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10A. 1 is demonstrated in the discussions of Podospora (b) and Didymocarpus (a), covering the first 
and the second sentence of this Recommendation, respectively. 

Submitted by: Gea Zijlstra, Institute of Systematic Botany, Heidelberglaan 2, 3584 CS, Utrecht, The 
Netherlands. 

(204)-(213) Alternative proposals for the amendment of Art. 46. 

Two proposals affecting Rec. 46E. 1 were published in Taxon 34: 333, 1985, one of which (Laundon, 
Prop. 48) appears to me unnecessary and the other (Guides, Prop. 49), undesirable. 

According to Laundon, some writers attribute Lichen debilis to "Turner & Borrer ex Smith" because, 
when Smith published the name, he cited the synonym Calicium debile Turn. and Borr. Mss. There 
is no basis for doing this in Rec. 46E. 1 since Smith did not ascribe the name that he published (i.e. 
Calicium debile) to another person. I do not think the Recommendation should be tinkered with 
merely to deal with casual errors, though I would be prepared to put in a Note using this as an example 
of an error that should not occur; my Prop. (205), below, would do this. I also do not agree that the 
second example provided by Laundon requires an alteration to Rec. 46E.1, but would like to deal 
with it in another way which will be explained later. 

The proposal by Gude's would reverse a change introduced into the Seattle Code as a result of my 
Prop. 281 to the Seattle Congress (Yeo, 1969). This proposal was supported by E. G. Voss (pers. 
comm.) who had himself also published a discussion of the subject (Voss, 1965). My case was based 
on a perceived need to relate the correct author citation to what had appeared at the time of publication. 
The name Penstemon speciosus was published by Lindley (Bot. Reg. t. 1270, 1829) and attributed to 
'Douglas in herb. Hort. Soc.'. From later citations it appears to be accepted that Douglas provided 
only the name and that Lindley provided the description. The full author citation is thus 'Douglas ex 
Lindley'. If Lindley's attribution of the name to Douglas had been proved erroneous, then under 
Guides' proposal the only correct citation would be 'Lindley'. Thus, the author citation originally 
given and that which is correct would have nothing in common, and if both were used subsequently 
it might appear that two homonyms existed, though this would not be the case. A reviser could 
doubtless make clear what had actually happened, but much the simplest way of doing this is to allow 
the citation 'Douglas ex Lindley', regardless of the correctness of Lindley's attribution of the name to 
Douglas. When I was working on Ruscus I found in J. G. Baker's work (1875) the combination R. 
hypophyllum var. hypoglossum Lam. I was unable to find that Lamarck had ever made this combi- 
nation, and I thought it was probably attributed to Lamarck by Baker merely (and quite unreasonably) 
on the basis of a statement in Lamarck and De Candolle's Flore Franqaise (1815) that R. hypoglossum 
L. does not appear to differ from R. hypophyllum L. By citing the name as R. hypophyllum var. 
hypoglossum Lam. ex Baker I am able to show that I have investigated the question whether Lamarck 
ever made this combination and that my answer is in the negative. I believe that the advantage of 
being able to do this outweighs the disadvantage of permitting the absurdity of a present-day author's 
publishing a new name but attributing it to, say, Linnaeus. What Baker did in the example I have just 
given was nearly as bad. 

The above cases are different from the second example cited by Laundon in support of Proposal 
(48), i.e. the name published as Tephrosia interrupta subsp. elongata Harms ex Gillett. In the former 
there may be no indication that the name has not been published previously by the author to whom 
the name is attributed and the reviser must, as I indicated, satisfy himself of this. Once this has been 
done it seems sensible to permit this to be expressed by the use of an 'ex' citation (as in Rec. 46E). 
In the latter, the publishing author has identified himself and indicated (in this case incorrectly) that 
he is taking up someone else's unpublished name. This is usually done for the sake of acknowledging 
the involvement of a previous worker on the group. However, it brings with it the possibility of 
erroneous and misleading contraction (to which all 'ex' citations are subject). It makes the author 
citation more cumbersome but does not add any nomenclaturally important information. As I have 
pointed out (Yeo, 1969), one can acknowledge the earlier worker without citing him as authority for 
the name. When a name has been published in this way there is no need whatever to cite the author 
whose name comes before the 'ex'. My Prop. (207) is to add to the Code a Recommendation (a) 
against attributing a new name to another author either as sole authority or followed by 'ex' and the 
name of the publishing author and (b), when the citation is of the latter type, against citing the 'ex' 
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and the name that comes before it in subsequent usage of the name. This proposal would at least 
eliminate the 'ex' citation in some of the instances in which there was an unjustified attribution of a 
name. 

I now offer further proposals intended to make paragraphs in Article 46 that are composed mainly 
of obligatory matters stand as Articles, and to make those that are not obligatory stand either as 
Recommendations or as Notes. I also suggest re-arrangements based on making a distinction between 
rules applicable to publishing authors and those that are to be observed by subsequent users of the 
names ('secondary authors'). 

My Prop. (204) involves making Recommendation 46E into a paragraph of the Article. This is 
because it is quite clear that Rec. 46E as it stands is describing a correct procedure, departures from 
which are necessarily incorrect. It is proposed to adopt the phrase "which must be followed by the 
word 'ex"' in order to highlight the second element of compulsion in the article, the first being the 
statement of what is correct, which is unchanged from the present Code. (In passing, I point out that 
the content of Rec. 46E has in the past been treated as an Article [Art. 58, Stockholm Code, 1952].) 
In adopting this wording I found myself obliged to combine Rec. 46E1 and 46E2 into a single paragraph. 
My Prop. (206) for Rec. 46D embodies the same thinking as Prop. (204). 

Unlike Recs. 46D and E, in which some element of correctness and incorrectness is involved, even 
though applicable only to secondary authors, Article 46.1 lays down no rule at all and the only possible 
places in the Code where this statement seems at all appropriate are in Division I, Principles, and in 
Chapter IV, Section 4. My Prop. (208) would transfer it to the latter position. Here, it has to be a 
Recommendation, and I propose re-wording it accordingly, and eliminating the reference to verification 
of dates, which seems a very weak reason for citing the 'author(s) who validly published the name'. 
The date will emerge incidentally from the more important process of reading the description and 
finding out about the type(s). 

It would seem sensible to put instruction to publishing authors before instruction to secondary 
authors. Accordingly, Prop. (209) puts Rec. 46F next after the new Rec. 46A that would be created 
by Prop. (207), and Prop. (210) would place the existing Rec. 46B next after that, but with its paragraphs 
in reversed order. The changed order of the clauses required by Prop. (209) will make the Recom- 
mendation more emphatic. 

Recommendation 46A, dealing with the abbreviation of author's names, is written partly in the 
form of a Recommendation and partly as statements of fact. Rec. 46A. 1 is worded as a Recommen- 
dation but would be better presented as a statement of fact. Only Rec. 46A.3 and 46A.5 are more in 
the nature of advice and of these at least the first can be presented as a statement of fact. Therefore, 
Prop. (211) would make Rec. 46A into a Note and introduce some small alterations of wording to 
make it consistent with this status. 

Proposal (212) provides a clarification of Art. 33 with respect to Art. 46, and Prop. (213) contains 
a small editorial point. 

I am grateful to Dr. R. K. Brummitt for discussing my ideas in correspondence. Unfortunately we 
are not in agreement over Rec. 46E [see Prop. 252]. 

(204) Proposal to make Rec. 46E into an Article with the following wording: 

"When an author who validly publishes a name ascribes it to another person who either has not 
published it or who published it before the starting date of the group concerned (see Art. 13.1), the 
correct author citation is the name of the publishing author, but the name of the other person, which 
must be followed by the word 'ex', may be inserted before the name of the publishing author. The 
same holds for names of garden origin ascribed to 'hort.' (hortulanorum). (See also Rec. 46A [but see 
Prop. (211)] and 50A.2.)." 

Examples 1 and 2 are to be retained. 

(205) Proposal to add to Rec. 46E (or corresponding Article if Prop. (204) is accepted) a new Note, 
as follows: 

"The name Lichen debilis was published by Smith, Engl. Bot. 35: tab. 2462 (1812) with 'Calicium 
debile. Turn and Borr. Mss.' cited as a synonym. L. debilis is not on that account attributable to 
'Turner & Borrer ex Smith.'" 
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(206) Proposal to make Rec. 46D into an Article, altering the wording so that "should" is changed 
to "must" in both of its occurrences. The word "most" should also be changed to "more". 

(207) Proposal to add a new Recommendation to follow Rec. 46E (or Article corresponding to Rec. 
46E if Prop. (204) is accepted), to read as follows: 

"Authors of new names and combinations should refrain from attributing them to others who may 
have used them in an invalidly published, ineffectively published or unpublished context, either as 
sole authority or together with their own name preceded by 'ex'. When an author citation of the latter 
form has been supplied by a publishing author, subsequent citations should omit 'ex' and the name(s) 
preceding it. Neither part of this Recommendation applies when the new name is ascribed to author(s) 
who published it before the starting point of the group concerned provided the starting-point is later 
than that for Spermatophyta and Pteridophyta (Art. 13.1(a))." 

"Ex. 1. Geranium rubescens P. F. Yeo was published as a new species in Bol. Mus. Munic. Funchal 
23: 32 (1969), with acknowledgment (op. cit., pp. 25-26) to W. Jackson, who had named and described 
it in an unpublished thesis, but without citation of Jackson's name as author." 
"Ex. 2. The name that was published as 'Tephrosia interrupta subsp. elongatiflora Harms ex Gillett' 
(Kew Bull. 13: 128. 1958) should should be written 'T. interrupta subsp. elongatiflora Gillett'." 

(208) Proposal to delete Art. 46.1 and replace it with a new Rec. 50A in Sect. 4 (later Recommendations 
being re-numbered accordingly) to read as follows: 

"The name of a taxon is neither unambiguous nor traceable with certainty to its protologue unless 
the author's name is cited. This is obligatory under Art. 33.2 but should be done in other contexts, 
at least when the name is first mentioned. Alternatively an indication can be given that the writer is 
adhering to some particular work of reference in which the names with their author citations can be 
found." 

(209) Proposal to place Rec. 46F before Rec. 46B and re-arrange it to read as follows: 

"Authors of new names of taxa should cite their own names in each instance; the expression 'nobis' 
(nob.) or a similar reference to themselves should be avoided." 

(210) Proposal subject to acceptance of Prop. (209), to place Rec. 46B after Rec. 46F and interchange 
the two paragraphs so that the one applying to authors of new names comes first. 

(211) Proposal to re-designate Rec. 46A as a Note (it will be Note 2 if Props. (204) and (205) are 
accepted) and label its paragraphs accordingly. Delete the words 'to be' in the first sentence of para. 
3 and change the first part of the first sentence of para. 1 to read: 

"Authors' names put after names of plants are customarily abbreviated." 

If this proposal is accepted the cross-reference to Rec. 46A at the end of Prop. (204) will need to 
be changed. 

(212) Proposal to alter the last sentence in Art. 33.2 to read: 

"Bibliographic errors of citation and incorrect forms of author citation (see Rec. 46D and E [or 
corresponding parts of Art. 46 if Props. (204) and (206) are accepted]) do not invalidate publication 
of a new combination." 

(213) Proposal to delete in the heading of Section 3 (Sydney Code, p. 42) the words 'and of literature' 
since they do not apply (the table of contents (p. VI) will also have to be altered). 

Literature Cited 
Baker, J. G. 1875. Revision of the genera and species of Asparagaceae. J. Linn. Soc., Bot. 14: 508- 

632. 
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Voss, E. G. 1965. On citing the names of publishing authors. Taxon 14: 154-160. 
Yeo, P. F. 1969. Names ascribed by publishing authors to others. Synopsis of Proposals on Botanical 

Nomenclature Seattle 1969. Regn. Veg. 60: 61-63. 

Proposed by: P. F. Yeo, University Botanic Garden, Cambridge CB2 1JF, UK. 

(214)-(219) Proposals on registration of plant names, a new concept for the nomenclature of the future. 

The "Committee for Registration of Plant Names" was set up by decision of the General Committee, 
"to study the feasibility of a registration procedure for new names of taxa governed by the International 
Code of Botanical Nomenclature; to propose ways and means by which such registration can be made 
to operate; and to report to the Nomenclature Section of the XIV International Botanical Congress". 
Its mandate took effect as of January 1st, 1986. It consists of five members: W. Greuter, Berlin 
(convener); R. K. Brummitt, RBG, Kew; D. L. Hawksworth, CMI, Kew; J. McNeill, Ottawa; and P. 
C. Silva, Berkeley. 

Time for committee work has been extremely short: four months exactly, between the date of its 
set-up and the deadline for submitting a report for publication in "Taxon". By consequence the 
committee members have had a busy time--but they have nevertheless considered most carefully the 
issues placed before them. 

The present report is based on 60 pages of distributed documents (two circulars and the corresponding 
replies and comments) and on thorough discussions at a committee meeting at the CAB International 
Mycological Institute, Kew, on April 14-15, 1986; this was attended by all members except P. Silva 
who was consulted by telephone. In addition to the committee members, the following have been 
placed on the mailing list and were asked to comment (which most of them did): F. A. Stafleu and 
E. G. Voss (President and Secretary of the General Committee); O. Solbrig and T. Younes (President 
and Executive Secretary of the International Union of Biological Sciences); Rita R. Colwell and W. 
D. L. Ride (IUBS ad hoc Committee on Biological Nomenclature); M. R. Crosby (Index Muscorum); 
M. Dadd and H. E. Kennedy (BIOSIS). Their expertise has widened in a most beneficial way the 
background of knowledge and experience represented by the committee members. W. D. L. Ride and 
T. Younes were present at the meeting in Kew and took an active part in the debates there. 

The Committee gratefully acknowledges financial support by IUBS which has enabled the meeting 
at Kew to be summoned and organized at very short notice. 

What Is Registration? 
Generally speaking, registration of names is the process of entering names into a register whereby 

they acquire a special quality (whereas indexing might be defined as the listing of names that have a 
defined set of qualities but do not acquire a different status by being indexed). The register may be in 
the form of a published list or lists, of a paper file, an electronical file, or any combination of these. 

Registration, or procedures comparable to registration, already exist in biological nomenclature in 
at least two fields: (a) in the naming of cultivars, where a multitude of both national and international, 
nonstatutory and statutory registration authorities are operating (see the "International code of no- 
menclature for cultivated plants- 1980", Arts. 53 to 56); and (b) in bacterial nomenclature where 
names newly proposed in any publication after 1 January 1980 must, in order to be validly published, 
be included in the International Journal of Systematic Bacteriology--which has thereby acquired the 
function of an official register (names published before that date are valid only if they have been 
entered in "approved lists" that are another kind of register; see the "International code of nomen- 
clature of bacteria, 1976 revision", Rules 24 and 27). 

As in the bacteria, registration of plant names is conceivable in two distinct fields: extant names, 
and new names yet to be proposed. The mandate of the Committee is limited to exploring the latter 
option. Registration of extant names may be desirable but would be an immense task. It may be 
envisaged as a subsequent step, if and when a system for the registration of new names has been set 
up and is operating successfully. The proposals of the Committee deal only with future names, but 
would not preclude retroactive registration of existing names (in some or all plant groups, at some or 
all ranks) in the future. 
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