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TAXON 35(2): 316-369. MAY 1986

NOMENCLATURE

USE OF THE TERM PARALECTOTYPE/LECTOPARATYPE
P. Vorster!

In Taxon 33: 707-711 (1984a) H. V. Hansen and O. Seberg proposed the term “paralectotype” for
those “syntypes” remaining after lectotypification. This was supported by R. K. Brummitt (1985),
who preferred, however, the term “lectoparatype.” These were not the first attempts to coin a term
for such specimens, previous examples being McVaugh, Ross and Stafleu (1968), Jeffrey (1973), and
Hennipman and Roos (1982) who used the term “paratype,” and Frizzell (1933), Exell and Stace
(1963), and Brummitt (1968) who used the term “lectoparatype.”

The proposal of these terms apparently stems from a desire to equalize botanical and zoological
nomenclatural terms. However, the situations in botanical and zoological nomenclature are not anal-
ogous. Whereas botanical nomenclatural rules provide for duplicates of the type (ideally portions of
the same plant, but sometimes individuals from the same population), in zoological nomenclature
this is not possible because of the nature of zoological specimens, and all zoological specimens other
than the holotype which are cited in the original publication are paratypes. In other words, a botanical
isotype to some extent equals a zoological paratype in the sense that both terms denote a duplicate
(as far as practically possible) of the holotype. In contrast a botanical paratype is not a type at all, but
merely any material other than the designated type cited on the occasion of the original description.
(When no type is indicated, the cited material collectively comprises syntypes, not paratypes.)

Later in 1984 Hansen and Seberg (Taxon 33: 745) proposed amendments to Art. 7 of the Code,
mainly to make provision for the use of the terms “paratype” and “paralectotype.” The 1983 Code
only defined *“paratype” in the “Guide for the determination of types” (p. 80), not in Art. 7 dealing
with types. In my opinion the introduction of these two terms into Art. 7 would complicate the
terminology of typification without leading to any practical benefits. It should also be noted that
Hansen and Seberg’s (1984b) proposed definition of “paralectotype” implies a change in the status of
previous syntypes, but not previous ‘“paratypes,” so that presumably after lectotypification one can
have both “paratypes” and ‘“‘paralectotypes,”” which may cause confusion. This is an omission, because
as explained on p. 80 of the 1983 Code, “paratypes” are equivalent to syntypes when no holotype
was designated, and “paratypes” are as important as syntypes when selecting a lectotype in cases where
the syntypes may all have been lost.

From Art. 9.1 of the 1983 I.C.B.N. it is abundantly clear that a botanical type consists of one
specimen or element. For that reason it is unfortunate that the terms ‘““syntype” and “paratype” carry
the suffix “-type,” because if Art. 9.1 is applied, the specimens so denoted cannot be types but only
sources from which a lectotype can be chosen. Once a lectotype has been chosen from amongst syntypes
(or in rarer cases, from amongst “paratypes’), there is no need to call the remaining syntypes or
“paratypes” by any term, because they have ceased to have value for typification. They should also
not be cited with the type, but amongst those specimens consulted for the taxonomic treatment of the
taxon concerned.

It may be reasoned that the remaining syntype or “paratype’ specimens may have to be consulted
again in the future if the lectotype is lost. In such an eventuality, however, the original publication
would be consulted as to cited material, and the terminology if any applied to the original syntype
and ““paratype” material in the interim period, would be of no consequence and would merely com-
plicate the citation of specimens.

I would therefore propose that no special term be coined for those specimens remaining after a
lectotype has been selected from amongst them. This proposal only applies to the situation after
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lectotypification, because prior to lectotypification both syntypes and “paratypes” have distinct value
for typification purposes as the source for lectotypes. In cases where “‘paratypes” are recognized it
implies that material was singled out for typification purposes, and it would be preferable to call them
“cited specimens” rather than “paratypes.”
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THE HOMEOTYPE: A PLEA FOR RESPECTABILITY
Alasdair G. Burman'

Summary
In view of increasing difficulty of access to type material and the problems of sending type material
through the mail, use of correctly prepared homeotypes is suggested as a possible aid to taxonomists.

Introduction

It is perhaps one of the misfortunes of the type system that the later 18th and the entire 19th
centuries—an age in which a codified formalization of such a system could hardly have been predicted —
was also the age in which so many of the great pioneer collections in the Old and New World tropics
were made. Reference through the literature to the wealth of what is now type material in these
collections is a daily matter to botanists working with tropical and subtropical plants. It was a natural
consequence of such collections, organized and financed in Europe, Russia, and the U.S.A,, that the
accumulated plant material should be deposited in European, Russian and American herbaria, par-
ticularly at a time when developing countries had few scientists and fewer scientific establishments.
The present proposal —which, it should be made clear, is purely taxonomical in its intentions—derives
from a series of coincidental factors, and attempts at least to initiate changes in a paradoxical situation
where, although developing countries have more and better taxonomists than ever before, it is becoming
increasingly difficult for them to work effectively.

It will hardly be contested, for so long as the type system persists as a useful means of relating a
name to an entity, that “the type is the objective basis to which a given name is permanently linked
and it is by the type method that the correct application of names to taxa is objectively and unequiv-
ocally determined however much classification may change” (Jeffrey, 1978). For those without direct
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