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Summary The following four names of mosses are recommended for conservation: Hypnum molle with a conserved type, Meteorium 
with a conserved type, Papillaria, nom cons, with a different conserved type, and Rhynchostegium against Eriodon. In addition, 
conservation of Stirtonia A.L. Sm. (lichenized fungi) against Stirtonia R. Br. bis, already recommended by the Nomenclature Com-
mittee for Fungi, is supported. The Committee is unable to make any recommendation on the proposals to conserve Leptodontium 
proliferum against Tortula umbrosa, and Gertrudia validinervis against Barbula uncinicoma at this stage and is continuing its 
consideration of these proposals. Two proposals for modification of the International Code of Botanical Nomenclature that relate 
particularly to bryophytes are recommended for acceptance, Art. 9 Prop. H (Taxon Prop. 219) and Div. III Prop. A (338).

The previous report of this Committee appeared in Taxon 57: 
639–640. 2008. Current members of the committee are: W.R. Buck 
(New York), D. Glenny (Christchurch), L. Hedenäs (Stockholm), 
P. Isoviita (Helsinki, chair), Y. Jia (Beijing), N. Klazenga (Mel-
bourne, secretary), M. von Konrat (Chicago), D. Long (Edinburgh), 
R.E. Magill (St. Louis), J. van Rooy (Pretoria), B.C. Tan (Singapore), 
J. Váña (Prague) and R.-L. Zhu (Shanghai). With 13 members, the 
Committee requires 8 votes to achieve the 60% majority needed to 
recommend acceptance or rejection of a proposal. The Committee 

voted on seven new proposals in one final ballot in March 2011 in 
which all members voted. Votes are recorded in the order accept : re-
ject : abstain.

Proposals to conserve and reject names

(1711) Conserve Hypnum molle Dicks. ex Hedw. with a conserved 
type [Musci] (proposed by Ochyra & al. in Taxon 56: 599–560. 2007). 
Votes: 10 : 3 : 0 (recommended).

In the continued discussions it was stated that Achnanthes bre-
vipes clearly is an unnecessary synonym. Nevertheless, however, in 
the second ballot a majority of the members of the Committee of more 
than 60% of the votes (9 : 5 : 1) recommended the proposal.

(1973) Proposal to conserve the name Sphacelaria (Sphacelari-
ales, Phaeophyceae) with a conserved type (proposed by Draisma 
& Prud’homme van Reine in Taxon 59: 1891–1892. 2010). Votes: 
13 : 0 : 2 (recommended).

For 160 years it was assumed that the generic name Sphacelaria 
was first published by Lyngbye (Tent. Hydrophytol. Dan.: xxxi, 103. 
1819). However, the generic name had been validly published in 1818 
in Flora Danica, with the single species S. reticulata Lyngbye. This 
poorly known species has been found at only one locality in Den-
mark, has not been collected since 1867 and undergoes dichoblastic 
branching, unlike any other species of Sphacelaria. To establish a 
firm foundation for the genus Sphacelaria and avoid the possibility 
that all species other than S. reticulata might have to be accommo-
dated by another name, the authors have proposed the conservation of 
the name Sphacelaria with S. cirrosa (Roth) C. Agardh as type, the 
name of a species traditionally included in Sphacelaria.

Although one can debate the choice of Sphacelaria cirrosa as 
conserved type, because that name has not been listed as an accepted 
name by Lyngbye in 1819 (he did list it as a synonym, however), all 
voting members support the proposal to conserve the name with a 
conserved type agreeing with current usage of the name, since the 
only original species is badly known and that Sphacelaria is the name 
in current use of an important genus of brown algae.

(1974) Proposal to conserve the name Dasya, nom. cons. against 
Rhodonema (Dasyaceae, Rhodophyta) (proposed by Pena-Martin & 
al. in Taxon 59: 1892. 2010). Votes: 13 : 0 : 2 (recommended).

The authors argue to add the generic name Rhodonema as an-
other name to be rejected in favour of the conserved generic name 
Dasya C. Agardh 1824. It is indisputable that these two generic names, 
both published in 1824, are considered to apply to the same taxon. 
Adding Rhodonema Martens 1824 as a nomen rejiciendum versus 
Dasya C. Agardh 1824 is a simple solution to the problem of uncer-
tain priority.

Recommendations on cases of near homonymy  
(under Art. 53.5)

As result of reference under Art. 53.5, it is recommended that 
the generic names Sykidion E.P. Wright 1881 (extant green algae) and 
Sycidium Sandberger 1849 (fossil Characeae) and all the higher taxa 
names derived from them are not to be considered confusingly simi-
lar and thus cannot be treated as (para-)homonyms (votes: 3 : 12 : 0). 
In an earlier report of the Committee (NCA Report 10 in Taxon 60: 
585–587. 2011) the result was given of a vote on whether Sykidion 
and Sycidium are sufficiently alike to be confused. Then the mem-
bers of the Committee considered these two names not likely to be 
confused, because they are spelled differently, and because of the 
distance between the areas of research. The first vote on likelihood 
of confusion between the family and order names derived from them, 
however, was indecisive (votes: 4 : 5 : 5). Because separating the matter 
of confusability of the generic names from that of the higher rank 
names derived from them can be considered inappropriate, in a new 
ballot it was asked anew to vote about likelihood of confusion of the 
generic names and its higher taxa. Now the vote was decisive in rec-
ommending that neither the two generic names, nor the higher rank 
names should be treated as homonyms.
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Hygrohypnum molle is a well-known moss from fast flowing 
streams at high altitudes in the Northern Hemisphere. Instability 
in nomenclature is caused by an unfortunate choice of lectotype at 
a time when the lectotypifying author adopted a wide concept of 
Hygrohypnum molle that included the related, but now considered 
distinct, species Hygrohypnum duriusculum, the lectotype belonging 
to the latter. A later attempt to overturn this lectotypification was, 
according to the authors of the proposal, in conflict with Art. 9.12 
and 9.17 of the Code and moreover, the new choice of lectotype not 
eligible under Art. 7.7. The authors seek to preserve current usage 
of both H. molle, which is the prior name, and H. duriusculum by 
conserving Hypnum molle with a conserved type. The Committee 
agrees with the authors’ assessment that the second lectotypification 
was in conflict with the ICBN and in majority voted to recommend 
the proposal. As it has been tradition in the appendices to the ICBN 
to cite pre-starting-date authorship using the “ex” construction, this 
has been done here, even though it was not included in the proposal.

(1811) Conserve Leptodontium proliferum Herzog against Tor-
tula umbrosa Dusén [Musci] (proposed by Cano & Gallego in Taxon 
57: 642–643. 2008). Votes: 6 : 7 : 0 (undecided).

Leptodontium proliferum is a relatively well-known species 
from South America and southern Africa. During a revision of South 
American material the authors discovered that the type of Tortula 
umbrosa, which antedates Leptodontium proliferum by ten years, 
belongs to the same taxon. The proposers seek to preserve current 
usage of the name Leptodontium proliferum by conserving the name 
against Tortula umbrosa. A small majority of the Committee feels 
there is no case for conservation, but not the 60% required to recom-
mend that the proposal not be accepted.

(1832) Conserve Meteorium Dozy & Molk. with a conserved type 
[Musci] (proposed by Huttunen & al. in Taxon 57: 992–994. 2008). 
Votes: 13 : 0 : 0 (recommended).

Meteorium is a very well-established genus of tropical pleu-
rocarpous mosses. Meteorium was first published by Bridel as the 
epithet of a subgenus of Pilotrichum Brid. When Dozy & Molkenboer 
elevated Meteorium to genus level they did not explicitly include in 
their treatment any of the three species included in P. subg. Meteo-
rium by Bridel and Fleischer and Brotherus in their later treatment 
placed all three species in different genera, thereby creating a later 
homonym (Art. 48.1). The name that was chosen by Britton as the 
lectotype from the three names cited by Bridel, Pilotrichum fila-
mentosum (Hook.) Brid., was later designated as the type of another 
well-accepted generic name Aerobryidium. In order to conserve cur-
rent usage of both Meteorium and Aerobryidium the authors seek to 
conserve Meteorium with a conserved type, M. polytrichum Dozy 
& Molk. As the basionym of Meteorium is a subgeneric name and 
conservation is only available for family, genus and species names, 
it is necessary, under the current wording of Art. 14, to break the 
relationship between Meteorium and its basionym. (However this 
would not be the case if Art. 14 Prop. A were accepted at the forth-
coming International Botanical Congress in Melbourne, cf. McNeill 
& Turland in Taxon 60: 255. 2011.)

(1833) Change the conserved type of Papillaria Lorentz [Musci] 
(proposed by Huttunen & al. in Taxon 57: 994–995. 2008). Votes: 
13 : 0 : 0 (recommended).

Although Papillaria has had a rather checkered nomenclatural 
history and already has a conserved type, this is at the root a fairly 

simple proposal. Papillaria is a large genus of pleurocarpous mosses 
that is widespread and very common in wet forests in the tropics and 
higher latitudes in the Southern Hemisphere. It turns out that the cur-
rent conserved type of Papillaria, P. nigrescens (Hedw.) A. Jaeger, 
which was designated rather mechanically, is better placed in Meteo-
rium. The same studies also bear out that a merger of Papillaria with 
Meteorium, as has been proposed, does not create a monophyletic 
genus, and that there is a sizeable and well-supported core clade of 
species traditionally referred to Papillaria. The authors propose to 
conserve Papillaria with the type of a name of a species in this clade, 
P. africana (Müll. Hal.) A. Jaeger. This will preserve current usage 
of the name Papillaria. Like Meteorium in the previous proposal, the 
basionym of Papillaria is a subgeneric name and hence in order to 
be conserved, the relationship between Papillaria and its basionym 
needs, under the current wording of Art. 14, to be severed.

(1898) Conserve Stirtonia A.L. Sm. [lichenized Ascomycota] 
against Stirtonia R. Br. bis [Musci] (proposed by Fischer & Thor in 
Taxon 58: 1004. 2009). Votes: 13 : 0 : 0 (recommended).

The Committee was asked for a recommendation as the prior 
name belongs to a moss. Stirtonia is a small but rather well-established 
genus of 14 species of tropical lichens. In mosses Stirtonia R. Br. bis 
has not been used since its initial description and the one species S. 
mackayi was transferred to Trematodon almost immediately after 
its description. If increased stability in lichen nomenclature can be 
achieved by preserving usage of Stirtonia for lichens, bryologists 
will not stand in the way. The Nomenclature Committee for Fungi 
has also recommended acceptance of the proposal (Norvell in Taxon 
60: 224. 2011).

(1900) Conserve Gertrudia validinervis Herzog against Bar-
bula uncinicoma Müll.Hal. [Musci] (proposed by Jiménez & Cano 
in Taxon 58: 1006. 2009). Votes: 5 : 7 : 0 (undecided).

Gertrudiella validinervis is a reasonably well-established spe-
cies of South American pottiaceous mosses. Barbula uncinicoma is 
another case of an older name that resurfaced in a revision of South 
American type material. The majority of the Committee voted to re-
ject the proposal, but not the required 60% to recommend the proposal 
not be accepted. Hence the proposal remains under consideration by 
the Committee.

(1936) Conserve Rhynchostegium Schimp. against Eriodon 
Mont. [Musci] (proposed by Ignatov & Huttunen in Taxon 59: 973. 
2010). Votes: 13 : 0 : 0 (recommended).

Rhynchostegium is one of the three largest genera of Brachythe-
ciaceae and is recognised all over the world. Recent cladistic studies 
have shown that Rhynchostegium is paraphyletic and that Eriodon, 
Eurhynchiella and Platyhypnidium are nested within it. Of the latter 
three names Eriodon antedates Rhynchostegium. Eriodon in its cur-
rent circumscription is monotypic. If the principle of priority would be 
rigorously applied, more than one hundred new combinations would 
be necessary, causing great nomenclatural instability. The authors 
therefore seek to conserve Rhynchostegium against Eriodon.

Proposals to amend the Code

The committee was asked for its opinion on two proposals to 
amend the Code that are particularly relevant to bryophytes. The as-
signment of each proposal in the Synopsis of Proposals (McNeill & 
Turland in Taxon 61: 241–286. 2011) is given in parentheses.
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Summary The following eight generic names are recommended for conservation: Caytonia against Laconiella, Cupressinocladus 
against Libocedrites, Cyclostigma Haught. ex Heer against Cyclostigma Hochst. ex Endl., Danaeopsis Heer ex Schimp. against 
Marantoidea and Danaeopsis C. Presl, Eusphenopteris Gothan ex Simson-Scharold against Eusphenopteris Kidst., Lepidophloios 
with that spelling, Pterophyllum with a conserved type, and Schizoneura against Convallarites. The following three species names 
are also recommended for conservation: Podocarpium podocarpum (A. Braun) Herend. against Podocarpium podocarpum (DC.) 
Y.C. Yang & P.H. Huang, Schizoneura paradoxa against Convallarites erecta, and Taeniopteris marantacea with a conserved type. 
The following four generic names are not recommended for conservation: Angarocarpus with a conserved type, Ephedrites with 
a conserved type, Genitzia with a conserved type, and Tungussocarpus (nom. illeg.). Two published proposals for conservation of 
generic names are still under consideration (Pleuromeia with that spelling and Sphenozamites with a conserved type).

The Nomenclature Committee for Fossil Plants comprises the 
following 12 members: M.J. Head (Canada) Chair, P.S. Herendeen 
(U.S.A.) Secretary, D.J. Batten (U.K.), C.J. Cleal (U.K.), S. Feist-
Burk hardt (Germany), R.A. Fensome (Canada), P. Gerrienne (Bel-
gium), H. Anderson (South Africa), J. Kvaček (Czech Republic), 
E. Romero (Argentina), J.E. Skog (U.S.A.), A. Traverse (U.S.A.). 
Two positions are vacant. In addition, effective 15 December 2010 
one member was judged to have resigned due to lack of responses to 
at least three requests for comments and votes on proposals over a 
nine-month period. The previous report of the Nomenclature Com-
mittee for Fossil Plants appeared in Taxon 54: 827. 2005. The Com-
mittee has established a policy that Committee members who are 
authors of proposals may provide comments and respond to queries, 
but do not vote on their own proposals. Thus, in this report I specify 
numbers of votes in favor, opposed, no response, and abstentions 
by authors, in that sequence. In addition I provide the percentage 
for the majority vote based on the number of Committee members 
(12 up to 14 December 2010, 11 subsequently) minus any disquali-
fied from voting.

The Nomenclature Committee for Fossil Plants has considered 
17 proposals for conservation since the last Nomenclature Session 
and Botanical Congress in Vienna. Two of these are proposals that 
were considered for the previous Congress but a decisive vote was 
not obtained. Comments and votes on all 17 proposals are reported 
here. The Nomenclature Committee for Fossil Plants also considered 
several proposals for modification of the Code, which will be reported 
on separately in this issue (pp. 921–923).

(1549–1550) Proposals to conserve the names Angarocarpus 
and Tungussocarpus (fossil plants), the former with a conserved type 

(proposed by Doweld in Taxon 51: 581–582. 2002). Votes: 3 : 8 : 0 : 0 
for both proposals (not recommended; 73% against).

Proposals 1549 and 1550 were published in 2002 and consid-
ered by the previous Nomenclature Committee for Fossil Plants. 
The Committee’s vote on the proposals was inconclusive. The au-
thor requested that the present Committee evaluate the proposals 
again. The genus name Angarocarpus was published by Radczenko 
in 1955 without a designated type as a morphogenus for dispersed 
fossil seeds. Parfenova designated A. tychtensis (Zalessky) Radcz. as 
type in 1962, but this was overlooked by Radczenko, who designated 
a different type in 1969. Also in 1969 the genus Tungussocarpus 
was described by Suchov as a genus distinct from Angarocarpus. 
Suchov based Tungussocarpus on Samaropsis tychtensis, the type of 
Angarocarpus that was designated by Parfenova in 1962. As a result, 
the name Tungussocarpus is illegitimate, being a superfluous name 
for Angarocarpus. Both genera are regarded as being taxonomically 
distinct, and the taxa have been used as biostratigraphic markers 
for Carboniferous strata. When the correct type is used for Angaro-
carpus then the species previously treated as Tungussocarpus must 
be renamed as species of Angarocarpus, and the species previously 
treated as Angarocarpus require a new genus name. The conserva-
tion proposals were prepared to avoid these name changes. There are 
few species involved and use of these names appears to be largely 
confined to regional biostratigraphy. Thus, a significant majority of 
the Committee was not convinced that the nomenclatural disruption 
would be sufficient to warrant conservation.

(1754) Proposal to conserve the name Ephedrites (fossil Ephe-
draceae) with a conserved type (proposed by Yang in Taxon 55: 
1051–1052. 2006). Votes 0 : 12 : 0 : 0 (not recommended; 100% against).

Prop. 219, proposed by Perry in Taxon 59: 1909. 2010 (Art. 9 
Prop. H). Votes: 11 : 1 : 1.

The proposal tries to clarify what comprises original material 
of names assigned to a group with a nomenclatural starting date later 
than 1 May 1753 and was given to this Committee to comment on 
as we are one of the committees dealing with such a group (mosses, 
except Sphagnum). While the Committee accepts the need for clari-
fication and in majority voted in favour of the proposal, we feel that 
the formulation of the extra note could be clearer.

Prop. 338, proposed by Stotler & Isoviita in Taxon 59: 1933. 2010 
(Div. III Prop. A). Votes: 13 : 0 : 0.

The authors propose to change the name of the Committee to 
Committee for Bryophytes and suggest editorial changes to be made 
to the Code’s appendices where appropriate. The charge of the Com-
mittee includes all bryophytes, i.e., mosses, liverworts and hornworts. 
In current classifications the division Bryophyta either comprises just 
the mosses, or is not recognised at all.


