
The Committee was deeply shaken by the sad news of
the demise of its Chairman, and former Committee
Secretary for many terms, Prof. Rodolfo E. G. Pichi-
Sermolli, on 21 April 2005. This is a great loss for the whole
Pteridological Community. Those of us who have known
him will treasure his memory. I personally remember him as
an exceedingly kind and helpful, astoundingly knowledge-
able and keenly argumentative person with very definite,
always well substantiated opinions that one might or might
not have always shared.

The previous report of this Committee appeared in
Taxon 48: 133–134. 1999. Membership of the Committee
voting on proposals for the present report was 9: R. J.
Chinnock (Adelaide), B. Øllgaard (Aarhus), M. Palacios-
Rios (Xalapa), B. S. Parris (Bay of Islands, N.Z.), R. Johns
(Kew), C. Sánchez (La Habana), A. R. Smith (Berkeley), X.
C. Zhang (Beijing), and B. Zimmer (Berlin). The qualified
majority of votes required to recommend adoption or rejec-
tion of a proposal (> 60 % of committee membership) is 6.
All members responded, and a conclusive majority opinion
was obtained in each case.

(1288) Proposal to reject the name Acrostichum
ebeneum (Pteridaceae) (Tryon in Taxon 46: 339–340.
1997). Votes: 0 : 9 (not recommended).

Summary: Following changes in Art. 8 of the Code
decided at St Louis, it is now clear that Tryon’s earliest typ-
ification of the name Acrostichum ebeneum must stand. The
effect is that it does not any longer threaten Pityrogramma
tartarea, which is the correct name for the species that
many have been calling Pityrogramma ebenea. The propos-
al is therefore superfluous. Two Committee members
objected to the proposal primarily because they would have
preferred to maintain the Pityrogramma ebenea in use.
However, a proposal to the opposite effect of the present
one would be necessary to achieve that goal, and no such
proposal has so far been made.

(1531) Proposal to conserve the name Cheilanthes dal-
housiae (Pteridaceae) with a conserved type (Zhang in
Taxon 51: 381–382. 2002). Votes: 1 : 8 (not recommended).
Instead, the Committee recommends (8 : 0) rejection of the
name Cheilanthes dalhousieae [sic!] under Art. 56.

Summary: The name Cheilanthes dalhousieae (com-
memorating the collector, Lady Dalhousie, so that the orig-
inal spelling “dalhousiae” is a correctable error under the
Code) was based on heterogeneous original material. Clarke
in 1880 restricted its use to one of the species involved,

naming the other C. albomarginata C. B. Clarke, but he did
not formally designate a type. The first to effectively lecto-
typify C. dalhousieae was Fraser-Jenkins who, in 1991,
chose the C. albomarginata element and redescribed C. dal-
housieae in the sense of Clarke as a new species, C. lep-
tolepis. The proposer wanted to reverse Fraser-Jenkins’s
action by conserving C. dalhousieae with Clarke’s preferred
element as type, but the Committee declines to recommend
such action, as the plants are scarcely known except to fern
specialists of the region, their taxonomy (including their
generic affiliation) is complex and prone to change, and as
Fraser-Jenkins’s treatment has gained some acceptance
already. However, since transfer of the name C.
dalhousi[e]ae from one species to another is likely to
increase the instability and cause confusion, particularly in
such a critical group, the Committee recommends that it be
rejected altogether and be listed in Appendix IV of the
Code. The two species in question will then bear the uncon-
troversial and unambiguous names, C. albomarginata and
C. leptolepis.

(1598) Proposal to conserve the name Davallia repens
(L. f.) Kuhn (Davalliaceae) against D. repens (Bory) Desv.
(Lindsaeaceae) (Lindsay & Middleton in Taxon 52:
630–631. 2003). Votes: 9 : 0 (recommended).

Summary: The species in question is widespread from
tropical West Africa to Samoa, north to Japan and south to
northern Queensland. There are several synonyms in exis-
tence, but only Davallia repens is in use, except by those
who recognise the segregate genus Humata. The earlier D.
repens does not pertain to Davallia under any reasonable
taxonomic concept, being a nomenclatural synonym of the
currently used name Lindsaea repens (Bory) Thwaites
(which remains correct irrespective of the proposed rejec-
tion). Conservation as proposed is seen as a welcome means
to avoid a disturbing name change.

(1611) Proposal to conserve the name Blechnum vesti-
tum (Blume) Kuhn (Pteridaceae) against B. vestitum T.
Moore (Chambers in Taxon 53: 200. 2004). Votes: 9 : 0
(recommended).

Summary: Blechnum vestitum (Blume) Kuhn is the sin-
gle extant name for a well characterised species found
throughout Malesia except in New Guinea. Its earlier hom-
onym, B. vestitum T. Moore, was described in a footnote,
based on a Fendler specimen from Venezuela (apparently
the holotype, even though the proposal states “typus non
designatus”) and has not been taken up by recent workers.
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It is likely a synonym of Blechnum occidentale L. or might,
perhaps disturbingly, apply to one of the hybrids or segre-
gates of that difficult and not yet properly understood com-
plex. Rejection of the earlier homonym is therefore, if any-
thing, beneficial for Latin American pteridology while it is
most welcome to all those working on Malesian ferns.

Future of the Committee for Pteridophyta
No current member of the Committee for Pteridophyta

is available to serve as Committee Secretary for the next
term. The Committee has therefore discussed the option of
handing over its tasks to the Committee for Spermatophyta,
presumably to be renamed Committee for Vascular Plants.
We have been given to understand that R. K. Brummitt, the
present Secretary of the Committee for Spermatophyta, is
not opposed to the idea.

It is a fact that, contrary to the general trend, the num-
ber of proposals concerning pteridophytes has been decreas-
ing over the years. There were 6 such proposals in all in the
6 years between the Tokyo Congress and the St. Louis
Congress, and only half as many (3) in the last 6 years.
When one compares the respective page numbers for pteri-
dophytes and spermatophytes in App. IIIA of the Code, the
ratio is an astounding 1 : 50. At a time when active pteri-
dologists are few, it seems to be something of a luxury to
maintain a permanent committee for so slight a task.

No formal vote has been taken, but from com-
ments given it is evident that a large majority even within
the Committee (a group one would suppose has a vetted
interest in maintaining the status quo) is in favour of giving
up the autonomy of pteridologists in matters of conservation
and rejection of names. The Committee therefore proposes
to the Nomenclature Section of the Vienna Congress to
modify Division III.2 of the Code by amalgamating the
Committee for Spermatophyta and the Committee for
Pteridophyta, presently listed as distinct, into a new
Committee for Vascular Plants. [This was approved in
Vienna—Ed.]

Those members of the Committee for Pteridophyta
who, while willing to continue in their present capacity if so
requested, do support the proposed merger clearly have no
ambition to serve on the new, combined Committee. Rather,
if this is considered useful, they stand ready to act as an
advisory panel, to be consulted by the to-be Vascular Plant
Committee on proposals affecting a Pteridophyte name. 
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