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under the Code. Our main reason for this opinion has already been stated. We 
hold taxonomic views on certain Lichen Fungi, views which may be mistaken but 
which, at any rate, are the result of taxonomic study; these views we cannot 
express in the nomenclature of these Fungi without proposing new names2), but 
these names would not strictly be legitimate under the prevailing Code. 

A second, more speculative but certainly pertinent, argument for the treatment 
of Lichen Fungi as Fungi is that many can be grown readily in artificial culture. 
They do not, in our experience, develop their perfect state no matter whether 
they are separated from the appropriate alga or left in the latter's company, and 
this may perhaps be impossible but these imperfect Fungi do not appear to show 
any marked nutritional specialisation. They grow saprophytically on the ordinary 
mycological culture media, and it is possible that they also occur as saprophytes in 
nature. If so, and if found by a mycologist, they will be described as Fungi and 
given appropriate names; indeed, some Fungi capable of playing a part in Lichen 
formation may already have been described unsuspectingly by mycologists during 
the past 150 years. A mycological group with somewhat similar features is that 
of the Dermatophytes. These Fungi, although extensively cultured, were until very 
recently only known in nature in the parasitic state. It is now known that Dermato- 
phytes or Dermatophyte-like Fungi are not uncommon in the soil. Some of the soil 
Fungi are apparently non-pathogenic, but that will present no difficulty, should 
it in future seem advisable to group pathogenic and non-pathogenic Fungi in the 
same taxa. 

A nomenclatural parallel, but rather less complex, is shown by the treatment 
the names of "perfect" and "imperfect" states receive under the Code. The name 
of the perfect state takes precedence, and for some years it was illegitimate to use 
the name of an imperfect state for a fungus of which a perfect state was known, 
but this procedure was unacceptable to students of imperfect Fungi, and in 1950 the 
Article (the present Art. 69) was modified so that the ruling "shall not be construed 
as preventing the use of names of imperfect states in works referring to such states". 

From such considerations as these we deprecate the application of names originally 
given to Lichens to their fungal or their algal components. The Lichen itself as well 
as the algal, and the fungal component deserve separate taxonomic treatment. If this 
view be accepted, one possible solution would be to delete the second paragraph 
of Art. 76, and to modify the first as "A name of a taxon (taxa of Lichens excepted) 
must be rejected if its characters were derived from two or more entirely 
discordant elements unless it is possible to select one of these elements as a satis- 
factory type" and to add a note: "For nomenclatural purposes the fungal and algal 
components of Lichens shall, in works referring to such components, be treated 
according to the provisions of the Code which respectively apply to Fungi and 
Algae". 

INTERNATIONAL COMMITTEE ON HORTICULTURAL 
NOMENCLATURE AND REGISTRATION*) 

The Committee held two meetings during Congress held at Scheveningen; on Sunday, 28 
the Fourteenth International Horticultural August, and on Friday 2 September. At the 

first meeting 19 members of the Committee 
*) This Committee, established by the and 20 observers were present, and at the 

International Horticultural Congress, has second meeting 17 members of the Committee 
among its members all members of the Com- and 20 observers. 
mittee for Cultivated Plants of the Inter- 
national Botanical Congress (see Taxon The discussions of the Committee fell under 
3. 191. 1954). the following five main headings: 
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A. The application of ;the International 
Code to Agriculture and Forestry. 

B. Emendations and additions to the Inter- 
national Code. 

C. The establishment of International Regis- 
tration Authorities. 

D. Trade-marks and Patents. 
E. Membership of the Committee. 

A. The Application of the International Code 
to Agriculture and Forestry. 

1. The present International Code for the 
Nomenclature of Cultivated Plants was 
drawn up by the International Committee 
on Horticultural Nomenclature and Regis- 
tration, and, in its present form, is applicable 
primarily to Horticultural plants. As is 
indicated, however, by the title, the Com- 
mittee hoped that the Code would also prove 
useful for agricultural and sylvicultural 
plants. During the last three years it has 
become increasingly clear that agriculturists 
and foresters are anxious to adopt the Code 
and to co-operate with horticulturists in the 
naming of cultivated plants. It is equally 
clear, however, that the present text of the 
Code will require modification in certain 
articles, and possibly the addition of special 
appendices, if it is to be equally applicable 
to agricultural, horticultural and sylvicultural 
plants. 

2. In view of this, the Committee held a 
meeting in London in March, 1955, to which 
were invited representatives of agriculture 
and forestry, in order to discuss the most 
satisfactory method of making the Code ser- 
viceable for all three types of plant. 

3. As a result of this London meeting, 
and of further discussions by the Committee 
during the present Congress, the Committee 
has agreed the following points for recom- 
mendation to the International Committee for 
Horticultural Congresses. 

(a) Owing to the considerable overlap 
between the plants gro.wn by agriculturists, 
horticulturists and foresters, it is highly 
desirable to have a single International Code 
of Nomenclature applicable to all three types 
of plant. 

(b) The present Code, appropriately modi- 
fied, could form a suitable Code for such 
a purpose. 

(c) If a single Code is adopted, it is 
essential that the body responsible for con- 
sidering its provisions should have adequate 

representation on it of agriculturists, horti- 
culturists and foresters. 

(d) A suitable body for this purpose already 
exists, namely the "Interational Commission 
for the Nomenclature of Cultivated Plants", 
set up in 1948 by the Botanical Section of the 
International Union of Biological Sciences. 
Although this Commission has never met, 
and has no members except a Chairman, 
Dr R. de Vilmorin, it is understood that the 
I.U.B.S. would be glad for the Commission 
to undertake this work. 

(e) If the Commission is to function satis- 
factorily it must clearly not be too unwieldy 
in size, and it would seem that there should 
not be more than 24 members in all, repre- 
senting agriculture, horticulture and forestry. 

(f) The horticultural members should be 
as representative as possible of the different 
branches of horticulture concerned with 
nomenclature and also, if possible, should 
be drawn from a wide range of countries. 

(g) The most satisfactory method of choos- 
ing the horticultural representatives would 
seem to be for the Congress to nominate them 
from among the members of the present 
Committee, and accordingly the Committee 
recommends that the following members, 
with power to co-opt and to fill casual 
vacancies, should be nominated to represent 
horticulture on the Commission: DR R. DE 
VILMORIN (Chairman), DR B. K. BOOM, DR 
H. R. FLETCHER, MR J. S. L. GILMOUR, DR 
N. HYLANDER, DR G. H. M. LAWRENCE, PROF. 
R. MAATSCH, MR J. M. S. POTTER, and PROF. 
A. THORSRUD. 

(h) If the Congress agrees to the above 
recommendations it is suggested that the 
procedure during the interval before the next 
Congress should be as follows: 

(I) The Congress should approach the 
I.U.B.S. suggesting that the Commission 
should function in the manner outline(l 
above, and that, as a first step, the I.U.B.S. 
should invite representatives of the Horti- 
cultural Congress, of F.A.O. (representing 
agriculture), and of the International Union 
of Forestry Research Organizations, to a 
meeting as soon as possible to discuss with 
representatives of the I.U.B.S. the detailed 
organization of the Commission. 

(II) Following these discussions, the Com- 
mission should meet to consider the text of 
the present Code and to make recommenda- 
tions for modifications and additions to 
render it equally applicable to agricultural, 
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horticultural and sylvicultural plants. During 
its deliberations the Commission would 
consult with the members of the full Com- 
mittee by correspondence. 

(III) The revised text, after publication 
and wide circulation as a provisional docu- 
ment, should be submitted for the approval 
of the full International Committee on 
Horticultural Nomenclature and Registration 
at the next Horticultural Congress. 

B. Emendations and Additions to the 
International Code. 

1. At the meeting of the Committee held 
in London in March, 1955, a number of 
proposals for emendations and additions to 
the Code were discussed, and agreement 
was reached on their acceptance or rejection. 
Since March, a few additional proposals 
have been received. 

2. During their meetings at the present 
Congress, the Committee considered some 
of the more important emendations and 
additions accepted in March, and also the 
proposals received subsequently. They agreed 
that, with the exception of two emendments, 
all the points should be referred to the 
Commission of the International Union of 
Biological Sciences on which agriculture, 
horticulture and forestry will all be repre- 
sented (see Section A, para. (d) above.). The 
Committee felt that two of the emendments, 
which seemed likely to command general 
acceptance, were of sufficient importance to 
be published as soon as possible, in the 
Proceedings of the present Congress. 

3. The substance of these two emendments 
is as follows: 

(a) In the present Code (Art. C3, note) 
it is recommended that the term variety be 
confined to plants occuring in the wild, and 
that the term cultivar be used for "lines.... 
clones, etc., which originated or are main- 
tained in cultivation". Since the Code was 
published it has been pointed out that the 

Koninklijke Algemene Vereniging voor Bloem- 
bollencultuur 
(Royal General Dutch Bulb Growers Society) 
The American Horticultural Council (acting 
on behalf of the following specialist societies) 

The American Iris Society 
The American Holly Society 
The American Rose Society 
The American Hemerocallis Society 

term variety is incorporated in the laws of 
certain countries in the sense of cultivar as 
defined above, and that it would not be 
possible for some time to alter the wording 
of these laws to conform with the Code. 
The Committee accordingly recommend that 
the Note to Art. C3 should be altered to 
allow the use of the term variety (or its 
equivalent in other languages) to be retained 
for commercial or other non-scientific pur- 
poses until such time as the term cultivar 
may be incorporated into the laws concerned. 

(b) In the Code (Art. C 20) it is laid down 
that the same cultivar-name may not be 
used for more than one cultivar within 
the same genus. The Committee feels, 
however, that, in some groups of cultivated 
plants, the genus is too wide a unit within 
which to prohibit duplication of names, and 
they accordingly recommend that a clause 
should be inserted in Art. C 20 allowing for 
exceptions to this rule within genera con- 
taining two or more widely different groups 
of plants (e.g. Prunus, which includes 
cherries and peaches; Brassica, which in- 
cludes turnips and cauliflowers; Malus, which 
includes apples and ornamental crabs). 

C. The Establishment of International Regis- 
tration Authorities. 

1. The Code (Art. C5) recommends the 
setting up of International Registration 
Authorities for appropriate groups of culti- 
vated plants. The duties of these Authorities 
would include (1) compiling and publishing 
lists of cultivar-names within the group con- 
cerned; (2) registering the names of new 
cultivars; and (3) making known the pro- 
visions of the Code among raisers, introducers 
and others concerned, 

2. The Committee recommends that invita- 
tions should be sent to the following 
organizations by the Fourteenth International 
Horticultural Congress to act as International 
Registration Authorities for the groups in- 
dicated: 

Tulipa; Hardy bulbous and tuberous- 
rooted plants (excluding Dahlia, Gladiolus, 
Lilium and Narcissus). 

Iris (excluding bulbous Irises). 
Ilex 
Rosa 
Hemerocallis 
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The Royal Horticultural Society of London Narcissus; Rhododendron (including Azalea); 
Delphinium (perennials only). 

The National Chrysanthemum Society (U.K.) Chrysanthemum (perennials only). 

The Royal Horticultural Society of London Narcissus; Rhododendron (including Azalea); 
Delphinium (perennials only). 

The National Chrysanthemum Society (U.K.) Chrysanthemum (perennials only). 

3. In addition, the Committee has agreed 
on a list of organizations which they recom- 
mend should be approached to ascertain 
whether the organizations would be prepared 
to accept an invitation from the next 
International Horticultural Congress to act 
as International Registration Authorities. 

4. The Committee agreed to give wide 
publicity through the press, and by other 
suitable means, to a request for information 
on any groups of cultivated plants for which 
lists of cultivars are available, are in process 
of preparation, or are under contemplation, 
with a view to setting up International 
Registration Authorities in the future for 
the groups concerned. The Director of the 
Arnold Arboretum, Cambridge, Mass. U.S.A., 
has agreed to receive and co-ordinate the 
information sent in as a result of this request. 

5. The Committee discussed in detail the 
functions and method of operation of Inter- 
national Registration Authorities, and agreed 
on a Scheme, embodying, with some small 
modifications and additions, that published 
in the Report of the Registration Sub Com- 
mittee set up at the Thirteenth International 
Horticultural Congress. The amended scheme 
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will be published in the Report of the 
present Congress. 
D. Trade-marks and Patents. 

The question of the relationship between 
(1) the registration of cultivar-names by an 
International Registration Authority, (2) the 
legal registration of words as trade-marks 
applicable to certain cultivars, and (3) the 
taking out of patents restricting the right of 
distribution of cultivars was discussed by the 
Committee. It was clear that this question 
is a difficult and complicated one, and the 
Committee asked Dr B. K. Boom to study 
the subject and to report to the Committee 
at the next International Horticultural Con- 
gress. In the meantime, Dr Boom has pre- 
pared a short memorandum on the present 
position which will be circulated to the 
Committee. 

E. Membership of the Committee. 
The Committee reviewed its present mem- 

bership. After consultation with the Executive 
Committee of the Congress it is suggested 
that invitations to appoint members should 
be sent to all those countries represented 
at the present Congress who have not already 
done so. 
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So far as I know no objection has ever 
been raised against the validity of Dammara 
Lmk (1786), at least from the side of taxo- 
nomists dealing with Conifers in general, or 
with Agathis (Dammara) in particular. How- 
ever, it is noteworthy that Lamarck's genus 
was neither mentioned by Lambert in the 
first edition of his monograph on the genus 
Pinus (1803), nor by Salisbury (Trans-Linn. 
Soc. 8, 1807, 312), and that it is omitted 
also in Pfeiffer's "Nomenclator Botanicus" 
(1874). A closer study of Lamarck's article on 
Dammara, Encycl. Meth. 2, 1786, 259) reveals 
that Dammara was not validly published. 
There is no generic description, and the 
names "Dammara selanica" and "Dammara 
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alba" are merely names plainly quoted from 
Rumphius's "Herbarium Amboinense". As 
appears from the text, Lamarck had neither 
the intention to validate them as specific 
epithets, nor to create a new genus based on 
Rumphius's heterogeneous collecti6n of 
reciniferous trees. Accordingly Dammara was 
not mentioned in the index to the generic 
names contained in his "Dictionnaire Ency- 
clop6dique". 

Lamarck's text runs as follows: 
"Dammar (Dammara); nom que Rumphe 

donne a diff6rers arbres tres r6sineux, dont 
quelques-uns peuvent etre rapport6s aux 
Balsamiers et aux Iciquiers; mais les deux 
qui suivent paroissent avoir des characteres 
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