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THE PUBLICATION OF MANUSCRIPT NAMES 
B. L. Burtt (Edinburgh) 

In contributing his article "On Citing the Names of Publishing Authors" to Taxon 
[14 (5): 154-160. May 1965] Edward G. Voss has underlined the importance of strict 
adherence to the Code and has discussed some of the points where interpretation is 
liable to be inconsistent. However, the most frequently recurring trouble in citation 
of authors is still that exemplified in his third paragraph: the plain error in abbreviating, 
for example, 'Schkuhr ex Willdenow' to 'Schkuhr' instead of to 'Willdenow'. No clari- 
fication of when 'ex' should be used, or when 'in' is more appropriate, contributes to 
this problem. 

It has, I think, to be faced that the full form of citation that is correct under the 
Code simply invites incorrect contraction. 

Individual solutions to problems of this nature may be reprehensible, but there are 
times when one is reluctant to continue an unsatisfactory format until change receives 
the approval of an International Congress. This was my own position, and I quote from 
the introduction to a paper on Gesneriaceae (Notes Roy. Bot. Gard. Edinburgh 21 (4): 
193. 1954). 

"One point must be mentioned concerning the form of citation used for the authori- 
ties for genera and species. For a long time the Rules of Nomenclature have made it 
clear that when a name is proposed in manuscript by one author (A) and taken up and 

published by another (B), the full citation should be in the form "A ex B," but that 
for brevity it is perfectly correct to cite only B. It is incorrect to cite only A. Despite 
this clear and common-sense rule, all working taxonomists know the brevity is all too 

commonly attained by dropping "ex B." In an attempt to avoid this I have adopted 
the form of citation " [A ex] B." When there has been a change in the type specimen 
(when, that is, the published description was not based on the specimen to which the 
manuscript name was originally applied) it seems preferable to drop the citation of 
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author A altogether. A good example of this is Boea amplexicaulis C. B. C1. (see 
p.207). 

"I am aware that the use of square brackets in such citations as "[A ex] B" finds 
no sanction in the International Code of Nomenclature. Citation in this form is, how- 
ever, recommended when it is considered useful to refer to an author before the starting 
date of the nomenclature of the group concerned. Lupinus [Tournef.] L. is given as 
an example, which may alternatively be written Lupinus Tournef. ex L. The two cases 
are analogous. In a citation such as Didymocarpus oblongus [Wall. ex] D. Don and 
in Lupinus [Tournef.] L. the authors whose names appear in square brackets did not 
effect nomenclaturally valid publication of the names concerned. I, therefore, consider 
that citations in this form are quite justified." 

I must confess that I have not yet proposed an amendment to the Code to regularize 
this form of citation. If the practice spreads an amendment can eventually be put 
forward and will doubtless pass without controversy: if there are serious objections 
there is no harm in giving them time to come to light. The use of square brackets is, 
in my view, slightly preferable for monographic work to dropping the first (MSS) 
author altogether. The shorter version, however, should certainly be used when the full 
reference is not required. Indeed I am inclined to think that the taxonomic mood ten 
years hence may well sweep away the use of 'ex. 

ILLEGITIMATE TRIBES AND LEGITIMATE SECTIONS 

B. L. Burtt (Edinburgh) 

The International Code (Art. 63: 1961) lays down that the name of a taxon is 

illegitimate if it includes the type of a validly named taxon of the same rank. The 

working of this rule at the level of the genus and below has now become tolerably clear, 
especially with the addition made at Montreal (Art. 63, note) which recognizes that 
the illegitimate use of a new combination does not render the combination itself 

illegitimate. 
Above the generic level - I merely take the tribal level as the case in point - the 

Code gives no guidance. 
The particular example I have in mind concerns tribal names in Scrophulariaceae. 

Rouy (1909) published a conspectus of the family and two of his tribal names are 

illegitimate under Art. 63. Dodartieae Rouy included (in subtribe Dopatrieae) the 

genus Gratiola L., already the name-giving genus of the tribe Gratioleae Benth. (1835). 
Similarly Rehmannieae Rouy included Digitalis L. and should have been called Digi- 
taleae Benth. (1835). 

Clearly illegitimate tribal names cannot be rejected for all time. If a taxonomist 
needs a monogeneric tribe for Rehmannia in his classification, he must (Art. 19) call 
it Rehmannieae. One point at issue is whether Rehmannieae, when legitimately used, 
should be attributed to (and therefore hold priority from) Rouy, or whether it should 
be re-established by the author using it correctly. The first procedure would put it 
on the same basis as a new combination illegitimately used: it would be 'incorrect' 
until the classification was so revised that its circumscription did not include an earlier 
valid tribal name. It seems of little moment which course is followed, provided that 

everyone does the same thing. 
One further point deserves mention and leads on to rather wider issues. Tribal 

names, like all others, are validated by descriptions. A reclassification may make these 
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