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its abolishment.) A short discussion on 'incorrect' names concludes the paper. The 
riddle of what Art. 63 means by superfluous names will be separately discussed. 

PROPOSAL (89).-Delete in Art. 11, second paragraph, the superfluous clause, "except 
in cases of limitation of priority by conservation (see Arts. 14 and 15)." 

REFERENCE 

FURTADO, C. X. (1939) in Gdns' Bull., Straits Settl. 11. 

A CONSPECTUS 
OF THE NOMENCLATURAL STATUS OF NAMES 

M. A. Donk (The Hague) * 

One who tries consistently and faithfully to apply the "International Code of Botanical 
Nomenclature" (Montreal Code, 1961) will soon find out that the wording of some of its 
parts is ambiguous or downright misleading or even erroneous, although in most in- 
stances the spirit of these parts is obvious or can be inferred from current usage or from 
a study of the historical background. The most notable defect is the confusion around 
'illegitimate', a term of crucial importance (compare Donk, "The riddle of the sphinx", 
1963b). So long as this term is not satisfactorily defined and consistently applied, the 
Code will be an imperfect instrument and cause its supporters considerable inconveni- 
ence. I have now lived with the Code for many years and have found its correct applica- 
tion not always possible and consequently have had to work out a personal interpret- 
ation to be used until the ambiguous or misleading passages are corrected. It is to 
contribute towarde this latter goal that this note is written, in the first place as an 
introduction towards a better understanding of suggested corrections to be put forward 
in the next two papers, but also as a basis for discussion. 

1.--(NN-) LINNAEAN NAMES 

Designations of plants may be divided into Linnaean and non-Linnaean names. 
Roughly, it may be said that Linnaean names are designations of plants intended for 
incorporation into the binomial system of nomenclature of the present Code, a system 
inaugurated by Linnaeus starting from the assumption that the basic taxa of classifi- 
cation are genera and species. (Names of taxa of a higher or lower rank are also to be 
included.)1 

Not being able to draw up a precise formula to delimit Linnaean names, the Code has 
avoided both adopting one and introducing a term for them. Yet, it may be pointed out 
that in at least two instances it betrays this omission and it is taken for granted that we 
know what are (specific) names in accordance "with the binary method of Linnaeus" 
(Art. 20) or "the Linnaean system of binary [binomial] nomenclature" (Art. 23). In 
general it tacitly or implicitly ignores non-Linnaean names, except when by a high 
degree of resemblance confusion with Linnaean names is feared. 

? Rijksherbarium, Leiden. 
1 One might be tempted to prefer 'binomial' to 'Linnaean'. The former term, however, 

would lead to misunderstanding inter alia through confusion with the binomial namnes themselves, 
viz. the specific names. The choice of 'Linnaean' is a fitting tribute to the man who introduced 
the binomial system of nomenclature. 
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I would conclude that it is the intention that all names not answering to Arts. 17-21, 
23, 24 are to be banned as non-Linnaean, for example those of all non-binomial systems, 
and all names of the binomial system that are improperly formed. 

Examples of non-Linnaean names are popular (vernacular) names and in general 
names of all nomenclatural scientific systems from before the introduction of the bi- 
nomial system in 1753: names never intended to make out part of the binomial system. 
Hence, to be included here are the names of Tournefort's binary nomenclatural system 
and Ehrhart's unitary designations of species (Art. 20). Some special cases: names 
coinciding with technical terms in current use, unless published as binomial names 
before 1 Jan. 1912 (Art. 20)2; generic names consisting of two separate and non-hyphen- 
ed words (Art. 20); words not intended as names ('Anonymos', Art. 20; Viola 'qualis', 
Art. 23); ordinal adjectives used for enumeration (Boletus 'vicesimus sextus', Art. 23); 
double and multiple epithets as well as phrase-epithets (cf. Donk, 1962); phrase names 
reduced to two words and hence simulating specific names (Art. 23). 

2.-(IN)ADMISSIBLE NAMES 

The fact that the Code does not, a priori bar admission of certain non-Linnaean names 
makes necessary the introduction of another term: admissible names.' These include 
all Linnaean names as well as those names that are to be treated on a par with them. 
Examples are the generic names of Adanson's classification4 and Tournefortian generic 
names published after 1753 as the overflow of the pre-Linnaean period. 

Names in several conventional systems of nomenclature are evidently admissible, 
too. This is not self-evident. Normal procedure is to classify and name as the smallest 
unit '(individual) plants' which are treated as if they are 'complete'. The admitted 
conventional systems of nomenclature somehow depart from this principle. Acknowledg- 
ed are the existence of the following: (a) for Fungi imperfecti, for the so-called imperfect 
states, portions of individual plants; (b) for incomplete fossil plant remains (the form- 
and organ-taxa of palaeontology); (c) for lichens, combinations of two widely different 
plants, fungi and algae; (d) for hybrids, where sexual origin rather than taxonomy is 
decisive in delimiting taxa. Compare Donk (1960a; 1960b). 

3.--(NOT) VALIDLY PUBLISHED NAMES 

Admissible names have to be sorted out into validly published and not validly 
published ones in accordance to the conditions of valid publication laid down in Arts. 
32-45, together forming a special Section of the Code. According to Art. 12, validly 
published names have a status under the Code; not validly published names are non- 
existent as far as the Code is concerned. A prominent attribute of validly published 
names is that they render later homonyms illegitimate. 

In order to be validly published a name must be (i) effectively published; (ii) formed 
in close conformity with usage as laid down by Linnaeus, as modified and extended by 
later usage, and as sanctioned by the Code; (iii) taxonomically accepted by the pub- 
lishing author; (iv) not merely mentioned incidentally; (v) associable with a proper 

2 The names ruled out by the restricting clause should rather be treated as 'illegitimate'. 
Tautonyms would also appear to be 'illegitimate'. 

3 'Admissible' (cf. Donk aptd Lanjouw, 1953: 464) is preferred to 'validable' which is re- 
miniscent of 'valid' names (Furtado, 1937: 224; 1939: 1), a now rejected term not applicable to 
validly published' names. The use of the word 'inadmissable' in Art. 72 is in a different sense. 

4 It will be difficult I think convincingly to demonstrate that Adanson's nomenclatural system 
was primarily conceived as binary or binomial. Still his names are tacitly accepted and treated 
by the Code as on a par with Linnaean generic ones. 
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description (in itself now a very complicated requirement) or with an avowed substitute 
therefor; and (vi) published on or after the relevant starting-point date. (vii) After 1 Jan. 
1953 alternative names are not validly published. And so on. 

The introduction of later starting-points has called into existence an important 
category of not validly published names, viz. those that would have been validly publish- 
ed if no starting-points later than 1753 had been introduced: these have been referred to 
by some authors as 'devalidated names'. Most of these have been validly re-published 
after their respective starting-point dates and then may be distinguished as 'revalidated 
names' (Donk, 1957). 

4.-(IL) LEGITIMATE NAMES 

Validly published names in their turn are divisible into legitimate and illegitimate 
names. In the paper preceding the present one ("The riddle of the sphinx", 1963b) it was 
concluded that: 

A name is legitimate when it must be taken into consideration for purposes of 
priority; it may be illegitimate in particular circumstances. A name is illegitimate 
when it must not be taken into consideration for purposes of priority; it may be 
legitimate in particular circumstances. 

Complete illegitimacy may depend either on the reason which induced this status 
(full illegitimacy) or on a special decision (Art. 72) in addition to such a reason 
(special illegitimacy5). In quite a number of instances names have only restricted 
(il)legitimacy and then it is impossible to refer to such a name simply as 'a legitimate 
name' or 'an illegitimate name'; extra qualifications are required here, like 'a name 
illegitimate in respect to the name of the perfect state' (Donk, 1963b). 

In the following enumeration the categories of names that must be rejected are divided 
over only two groups, viz. with full and with restricted illegitimacy. In those cases where 
Art. 72 specially declares names *illegitimate this is indicated by adding "(special)". 
This enumeration is not complete! 

FULL ILLEGITIMACY. 

(i) Names used in different senses and so have become long-persistent sources of error 
(nomina ambigua).6 Art. 69 (special). 

(ii) Names based on types consisting of two or more entirely discordant elements 
(nomina confusa).6 Art. 70 (special). 

(iii) Names based on monstrosities (nomina monstrositatium). Art. 71 (special). 
[(iv) The present Code does not any more especially mention the so-called nomina 

dubia as it previously did; compare the Cambridge Rules (Art. 63): "A name of a taxon- 
omic group must be rejected when its application is uncertain (nomen dubium)." Yet 
nomina dubia form a most important element among the illegitimate names. Names of 
taxa which the individual taxonomist hesitates, or positively refuses, to take into con- 
sideration for purposes of priority when he wants to establish the correct name for a 
certain taxon, because of their uncertain application, are illegitimate as far as his 
judgement is concerned.] 

(v) Names of taxa denoted by a misplaced term indicating rank are not validly 

* The use from here on of 'illegitimate' preceded by an asterisk (0) has this kind of illegitimacy 
in mind. 

6 By using the designations 'nomina ambigua' and 'nomina confusa' I merely follow common 
usage, leaving out of account whether or not these designations are satisfactory. In the Index of 
the Code (1961: 352) the number indicating the article referred to after 'nomina confusa' ("69") 
should be changed into '70'. 
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published. An exception is made for the tribus names in Fries's "Systema mycologi- 
cum". Art. 33. Since these subdivisional names cannot be used as correct in any circum- 
stances, they are illegitimate. 

(vi) "Infraspecific epithets such as typicus, originalis, originarius, genuinus, verus, 
and veridicus, purporting to indicate the taxon containing the nomenclatural type of the 
next higher taxon ..." Art. 24 (special, said to be "inadmissible" in Art. 72). 

RESTRICTED ILLEGITIMACY. 

(i) Later homonyms. Art. 64 (special). A separate paper will be devoted to this case in 
which it will be proposed to accord them normal illegitimacy. For a special case of 
*illegitimate homonyms see Art. 65, in connection with transfer of names from the 
animal to the vegetable kingdom. 

(ii) Names of imperfect states of Ascomycetes and Basidiomycetes (nomina ana- 
morphosium) which drop out from competition vis-a-vis the names of the corresponding 
perfect states. Art. 59. 

(iii) Names (of all ran'ks) of "Fungi caeteri" that have to yield precedence to the 
names treated as correct in the starting-point book of these Fungi, Fries's "Systema 
mycologicum". Art. 13. 

(iv) Such generic names as are rejected against conserved names based on a different 
type, viz. certain nomina rejicienda. Art. 14. 

? (v) Epithets of subgenera and sections formed from the name of a genus "to which 
it belongs" by adding the ending -oides or -opsis, or the prefix Eu-. Art. 21 (special?, 
said to be "inadmissible" in Art. 72). The precise status of these names will have to be 
reconsidered. 

? (vi) Subgeneric or sectional names of taxa which do not repeat the generic or sub- 
generic name as required under Art. 22 (special?, said to be "inadmissible" in Art. 72). 
Cf. also Art. 66 (1). The precise status of these names will have to be reconsidered. 

?(vii) Specific epithets exactly repeating the generic name with or without the addition 
of a transscribed symbol (tautonyms). Art. 23 (special?, said to be "inadmissible" in 
Art. 72). The logical status should clearly be normal illegitimacy. 

(viii) Simultaneously published names to be rejected when taxa are united. Arts. 
57, 64. 

(ix) Names of fossil or subfossil taxa (algae excepted) when united with taxa of recent 
plants. Art. 58. 

SUPERFLUOUS NAMES as defined by Art. 63 are illegitimate in accordance with that 
article (special). A separate paper will be devoted to these names in which it will be 
proposed to restore normal legitimacy to them. 

One point I want to drive home is that illegitimate (impriorable) names always stand 
a chance to appear, or become legitimate. 

One of the main agents in this respect is the Code itself which undergoes continuous 
changes. A name considered not validly published or illegitimate to-day may appear 
validly published or legitimate to-morrow by changes in the rules; thus, an illegitimate 
name may become a nomen conservandum and, hence, legitimate, if not correct; a 
starting-point may be changed or a new 'later' one introduced. 

EXAMPLE 1.-Suppose that Art. 71 (nomina monstrositatium) is abolished, then quite a 
number of names would have to be taken into priority considerations (would become legitimate), 
for instance, the generic name Uropediium Lindl. (1846; Orchidaccae; example given in Art. 71). 
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EXAMPLE 2.-Tricholoma (Fr.) Kummer (1871) was illegitimate in view of Tricholoma Benth. 
(1846), an earlier homonym. By its conservation it became legitimate and the earlier homonym 
illegitimate. 

EXAMPLE 3.-If one considers the correct type of Tremella [Dill.] L. 1753 to be T. nostoc L. 
than the genus belongs to the Nostocaceae heterocysteae. When a later starting-point was 
introduced for these algae (1886-8), not only did the later synonym Nostoc Vauch. per Bornct 
& Flahault (1888) become legitimate, but also what was originally a later homonym, viz. Tremella 
Pers. per St.-Am. (1821). - Compare Donk (1953b: 245-248). 

An important cause of changes in the status of a name generally considered dubious 
(see above) because it was insufficiently or erroneously described (and hence not taken 
into consideration for purposes of priority), is the rediscovery of its type, or a renewed 
study of the latter. 

It often takes some time before the precise status of a name is realized: 

EXAMPLE 4.-Not until recently was it concluded that Phlebiella P. Karst. (1890) was not 
validly published. It had been consistently overlooked that it was a nomen nudum, although the 
name is considered correct by some authors since the last two decades. - Compare Donk 
(1963a: 163). 

EXAMPLE 5.-Polyporus berkeleyi Fr. (1851) has been considered legitimate since its publica- 
tion, and treated as a correct name by those who keep the species in the genus Polyporus [Mich.] 
Fr. However, a completely overlooked earlier homonym exists, P. berkeleyi Mont. (1847); thus 
P. berkeleyi Fr. appears to be a later homonym and illegitimate. 

In quite a number of cases the principal agents causing changes in the nomenclatural 
status of names at the level of legitimate-illegitimate are the different views of individual 
botanists, who may disagree about the appreciation of certain taxonomic features of a 

type (cf. nomina monstrositatium), or even about the interpretation of the Code. What 
is a good nomen dubium, ambiguum, or monstrositatis to one botanist may not qualify 
as such to another. Differences of opinion about the choice of lectotypes may lead to 

widely divergent nomenclature. 

EXAMPLE 6.-Boletus distortus Schw. was based on more or less distorted specimens of a 
species producing also regular fruit-bodies. Hence, some authors are disposed to treat it, and the 
generic name Abortiporus Murrill, of which it is the holotype, as names based on a monstrosity 
and as illegitimate (Art. 71). Other authors consider the distorted fruit-bodies a more or less 
normal condition of the species; for them both the specific and the generic name are accordingly 
legitimate. 

EXAMPLE 7.--Hydnum repandum L. per Fr. is often accepted as the lectotype of Hyldnum L. 
(devalidated name) and Hydnum L. per Fr. (cf. Donk, 1956: 97-100; 1958a). However, a 
different opinion exists which prefers H. inbricatum L. per Fr. (cf. also Pouzar, 1958). Hence, 
to some mycologists, Dentinum S. F. Gray is a typonym of Hydnum while somie others consider 
Sarcodon P. Karst. a typonym of Hydnum. In the first case Dentinum is a superfluous name, in 
the second, Sarcodon. Those who treat superfluous names as *illegitimate will so consider 
Dentinum if H. repandum, or Sarcodon if H. imbricatum is taken as type. 

5.-(IN) CORRECT 

We have now come to the categories into which legitimate (priorable) names are 
divided: the correct and incorrect names. Art. 6 gives a definition: "The correct name 
of a taxon with a particular circumscription, position, and rank is the legitimate name 
which must be adopted for it under the rules." 

It is to be understood that incorrect names often may become correct ones. For 
instance, an incorrect name (synonym) may become correct when its type is excluded 
from a taxon and is treated as representing a taxon of its own. Also, it quite often 
happens that a name is correct to one author but simultaneously incorrect to another. 
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Incorrect names are always synonyms, but the reverse is quite often not true, viz. 
synonyms may be incorrect or illegitimate. 

RECAPITULATION 
"Comparisons are odious." 

Summarizing, we may compare what is stated above with a kind of competition 
connected with examinations to which people are subjected. 

Many do not have the slightest intention to apply for admission to the competition 
(non-Linnaean names). Some of them, however, are forced by self-appointed authorities 
(the Code) to do so. It must be understood that the pressure exercised in these cases is 
not solidly based on a code of jurisdiction to which these, often unwilling, people are 
subjected (Tournefortian and Adanson's names). Others apply of their own free will 
although they are really not qualified to do so (names of conventional systems). Then 
there is the category of people that want to be admitted and are more or less qualified 
to do so (Linnaean names). All these groups have their name entered for admission 
(admissible names). Authorities (the Code) start looking into the credentials of the 
candidates. As a result some are refused any further participation (not validly published 
names), while the rest are admitted to the competition proper (validly published names). 
The members of the latter class have to subject themselves to two consecutive exami- 
nations. Those who fail in the first drop out (illegitimate names), those who succesfully 
pass this first examination get their first qualification (legitimate names). The passing of 
the second examination accords an additional qualification and these graduates acquire 
the right to occupy a post (correct names). 

PROPOSAL (90).-Replace the definition of a legitimate name in Art. 6 by the follow- 
ing: "A legitimate name or epithet is one that is so far in accordance with the rules that it 
must be taken into consideration for purposes of priority; it may be illegitimate only in 
particular circumstances." Delete the definition of an illegitimate name. 

REFERENCES 

DONK, M. A. (1956) in Taxon 5; (1957) in Taxon 6: 245-256; (1958a) in Taxon 7: 96-97; 
(1958b) in Taxon 7; (1960a) in Taxon 9: 103-104; (1960b) in Taxon 9: 171-174; (1962) in Taxon 
11: 170-173; (1963a) in Taxon 12; (1963b) in Taxon 12: 309-314. - FURTADO, C. X. (1937) in 
Gdns' Bull., Straits Settl. 9; (1939) in Gdns' Bull., Straits Settl. 11. - LANJOUW, J. (report by) 
(1953) in Proc. VIIth int. hot. Congr. - POUZAl, Z. (1958) in Taxon 7: 79-80. 

ON SUPERFLUOUS NAMES 
M. A. Donk (The Hague) * 

When at Brussels (1910) the principle of still-born names was introduced with a wide 
application, botanical nomenclature became afflicted with a spreading sore which needs 
radical treatment. Surgical removal at short notice is indicated here. Attempts to adjust 
the situation to the Brussels decision have led to some highly questionable and intricate 
ruling which at Montreal was topped by a serious infringement of the type method. Up 
till then 1 thought it inevitable that a reaction would set in, but since the situation then 
went from bad to worse it became clear that passive optimism was insufficient. Hence, 
this paper. 

o Rijkshcrbarium, Lciden. 

Incorrect names are always synonyms, but the reverse is quite often not true, viz. 
synonyms may be incorrect or illegitimate. 

RECAPITULATION 
"Comparisons are odious." 

Summarizing, we may compare what is stated above with a kind of competition 
connected with examinations to which people are subjected. 

Many do not have the slightest intention to apply for admission to the competition 
(non-Linnaean names). Some of them, however, are forced by self-appointed authorities 
(the Code) to do so. It must be understood that the pressure exercised in these cases is 
not solidly based on a code of jurisdiction to which these, often unwilling, people are 
subjected (Tournefortian and Adanson's names). Others apply of their own free will 
although they are really not qualified to do so (names of conventional systems). Then 
there is the category of people that want to be admitted and are more or less qualified 
to do so (Linnaean names). All these groups have their name entered for admission 
(admissible names). Authorities (the Code) start looking into the credentials of the 
candidates. As a result some are refused any further participation (not validly published 
names), while the rest are admitted to the competition proper (validly published names). 
The members of the latter class have to subject themselves to two consecutive exami- 
nations. Those who fail in the first drop out (illegitimate names), those who succesfully 
pass this first examination get their first qualification (legitimate names). The passing of 
the second examination accords an additional qualification and these graduates acquire 
the right to occupy a post (correct names). 

PROPOSAL (90).-Replace the definition of a legitimate name in Art. 6 by the follow- 
ing: "A legitimate name or epithet is one that is so far in accordance with the rules that it 
must be taken into consideration for purposes of priority; it may be illegitimate only in 
particular circumstances." Delete the definition of an illegitimate name. 

REFERENCES 

DONK, M. A. (1956) in Taxon 5; (1957) in Taxon 6: 245-256; (1958a) in Taxon 7: 96-97; 
(1958b) in Taxon 7; (1960a) in Taxon 9: 103-104; (1960b) in Taxon 9: 171-174; (1962) in Taxon 
11: 170-173; (1963a) in Taxon 12; (1963b) in Taxon 12: 309-314. - FURTADO, C. X. (1937) in 
Gdns' Bull., Straits Settl. 9; (1939) in Gdns' Bull., Straits Settl. 11. - LANJOUW, J. (report by) 
(1953) in Proc. VIIth int. hot. Congr. - POUZAl, Z. (1958) in Taxon 7: 79-80. 

ON SUPERFLUOUS NAMES 
M. A. Donk (The Hague) * 

When at Brussels (1910) the principle of still-born names was introduced with a wide 
application, botanical nomenclature became afflicted with a spreading sore which needs 
radical treatment. Surgical removal at short notice is indicated here. Attempts to adjust 
the situation to the Brussels decision have led to some highly questionable and intricate 
ruling which at Montreal was topped by a serious infringement of the type method. Up 
till then 1 thought it inevitable that a reaction would set in, but since the situation then 
went from bad to worse it became clear that passive optimism was insufficient. Hence, 
this paper. 

o Rijkshcrbarium, Lciden. 

319 319 

This content downloaded from 212.238.120.211 on Thu, 27 Mar 2014 11:04:45 AM
All use subject to JSTOR Terms and Conditions

http://www.jstor.org/page/info/about/policies/terms.jsp

	Article Contents
	p.314
	p.315
	p.316
	p.317
	p.318
	p.319

	Issue Table of Contents
	Taxon, Vol. 12, No. 9 (Dec., 1963), pp. 305-360
	Volume Information [pp.357-360]
	Stabilization of the Names of Important Plant Species [pp.305-309]
	The Riddle of the Sphinx [pp.309-314]
	A Conspectus of the Nomenclatural Status of Names [pp.314-319]
	On Superfluous Names [pp.319-329]
	On the Status of Later Homonyms [pp.329-332]
	Orthographic Errors and Variants [pp.333-336]
	The Assignment of Species of Fossils to Genera [pp.336-337]
	Proposals for Modernizing the International Rules of Nomenclature for Hybrids [pp.337-347]
	Propositions et Suggestions Pour le Code International de la Nomenclature Botanique [pp.347-354]
	News and Notes
	Dr. Agnes Chase [p.354]
	Dr. Albert C. Smith [pp.354-355]
	New Facsimile Reprints [p.355]
	Notices of Books [pp.355-356]




