
A Proposal on the Names of Orders
Author(s): George F. Papenfuss
Source: Taxon, Vol. 12, No. 8 (Oct. - Nov., 1963), pp. 285-286
Published by: International Association for Plant Taxonomy (IAPT)
Stable URL: http://www.jstor.org/stable/1216573 .

Accessed: 27/03/2014 10:42

Your use of the JSTOR archive indicates your acceptance of the Terms & Conditions of Use, available at .
http://www.jstor.org/page/info/about/policies/terms.jsp

 .
JSTOR is a not-for-profit service that helps scholars, researchers, and students discover, use, and build upon a wide range of
content in a trusted digital archive. We use information technology and tools to increase productivity and facilitate new forms
of scholarship. For more information about JSTOR, please contact support@jstor.org.

 .

International Association for Plant Taxonomy (IAPT) is collaborating with JSTOR to digitize, preserve and
extend access to Taxon.

http://www.jstor.org 

This content downloaded from 212.238.120.211 on Thu, 27 Mar 2014 10:42:46 AM
All use subject to JSTOR Terms and Conditions

http://www.jstor.org/action/showPublisher?publisherCode=iapt
http://www.jstor.org/stable/1216573?origin=JSTOR-pdf
http://www.jstor.org/page/info/about/policies/terms.jsp
http://www.jstor.org/page/info/about/policies/terms.jsp


Proposal 48. Article 7, a new Note 5, to read: 
A new name formed from a previously published legitimate name or epithet (stat. nov., 

comb. nov.) is, in all circumstances, typified by the type of its basionym. 

Proposal 49. Article 63 to read: 
A name is illegitimate and must be rejected if it was nomenclaturally superfluous when 

published, i.e. if the taxon to which it was applied, as circumscribed by its author, in- 
cluded the type of a name and that name or its epithet ought to have been adopted under 
the rules. A taxon is considered to include the type of another name if its circumscription 
directly and unequivocally includes: a) the type, or an illustration of it, or a reference 
to an illustration of it, or b) a name, in a manner that does not exclude its type, or c) the 
original description of a name. Note: A new combination, published under circumstances 
identical to that of a superfluous name, is not illegitimate under this Article. When 
published it is incorrect but it may become correct later. 

Examples: a) The generic name Gymnogramma Desv. (Ges. Natur. Fr. Berl. Mag. 5: 304. 1811), 
is illegitimate, being a superfluous name for Gymnopteris Bernh. (Schrad. Jour. Bot. 1: 297. 
1799), the type-species of which, Acrostichum rufum L., Desvaux included in his genus. - The 
species name Pteris Killipii Maxon (Amer. Fern Jour. 23: 107. 1933), is illegitimate, being a super- 
fluous name for Pteris vestita Baker (Syn. Fil. 169. 1867), the holotype of which Maxon included 
in his specimen citations. b) The generic name Cainito Adans. (Fam. 2: 166. 1763) is illegitimate, 
being a superfluous name for Chnlsophyllum L. (Sp. P1. 192. 1753), which Adanson cited as a 
synonym. - Chrysophyllum sericeum Salisb. (Prod. 138. 1796), is illegitimate, being a superfluous 
name for C. cainito L. (Sp. P1. 192. 1753), which Salisbury cited as a synonym. c) The species 
name Linum gallicum L. (Sp. P1. ed. 2, 401. 1762) is illegitimate, being a superfluous name for 
Linum trigynum L. (Sp. P1. 279. 1753), the two names having the identical diagnosis. Note) The 
new combination Chloris radiata (L.) Sw. (Nov. Gen. Sp. Pl. 26. 1788), based on Agrostis radiata 
L. (Syst. Nat. ed. 10, 2: 873. 1759), is legitimate even though Swartz also cited the earlier 
Andropcgon fasciculatum L. (Sp. P1. 1047. 1753) as a synonym. It is the correct name, in the 
genus Chloris, for Agrostis radiata when Andropogon fasciculatum is treated as a different species 
as was done by Hackel (DC. Monogr. 6: 177. 1889). - The new combination Spiranthes tortilis 
(Sw.) Rich. (Mem. Mus. Hist. Nat. 4: 59. 1818), based on Neottia tortilis Sw. (K. Vet. Akad. Nye 
Handl. Stockh. 21: 226. 1800) which is a legitimate new name for Satyrium spirale Sw. (Prodr. 
118. 1788), is legitimate even though the earlier enithet spirale was then available in Spiranthes 
and even though Richard also cited Neottia quadridentata Willd. (Sp. Pl. 4: 73. 1805), a super- 
fluous name for Ophrys peruviana Aubl. (P1. Guiane 2: 816. 1775), as a synonym and the earliest 
epithet, peruviana, was also then available in Spiranthes. Spiranthes tortilis is now the correct 
name, in the genus Spiranthes, for Satyrium spirale whether that species is considered to be 
conspecific with Ophr!ys peruviana or not. 

A PROPOSAL ON THE NAMES OF ORDERS 

George F. Papenfuss (Berkeley, California) 

As stated in the Preamble to the Code of Botanical Nomenclature, the two primary 
aims of the Code are the fostering of a stable nomenclature and the avoidance of the 
useless creation of names. Unfortunately, however, Congresses at times take actions that 
have as their consequence the invalidation of previously accepted names (e.g. the arbi- 
tiary rejection of Necker's generic names by the Montreal Congress) or the sanctioning 
of instability (e.g. the exclusion of orders from the application of the principles of 
typification and priority by the Montreal Congress). 

The classification of lower plants is still in a state of flux and the establishment of new 
taxa, including orders, continues at a rapid pace. Prior to the Montreal Congress, the 
provision for suppressing superfluous names by the application of the principles of 
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typification and priority discouraged the creation of unnecessary names. With the 
removal of the principles of typification and priority from ordinal names by the 
Montreal Congress, it regrettably is no longer possible to dispose of superfluous ordinal 
names; all names are legitimate provided they satisfy the requirements for valid public- 
ation. The confusion created by this situation is a serious obstacle to progress in the 
classification of lower plants, where great importance is attached to all ranks of taxa, 
from species through division. 

Proposal 50. It is proposed, therefore, that the Edinburgh Congress reconsider the 
application of the principles of typification and priority to names of orders and that the 
word "order" replace the word "family" in Art. 7 (line 1), Art. 10 (Note 2), Art. 11 
(lines 1, 5 and 12) and Art. 16 (line 2). 

Proposal 51. If this proposal should be accepted it also will be necessary to add the 
following words to Art. 10 (after "species" in line 2): "that of an order or of any taxon 
between order and family is a family on whose present or former name that of the order 
is based ..." 

NOTES ON FAMILY NAMES NOT BASED 
ON GENERIC NAMES 

G. Buchheim (Berlin-Dahlem and Pittsburgh, Pa.) 

From the very start of the codification of modern botanical nomenclature (Inter- 
national Botanical Congress at Vienna, 1905) we find a provision that the name of a 
family is to be derived from that of an included genus, adding the termination - aceae. 
From the same time onwards, however, we can see that for certain family names, not 
formed in this manner, an exception has been provided. I quote the text of the Regles 
Internationales de la Nomenclature Botanique, ed. 1. 1906 and ed. 2. 1912, Art. 22: 
"Toutefois les noms suivants, consacres par un long usage, font exception a la regle: 
Palmae, Gramineae, Cruciferae, Leguminosae, Guttiferae, Umbelliferae, Labiatae, Com- 
positae." That means that long before a special legislation for the conservation of family 
names was inaugurated the names of 8 families were already actually conserved. The 
sequence of the family names is taken from the system of Engler and Prantl, Die Natiir- 
lichen Pflanzenfamilien, but as a matter of fact the same names were also used by 
Bentham and Hooker fil., Genera Plantarum. 

In 1930 (International Botanical Congress at Cambridge) it was agreed to augment 
the number of family names not derived from generic names by one. I again quote, this 
time from the International Rules of Botanical Nomenclature, ed. 3. 1935, Art. 23: 
"Those who regard the Papilionaceae as constituting an independent family may use 
that name although it is not formed in the prescribed manner." 

At the same time (see Rules 1935, Art. 23) an addition to the text was accepted and 
incorporated: "Botanists are authorized, however, to use as alternatives the appropriate 
names ending in - aceae." This provision which still is to be found, with exactly the 
same wording, in the present edition of the International Code of Botanical Nomen- 
clature (1961, Art. 18, Note 3) seems to have misled at least some authors because 
"appropriate" was not defined; they simply used forms of names such as Palmaceae, 
Graminaceae, Cruciferaceae, Leguminosaceae, Guttiferaceae, Umbelliferaceae, Labiat- 
aceae, Compositaceae. Of course this type of names was neither expected nor in 
accordance with the rules, since "appropriate" implied "corresponding names based on 
generic names". 
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