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Proposicion e. 
PHASEOLACEAE, de Phaseolus L., 

en lugar de Papilionaceae. 
Se funda en que no existiendo el g6nero 

Papilio, Papilion o Papiliona, resulta absurdo 
utilizar este nombre para formar el de una 
familia aplicando una regla que exige preci- 
samente partir del nombre de un genero: 
hacerlo significa destruir la autoridad del 
Codigo. 

El g6nero Phaseolus, cuyo nombre es pre- 
cisamente el que recibe en griego la Judia, 
o frijol (beans), es el tipo natural del taxon 
a que pertenece y el m's importante y el 
mas conocido: es, por tanto, el que debe 
utilizarse para darle nombre a la familia. 

No interferimos con esto al nombre Faba- 
ceae, pues este se emplea para todas las 
antiguas Leguminosas, mientras que Phaseo- 
laceae comprende solo a las de flores dor- 
siventrales, hojas imparipinnadas y embri6n 
curvo, es decir, excluyendo a las Caesalpi- 
naceae y a las Mimosaceae. 
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Proposal e. 
PHASEOLACEAE, from Phaseolus L., 

instead of Papilionaceae. 
Based on the fact that there is no genus 

Papilio, Papilion, or Papiliona, it is absurd 
to form a family name according to a rule 
which precisely requires such names to be 
formed from a genus root. This practice 
destroys the authority of the Code. 

The genus Phaseolus, which is Greek for 
bean, is the natural classification group to 
which it belongs, also being the most im- 
portant and the best known one, and, there- 
fore, the one that should be used to name the 
family. 

This does not interfere with the name 
Fabaceae as applied to all former Legumi- 
nosae (Legumens), since Phaseolaceaewould 
apply only to those of dorsiventral flowers, 
imparipinnate leaves and curved embryo, 
meaning that it would exclude Caesalpina- 
ceae and Mimosaceae. 
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For about 175 years the name Citrullus 
Forsk. was accepted without question for the 
watermelon and its close relatives. Then 
Hara, Bot. Mag. Tokyo 56: 4, 1948, pointed 
out that two other names, Anguria Mill., 
1754, and Colocynthis Ludw., 1757, have 
priority over CitruUus Forsk., 1775, and 
suggested conserving the latter. 

Hara recognized that Citrulhss Forsk. had 
no generic description and that to it were 
assigned three species. He regards two of 
these as actually belonging to other genera 
and considers that this fact makes Citrullus 
a monotypic genus, when published, with a 
combined generic-specific description, that 
of C. battich Forsk., which he designates as 
the type species. 

Actually the mere fact that, according to 
modern concepts, two of the three species 
do not belong to Citrullus does not make 
Forskil's genus monotypic when published. 
Therefore, as it was not described by Forskiil, 
it may not be regarded as validly published. 
And, although Citrullus battich was con- 
sidered a binomial by the compilers of the 
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Index Kewensis, it is probable, from Forski's 
own usage, that he did not so regard it. 
Battich is merely the Egyptian vernacular 
name recorded by him for the plant described. 

This proposal to conserve Citrullus Forsk. 
was combined with other proposals by various 
Japanese botanists in an undated printed 
pamphlet and submitted to the Congress at 
Stockholm in 1950. The question of Citrulus 
was assigned to me by the secretary of the 
Special Committee on Phanerogams for study, 
evaluation, and recommendation. The results 
of this study are, briefly, that: 

(1) Citrullus Forsk. was not validly 
published, and therefore, in my opinion, can- 
not (and should not) be considered for con- 
servation. It was not accompanied by a 
description or reference to a previously ef- 
fectively published description (Code Art. 48, 
also 47). Since three species were included 
it is not possible to consider it -to have a 
combined generic-specific description (Code 
Art. 50). 

(2) Taking up Anguria Mill., 1754, would 
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lead to confusion because Anguria L., 1763, 
though a later homonym, has been widely 
used, even until very recently, for another 
genus of Cucurbitaceae. 

(3) Colocynthis Ludw., 1757, is an un- 
familiar name that has never been taken up. 
It is not described except by short descriptive 
headings in an analytical key. 

(4) It would be desirable to conserve 
Citrullus, since it is in universal use for a 
widely cultivated and important economic 
plant. 

This brings up the question of the pos- 
sibility of conserving a name that was not 
validly published. Such names have no 
standing, whatever, in botanical nomen- 
clature (Code, Art. 22), and I do not think 
that they can be conserved. If a name can- 
not be tied to a definite description there is 
always likely to be confusion about its 
application. 

The logical course to be followed seems 
to be to conserve CitruUus as of its earliest 
publication accompanied by an unambiguous 
description, rejecting earlier synonyms and 
earlier usages of Citrullus, if any. 

After Forskal, the next publication of 
Citrullus seems to have been that of Necker 
in 1790. Here it was accompanied by a 
description, but not a very clear one, and 
without any species assigned to it. This name 
would be very difficult to typify except by 
assumption, because of the name, that 
Necker had Cucurbita citrullus L. in mind. 
This is not safe because of the occasional 
use of the vernacular name citrul or citrulle 
for the watermelon. He did not mention 
Forskil and merely indicated that the genus 
included "Quaed. Cucurb. et Cucumer. 
Linn." 

H. A. Schrader was apparently the next 
to use Citrullus. He used it in the binomial 
Citrullus caffer Schrad. in the Index Seminum 
Horti Academici Gbttingensis in 1834. I have 
not seen this publication, but it probably 
does not contain any descriptive material, as 
a series of Annotationes to it was started in 
1836, of which one number, only, was 
published before Schrader's death in 1836. 
In 1836, in Ecklon and Zeyher, Enumeratio 
plantarum Africae australis extratropicae, 
p. 279, Schrader published an excellent 
description of the genus, the application of 
which is not at all ambiguous. This is re- 
produced here, verbatim, as the publication 
is not to be found in most libraries: 

"Flor. monoici. Masc. Cal. profunde quin- 

quefidus. Cor. quinquepartita planiuscula. 
Stam. 5, basi corollae inserta saepius tria- 
delpha semitriloba; lobis flexuosis margine 
antheriferis. Antherae lineares biloculares. 
Fem. Cal. et Cor. ut in mare. Stylus trifidus. 
Stigmata tria crassa subcordata. Fructus 
baccatus corticatus tri v. pseudo-sexlocularis 
polyspermis. Semina compressa margine ob- 
tusa.- Plantae herbaceae annuae. Cirrhi 
divisi. Folia multifide-lobata. Pedunculi uni- 
flori; corollis flavis. Fructus came aquosa 
vel solida alba rarius (Citr. vulgaris) rubra." 

For a copy of this description I am in- 
debted to Mrs. Alice F. Tryon, of the Mis- 
souri Botanical Garden, as the publication 
is not available in Washington. 

Schrader does not refer to any earlier use 
of the name Citrullus excepting his own 
binomial of 1834. It is clear that Citrullus 
vulgaris Schrad. should be selected as the 
type, as it is based in Cucurbita citrullus L 
This species and C. caffer Schrad. are here 
assigned to the genus. 

In 1836, also, Citrullus chodospermus Fal 
& Dun. was published in the Bulletin de la 
Societe Centrale d'Agriculture, Herault, vol. 
for 1836, p. 264. I have not been able to find 
this publication, so cannot be positive that 
no generic description is given, in which case 
the priority would have to be checked. 

In 1838, an excellent diagnosis, essentially 
the same as the 1836 one, was published in 
the Reliquae Schraderianae, Linnaea 12: 412, 
with four well-described species, assigned 
to it, and in the same year, Spach took up 
Schrader's name in his Histoire Naturelle 
des vegetaux, vol. 6, pp. 212-213, with three 
or four species, providing a good description. 
In neither of these publications is there any 
reference to Forskil or Necker, or any other 
earlier author except Schrader, nor are any 
synonyms given. 

If Citrullus is to be conserved it would be 
advisable to adopt the 1836 publication by 
Schrader, and to reject Citrullus Necker, as 
well as Anguria Mill. and Colocynthis Ludw. 
I hereby propose that this be done. This 
suggestion has already been made to the 
Special Committee for Phanerogams and 
Pteridophytes. 

The essential synonymy involved here is 
as follows: 

Anguria Mill., Gard. Diet. Abr. ed. 4, 1: [83] 
AN. 1754 (non L. 1763), nom. rejic. propos. 
(type: Anguria citrullus dicta C. Bauhin, 
Pinax). 

Colocynthis Ludwig, Inst. Regn. Veg. ed. 2. 
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139. 1757, nom. rejic. propos. (untypified, 
as no species were included). 

Citrullus Forsk., Fl. Aeg. Arab. 167. 1775, 
being invalidly published does not need 
to be rejected. 

Citrullus Necker, Elemn. Bot. 1: 240, 1790. 
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Citrullus Necker, Elemn. Bot. 1: 240, 1790. 

nom. rejic. propos. (untypified, as no species 
were included). 

Citrullus Schrader, in Ecklon & Zeyher, 
Enum. P1. Afr. Austr. Extratrop. 279. 1836, 
nom. cons. propos. (type: C. vulgaris 
Schrad.) 
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Proposals to the Paris Congress 
Proposal no. 9 

Proposals to the Paris Congress 
Proposal no. 9 

Proposal for the conservation of the generic 
name Oidium Sacc. (ut 'Link p.p.'), Michelia 
2: 15, 1880 (Fungi Imperfecti, states of 
Erysiphaceae) versus: Oidium Link ex Fr., 
Systema Mycologicum 3: 427, 1832 and 
Acrosporium Nees ex Gray, Nat. Arr. Brit. 
P1. 1: 552, 1821. 

Oidium Sacc. (generally cited as 'Oidium 
Link' or 'Oidium Link em. Sacc.'). 

Adopted by all modern works dealing with 
taxonomy or plant pathology of mildew fungi 
including Salmon's Monograph (1900), 
Blumer, Erysiphaceae Mitteleuropas (1933), 
Rabenhorst Krypt. Flora, 2 Aufl., Clements 
& Shear, Genera of Fungi (1931), Phyto- 
pathology, Review of applied Mycology, 
British Mycological Society. Many species, 
cosmopolitan; practically all those with per- 
fect states unknown have only Oidium names. 

Type species: Saccardo cited 'Exempl. 0. 
erysiphoides Fr., O. Tuckeri Berk.' 0. tuckeri, 
the familiar oidium of the vine, is proposed 
as lectotype. 

Oidium Link ex Fr. was applied to different 
sorts of fungi but Fries' specified type Mucor 
leprosus L., which he made a synonym of 
0. aureum Link ex Fr. (Fungi Imperfecti, 
saprophytic). 

Adopted in part by Sumstine, Mycologia 
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5: 48 (1913), by Linder, Lloydia 5 :165 (1942), 
and Bessey, Morphology and Taxonomy of 
Fungi (1950; but he used Oidium also for 
states of Erysiphaceae). 

Acrosporium Nees ex Gray, conidial Erysi- 
phaceae. 

Adopted by no one except Sumstine 
(Mycologia 5: 58 (1913) for, 10 species. 

Type species: A. monilioides Nees ex Gray. 
Argument: Fries (1832) included 3 conidial 

Erysiphaceae in Oidium. Mycologists con- 
tinued to use Oidium for these fungi, and 
plant pathologists have used no other name. 
There is much literature in which the name 
is used. Oidium, oidium, and oidio have 
become common names. Conservation of 
Oidium Sacc. would make current usage 
legal. 

Oidium Link ex Fr. had scarcely been 
used since 1885 until Linder revived it in 
1942, nearly all mycologists having followed 
Saccardo in using (wrongly) the name 
Rhinotrichum. The fungi are of small im- 
portance and in any event Oidium Link ex 
Fr. should evidently be replaced by the 
earlier Acladium Link ex Pers., Mycol. Eur. 
1:28 (1822). (See Trans. Brit. mycol. Soc. 35: 
236, 1952). 

Proposed by G. R. Bisby, C.M.I., Kew. 
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Proposal no. 10 Proposal no. 10 
For the sake of scientific research, for 

mycology, and for botany, which demand 
stability of nomenclature, I propose to in- 
ternational taxonomists the following prin- 
ciples: 

(1) That typification of genera by lecto- 
types implies generic emendation, which in 
turn implies revision of the genus and its 
allies so that the full consequence of the 
proposed lectotype can be seen; (2) that any 
such typification without the necessary 
revision should be rejected. 

Argument: The proposals are an amplifi- 
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cation of paragraph 4 of Appendix 1 to the 
International Rules of Botanical Nomen- 
clature, as adopted at the seventh International 
Botanical Congress. It emphasizes what is 
so often overlooked, especially in connexion 
with lower plants, that many of the nomen- 
clatorial problems are caused by lack of 
knowledge of the organisms, which no amount 
of static typification will improve. 

Original publication: Nature 168: 1031. 
1951. 

Proposed by: E. J. H. Corner (Cambridge, 
Gt. Britain). 
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