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PROPOSAL TO REMOVE AN APPARENT ANOMALY 
IN THE TYPIFICATION OF SOME CONSERVED GENERA 

B. L. Burtt (Edinburgh) 

It is a cardinal principle of the International Code that a species cannot be validly 
published in a genus which is not itself validly published at the same time or 
previously (Art. 43). On the other hand, when a genus is conserved in the sense of 
an author later than the original one (because all the original species have been 
excluded) it is to be regarded as a later homonym and conserved as such (Art. 48). 
Thus Alpinia was proposed by Linnaeus (1753) but in its current sense excludes the 
Linnaean species and is conserved as Alpinia Roxb. (1810). Similarly, none of the 
Linnaean species remain in the genus Conyza and this is conserved as Conyza Less. 
(1832). It is somewhat disconcerting to read that the type of Alpinia Roxb. (1810) 
is A. galanga (L.) Willd. (1797) and that of Conyza Less. (1832) is C. chilensis 
Spreng. (1819). Is there a conflict here between Art. 43 and Art. 48? What is the 
status of other combinations under these generic names published during the period 
1753-1810 for Alpinia, 1753-1832 for Conyza? There are quite a number which 
currently remain in these genera. 

If it is held that names validly published under Alpinia L. remain valid under 
Alpinia Roxb., even though published before Roxburgh, - then there is no conflict. 
If such an opinion is thought to strain the interpretation of Art. 43 unduly, what is 
to be done? A little thought will show that any attempt to shift conservation back, 
to the date of the first binomial that is still included, will run up against difficulties 
of taxonomic interpretation of the genus and the possible absence of an appropriate 
generic description to form the basis of conservation. Similarly any attempt to 
argue that names in Alpinia Roxb. (1810) can only be validly published in or after 
1810 will involve us in a most complicated search of the literature and all the un- 
certainty that goes therewith. 

Both these courses are highly undesirable, and in any case much subtle and tedious 
argument would be provoked about the interpretation of Art. 43 before the necessity 
of either was generally admitted. Verdcourt has, however, taken the view that com- 
binations used in Glycine before the proposed date of conservation would become 
inadmissible (Taxon 15: 35. Jan. 1966). 

My own opinion (and Mr. J. P. M. Brenan and Dr. F. A. Stafleu allow me to say 
that they concur) is that the acceptance of these names as they stand, from a date 
earlier than that of the conservation of the genus, does not really constitute an 
infringement of the principles of Art. 43. We think, however, that it is desirable to 
make this clear in the Code, and the addition of a note to Art. 43 is accordingly 
proposed, thus: 
"Note 2. When a genus is conserved from an author later than the original one, 
specific names published prior to the date of conservation remain admissible. E.g. 
Alpinia languas Gmel. (1791) and Alpinia galanga (L.) Willd. (1797) are to be 
accepted although Alpinia L. (1753), to which they were assigned by their authors, 
is rejected and the genus in which they are now placed is Alpinia Roxb. (1810)." 
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