types for those names. In cases foreseen where such a living culture loses its diagnostic 
characters with time, it is to be treated as lost in the sense of Art. 7.4; a lectotype or neotype 
living culture may then be designated as nomenclatural type for such names as prescribed in 
Art. 7.' 

Proposal (28). Add new Recommendation 9A under Art. 9 as follows: 'In cases where Art. 9.6 
applies, it is strongly recommended that a dried-down culture also be prepared and deposited 
in a responsible institution. If both living and non-living material of a fungus are preserved, 
the latter automatically becomes the holotype as long as the fungus is recognizable on it.' 

Proposal (29). Article 9. Insert a new Recommendation 9B under Art. 9 as follows: 'Whenever 
practical in addition to the non-living holotype, living cultures of newly proposed fungus taxa 
should be deposited with a reputable culture collection.' 

Subcommittee C. Registry of new names and of proposals for conservation; Revision of Art. 39 on 
illustrations to include fungi 

G. C. Ainsworth, C. J. Alexopoulos, M. E. Barr Bigelow (Secr.), D. L. Hawksworth, M. V. 
Locquin, K. A. Pirozynski, C. R. Prince, and D. R. Reynolds. 

The committee recommends: 
That new names of fungi (including lichens) be reported to CMI for inclusion in Index of 

Fungi. It was suggested that taxonomists in other groups may wish to make similar appropriate 
recommendations. The subcommittee recommended that the Index of Fungi be expanded to 
cover ranks not already included, e.g. families, sections. 

That illustrations, although desirable, should not be mandatory. (The quality of illustrations 
for newly described fungi varies, and the differences between newly described and closely 
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related species may be too subtle to illustrate). 
The subcommittee also recommends that because of its importance Recommendation 37B 

should be made mandatory as an Article. 

Proposal (30). The heading 'Recommendation 37B' to read 'Article 37A'. 

Subcommittee D. Starting point dates 
H. H. Burdsall, J. L. Crane, V. Demoulin, D. L. Hawksworth, G. L. Hennebert, C. L. 

Holm, S. J. Hughes, R. P. Korf, M. J. Larsen, J. R. Laundon, M. V. Locquin, R. H. Petersen 

(Secr.), K. A. Pirozynski, Z. Pouzar, D. P. Rogers, and R. Singer. 
During the life of the Subcommittee well over 100 documents were circulated among the 

members. This is sufficient indication that the members worked very hard, but have been 
unable to reach complete unanimity as to a final proposal. 

A more or less complete resume of the history of starting point philosophies and of proposals 
considered by the Subcommittee may be found in Taxon 26: 310-321, 1977. The proposals may 
be summarized into three categories: 

1. Adoption of Linnaeus' "Species Plantarum" (May 1753) as starting point for all fungi. 
2. Retention of multiple starting points based on Linnaeus, Persoon ("Synopsis") and Fries 

("Systema" and "Elenchus") with revisions to aid taxonomists in dating appropriate publica- 
tions. 

3. Superimposition on a general starting point of Linnaeus of privileged status for names 

adopted by Persoon or Fries in appropriate groups. 

The results of a preliminary vote by Subcommittee members gave the following result: 

For Against 
Proposal 1 2 12 

Proposal 2 9 8 

Proposal 3 10 2 

It can thus safely be stated that the first proposal finds little support and hardly needs further 
consideration. A brief explanation of the two remaining philosophies may, however, be desir- 
able to supplement the resume in Taxon. 

Principle 1. Names published before 31 December 1801, or 1 January 1821, are deprived ot 

their validity by the imposition of later starting points. Their validity is restored if they were 

adopted in these later starting point publications. Regardless of the clarity of language in the 

Code, which has varied over the years until 1950, Article 13 is presently interpreted in different 

ways. 
Three general renovations have been proposed: 
1). Date all volumes of "Systema" and "Elenchus" as 1 January 1821, and use that date as 

starting point for all Fungi Caeteri. 
2). Establish dates for each of the volumes so as to preserve (more or less) their true dates, 

and use the volumes (not the dates) as starting point books. 

3). Establish 1 January 1821 as starting date, linked to volume 1 of "Systema" and remove 

privileged status from all other volumes of "Systema" and "Elenchus. 
Of these renovation plans, the last has found the most favour, although not close to a majority 

of the Subcommittee. 

Principle II. A search for validating publications other than Persoon or Fries is often labori- 

ous, sequencing of such publications is difficult, and the results often uncertain, even though the 

originating publication is known. To simplify the process, names adopted in the later starting 
point books would begin their valid publication from those dates, although the starting point for 
all names would be 1753. A complete citation of a name would include both the originating 
author, regardless of date (after 1753), and the validating author (Persoon or Fries) where 
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appropriate, but only the originating author when not validated by Persoon or Fries. The effect 
of the principle is to establish a Linnaean starting point for all fungi, but to preserve the 
privileged or sheltered status of names adopted by Persoon or Fries. 

To accomplish this, a convention has been proposed (following Donk), using ":" between the 
originating and validating authors. 

In its various forms, this Principle has had good support, perhaps half of the Subcommittee 
favouring some variety of the basic plan. 

In the opinion of the Secretary, therefore, the issue lies in the following choices: 

A. Should the present system be revised so as to continue the devalidated status of pre-later 
starting point names? 

B. Should all fungus names start with 1753, but the names adopted by Persoon and Fries be 
given special, sheltered status? 

From two informal ballots by members of the Subcommittee, the results can be summarized 
as follows: 

1. Almost everyone favoured some change from the present system. 
2. The group was unanimous that Fries should retain a privileged status, whether as starting 

book or in a modified Linnaeus system, but was equally divided on whether this should be a 
Linnaean or Friesian system. 

3. If a Friesian system were adopted, then a single date (1 January 1821) would be estab- 
lished, all volumes of the "Systema" and "Elenchus" would be dated by legislation, and lose 
their favoured status. 

4. If a Linnaean system were adopted, it should be used in conjunction with validation by 
Persoon or Fries, and signified in citation by ":" 

5. Such validation deals only with names, not taxonomic concepts, thus leaving questions of 
typification to be dealt with separately. 

In matters of typification, the only proposal to win clear majority support within the Sub- 
committee was to permit typification of pre-later starting point names with pre-later starting 
point specimens. 

Two contrasting proposals were then put to the meeting of the Subcommittee at Tampa, as 
follows: 

Proposal supporting Principle I. 
Proposal (31). Article 13.if. To read: 'f. Fungi Caeteri. 1 Jan. 1821. No starting point book is 

named, but Fries, Systema Mycologicum Vol. 1, is considered to have been published on 1 
Jan. 1821.' This proposal was extensively discussed at Tampa. 

Proposal supporting Principle II. 
Proposal (32). Article 13.1: Substitute for Article 13.1d, e, f, h. 'd. Fungi (including lichen- 

forming fungi): Linnaeus, Species Plantarurm, ed. I (1 May 1753). Names in the Uredinales, 
Ustilaginales and Gasteromycetes adopted by Persoon (Synopsis Methodica Fungoritm, 31 
Dec. 1801) and names of Fungi Caeteri (excluding Myxomycetes) adopted by Fries (Systema 
Mycologicum, vols. 1 (1 Jan. 1821) to 3, and Elenchus Fungorunm, vols. 1-2), are not affected 
by, and take priority over, homonymous and synonymous names published earlier. For 
nomenclatural purposes names given to lichens shall be considered as applying to their fungal 
component.' 'g'. Renumber 'g' as 'e'. 

Time did not permit extensive discussion of this proposal at Tampa. 
Regarding the effects of the latter proposal, Dr. V. Demoulin has calculated that for the West 

European Gasteromycetes only two name changes would result, affecting only Geastrum recol- 
ligens (Woodw.) Desv. and Geastrumn sessile (Sow.) Pouzar. 

Also for the European polypores, using the exhaustive and well presented bibliography of 
Donk (1974, Verh. K. ned. Akad. Wet., Ntuttrtk. ser. 2, 62), of 319 currently accepted names 
only 6 would change (i.e. 1.9%c), the same percentage as with the Gasteromycetes. The 6 
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affected names would be: Boletopsis leucomelaena (Pers. per Pers.) Fay., Bondarcewia mon- 
tana (Quel.) Sing., Buglossoporus pulvinus (Pers. per Pers.) Donk, Ganodermia applanatum 
(Pers. per S. F. Gray) Pat., Phellinus pomaceus (Pers. per S. F. Gray) Maire, and Polyporus 
badius (Pers. per S. F. Gray) Schw. 

Subcommittee E. Infraspecific taxa not now covered by the Code 
M. Noble, C. G. Shaw, B. C. Sutton (Secr.), and J. Walker. 
The major points resulting from discussions are: 

1. The whole matter to be discussed with the International Society for Plant Pathology. 
2. A register of methods for determining f.spp. and physiologic races in pathogenic fungi be 

investigated with the assistance of interested workers. This should be done prior to the formula- 
tion of any possible proposals for inclusion in the Code. 

3. The Subcommittee should continue to function in an advisory or co-operative capacity 
with the International Society for Plant Pathology or its designate to achieve a rationalization of 

problems in this area. 

Subcommittee F. Generic names with misapplied type species names 
M. J. Dibben, C. L. Holm, R. P. Korf (Secr.), G. F. Laundon, D. H. Nicolson, P. G. 

Parkinson, L. Ryvarden, and L. K. Weresub. 

In view of the wide implications of the Subcommittee's terms of reference, it has nominated 
two representatives, Drs. L. Holm and D. H. Nicolson, to be included in the IAPT Committee 
on Generic Typification at the invitation of Dr. W. Greuter, Geneva. No independent propos- 
als will, therefore, be made by this Subcommittee. 
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