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Conservation is currently permitted for names of families, gen-
era, and species “In order to avoid disadvantageous nomenclatural 
changes entailed by the strict application of the rules, and especially 
of the principle of priority …” and for subdivisions of genera and 
infraspecific taxa “when it is the basionym of a name of a genus or 

species that could not continue to be used in its current sense without 
conservation” (Art. 14.1 of the ICN; McNeill & al. in Regnum Veg. 154: 
34. 2012). The restriction to these ranks creates a significant potential 
for instability as was demonstrated by Reveal’s assertion (“Latest 
news on Vascular Plant Nomenclature: Earlier validation of certain 



1339Version of Record

TAXON 64 (6) • December 2015: 1338–1339 Barkworth & al. •  (102–103) Art. 14

tribal names in Poaceae”, version 27 Nov 2004, online at http://www.
plantsystematics.org/reveal/pbio/fam/NEWS.html, accessed 2 Sep 
2014; also Indices Nominum Supragenericorum Plantarum Vascu-
larium, version 17 Feb 2011, online at http://www.plantsystematics.org/
reveal/pbio/fam/famPO-PZ.html, accessed 2 Sep 2014) that Martinov 
(Techno-botaniicheskii Slovar’: Na latinskom I rossikom iazykakh. 
St. Petersburg: Imperatorshaja Rossikaja Akademia, 1820) had validly 
published different and earlier tribal names for the taxa currently 
known as Andropogoneae, Cynodonteae, and Triticeae. Welker & 
al. (in Taxon 63: 643–646. 2014) have since demonstrated that Reveal 
(l.c.) was incorrect, but there is still the possibility that other earlier, 
validly published names for these and other taxa at ranks not at present 
covered by Art. 14 will be discovered.

Changes to globally accepted names of well-known taxa for no 
reason other than priority are not only disruptive – they bring the 
ICN, and by implication taxonomy, into disrepute. Amending Art. 14.1 
and 14.4 of the ICN to enable conservation of names at all ranks to 
which priority applies will make it possible to avoid some cases with 
disadvantageous consequences. With this change, the last sentence 
of Art. 14.1 becomes unnecessary.

In order to effect this change the following proposals are made:

(102) Amend Art. 14.1 as follows (new text in bold, deleted 
text in strikethrough); Appendices to be numbered 
accordingly by the Editorial Committee:
“14.1. In order to avoid disadvantageous nomenclatural changes 

entailed by the strict application of the rules, and especially of the 

principle of priority in starting from the dates given in Art. 13, this 
Code provides, in App. II–IV, lists of names of families, genera, and 
species of taxa at ranks to which priority applies (Art. 11) that are 
conserved (nomina conservanda) (see Rec. 50E.1). Conserved names 
are legitimate even though initially they may have been illegitimate. 
The name of a subdivision of a genus or of an infraspecific taxon 
may be conserved with a conserved type and listed in App. III and 
IV, respectively, when it is the basionym of a name of a genus or spe-
cies that could not continue to be used in its current sense without 
conservation.”

(103) Amend Art. 14.4 as follows (new text in bold, 
deleted text in strikethrough):
“14.4. A conserved name of a family or genus at a rank from 

family to genus, inclusive, is conserved against all other names in 
the same rank based on the same type (homotypic, i.e. nomenclatural, 
synonyms, which are to be rejected) whether or not these are cited 
in the corresponding list as rejected names, and against those names 
based on different types (heterotypic, i.e. taxonomic, synonyms) that 
are listed as rejected1. A conserved name of a species below the rank 
of genus is conserved against all names listed as rejected, and against 
all combinations based on the rejected names.”
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