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The generic name Bombax was published 
by Linnaeus (Sp. Plant. 511. 1753) and at the 
time of its publication, it was accompanied 
by names and descriptions of three species. 
Two of these were soon transferred to other 
genera i.e. Ceiba and Cochlospermum. There- 
fore the third species i.e. Bombax ceiba L., 
according to Art. 62 of the International Rules 
of Botanical Nomenclature (1952), should 
form the type of the generic name Bombax. 
One of the synonyms of Bombax ceiba as 
given by Linnaeus, however, happened to be 
Moul Elavou of Rheede which represented 
an Asiatic plant while the major part of 
Bombax ceiba represented an American plant. 
According to the rules, the major part of 
Bombax ceiba should form the type of the 
genus Boambax, and a name has to be found 
for the residue which happens to refer to an 
Asiatic plant in this case. 

The subject has been discussed earlier by 
Bakhuizen (Bull. Jard. Bot. Buitenzorg 6: 161. 
1924), Furtado (Gard. Bull. Str. Settlm. 10: 
173. 1939) and Chatterjee and Raizada (Indian 
Forester 76: 139. 1950) and it is not proposed 
to comment on this again in detail. The 
present note has been prepared with the hope 
of drawing the attention of our colleagues 
to two specific points. (1) What generic name 
is to be applied for the Asiatic plant which 
is different from the American (species of 
Bombax), and (2) whether the generic name 
Bombax L. could be typified by the Asiatic 
plant commonly called Bombax malabaricum 
DC., as proposed by Miss M. L. Green a few 
years ago on page 160 of the proposals of 
British Botanists (about 1938), originally 
intended to be considered for the Interna- 
tional Botanical Congress of 1940. 

Bakhuizen suggested that the Asiatic plant 
be called Gossampinus heptaphylla under the 
genus Gossampinus Buch. Ham. This generic 
name was not validly published by Buchanan- 
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Hamilton with a proper description, but in 
1.827 Schott and Endlicher validated the 
name (Melet. Bot. 35. 1827) by supplying a 
description. These authors however, did not 
include the Asiatic plant under this genus and 
proposed simultaneously (I.c.) the generic 
name Salmalia Schott et Endl. for the Asiatic 
species. It will therefore be clear, that the 
generic name Bombax, being restricted to 
American species is not applicable to the 
Asiatic plant. The name Gossampinus Buch. 
Ham. which was proposed to designate the 
Asiatic plant was, in first instance, not validly 
published and later after the validation of 
the generic name an American species was 
designated by it. For these two reasons, also 
Gossampinus has to be rejected. We are 
therefore left with Salnalia Schott et Endl. 
as the generic name to designate the Asiatic 
plant whose correct name should be Salmalia 
malabarica (DC.) Schott et Endl. 

It now remains to decide whether the genus 
Bombax Linn. could be typified by the name 
Bombax malabaricum DC. as proposed by 
Miss M. L. Green. This, of course, is not 
acceptable as it will be against the principles 
laid down by Art. 62 of the rules. We 
therefore suggest that the following proposal 
may be considered by the Nomenclature 
Section of the next International Botanical 
Congress to be held at Paris in July 1954. 

Proposal no. 181 

The genus Bombax L. is already typified 
(under Art. 62 of the Rules) by Bombax ceiba 
L. (pro maxima parte) and should continue 
to remain so. The proposal of Miss M. L. 
Green (made on page 160 of the proposals by 
British Botanists, circa 1938) that the generic 
name Bombax L. be typified by a much later 
name i.e. Bombax malabaricum DC. may be 
rejected. 
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In the present paper, evidence in support 
of the typification of Amaryllis belladonna L., 
which has been discussed in detail by Traub 
& Moldenke (1949) is briefly reviewed and 
brought up-to-date. 
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In connection with the preparation of the 
writer's taxonomic monograph on the Ama- 
ryllidaceae (tribes, genera and species) for 
the printer, it is necessary to consider this 
subject as it affects the family group as a 
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