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detected that still another name was involved, viz. Sphaerotheca Desv. 1817 (Fungi; 
Uredinales). This was brought to the attention of the members with the request to 
indicate on the voting-form whether or not they approved of the proposal with the 
inclusion of this second nomen rejiciendum. Six members indicated yes - voted with the 
addition. The original proposal was accepted; the addition of Sphaerotheca Desv. should 
perhaps be reconsidered. 

(240). Stilbella Lindau 1900 vs. Botryonipha Preuss I852 (Benjamin in Taxon 17: 
521-527. 1968). - Io - 3 - (I3). The proposal was accepted. 

Two Nomina Conservanda Proposita were referred back to the Committee for second 
votes because of irregularities in voting procedures on the first ballot. Results are as 
follows. 

(162). Dactylium Sacc. i886 vs. Dactylium Nees ex Fr. 1822 (Lentz in Regn. Veget. 40: 
I2. I965). - I - I2 - (13). In a second ballot, this proposal was rejected. 

(II3). Septoria Sacc. 1884 vs. Septaria Fr. ex Fr. 1821, Septoria Fr. I825 (Donk in 

Regn. Veget. 34: I2-I3. I964). - II - 2 - (I3). Opinions continued to be distributed after 
the Edinburgh Congress, necessitating in the Secretary's view a second vote. The proposal 
was accepted. 

Current members of this Committee are as follows: 
J. A. Nannfeldt (Sweden) Chairman 
J. Boidin (France) 
R. W. G. Dennis (Great Britain) 
P. W. James (Great Britain) 
R. P. Korf (U.S.A.) 
Z. Moravec (Czechoslovakia) 
J. Poelt (Germany) 
D. P. Rogers (U.S.A.) 
R. Santesson (Sweden) 
R. Singer (U.S.A.) 
B. Sutton (Great Britain) 
B. B. Vassilkov (U.S.S.R.) 
L. K. Weresub (Canada) 

Report submitted by R. H. PETERSEN (Secretary). 

UNANIMOUS REPORT OF THE SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON 
TYPIFICATION AND PRIORITY OF NAMES OF TAXA ABOVE THE 
LEVEL OF FAMILY 

The Committee, established by the XIth International Botanical Congress (Seattle), 
consists of the following members: 

Dr. Arthur Cronquist (Chairman, New York) 
Dr. Tyge Christensen (Copenhagen) 
Dr. Lennart Holm (Uppsala) 
Dr. I. A. Linczevski (Leningrad) 
Dr. James M. Schopf (Columbus) 
Dr. Paul C. Silva (Berkeley) 

The International Code of Botanical Nomenclature as it now stands limits 
priority and typification to names at the level of family and below, and it 
discourages the use of names based on generic names for taxa above the rank of 
order. In spite of these facts, there is a growing tendency for taxonomists to use 
names based on genera for the higher as well as the lower taxonomic ranks, and 
to apply some form of priority and choosing among competing names at these 
higher ranks. Furthermore, it seems obvious that names based ultimately on 
generic names are automatically typified, no matter what the Code may say. 

The committee thinks it appropriate for the Code to encourage the aforesaid 
trends in usage. Some of us would go farther than others in such encouragement, 
but we all recognize that the more far-reaching the changes we propose, the 
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less likely they are to be adopted. In the interests of unanimity, we present a 
rather limited set of proposals, intended to foster the application of the prin- 
ciples of priority and typification to the higher taxonomic categories, in dealing 
with names that are ultimately based on generic names. The proposed changes 
form an integral set, to be considered (and hopefully adopted) as a unit. No 
changes are proposed in the status of descriptive names, nor in the procedures 
for dealing with them. 

The proposed new Note 1 to follow Recommendation 16A is in harmony with 
the existing Note 2 of Article 17, which reads, "When the name of an order 
or suborder based on the stem of a name of a family has been published with an 
improper termination, the ending is to be changed to accord with the rule, without 
change of the author's name." Since the proposed new Note 1 to Recommendation 
16A deals with a Recommendation rather than a Rule, it is phrased as a per- 
mission rather than as a requirement. 

It is our understanding that it is not necessary to provide examples to go with 
the proposed changes at this time. If the changes are adopted, the editorial 
committee will establish examples. We think, however, that for purposes of 
understanding it might be useful to indicate informally here some examples for 
the proposed text of Article 16: The name Pinophyta is automatically typified by 
Pinus. If subdivisions are recognized within the division Pinophyta, the name 
of the one that includes Pinus must also be based on Pinus; if the provisions of 
Recommendation 16A of this code are followed, the name will be Pinophytina. 
Likewise, the name Liliopsida is automatically typified by Lilium. If subclasses 
are recognized within the class Liliopsida, the name of the one that includes 
Lilium must also be based on Lilium; if the provisions of Recommendation 16A 
of this code are followed, the name will be Liliidae. Likewise, the name Rosales 
is automatically typified by Rosa. If suborders are recognized within the order 
Rosales, the one which includes Rosa must also be based on Rosa; following the 
provisions of Article 17, the name must be Rosineae. 

Many taxonomists have found it helpful to use the same generic name as the 
basis for a series of names at progressively higher ranks (e.g., Magnolia, 
Magnoliaceae, Magnoliales, Magnoliopsida, Magnoliophyta). Nothing in the cur- 
rent set of proposals either requires or discourages this practice. The proposal 
for automatic tautonymy within the higher categories is strictly limited to the 
optional ranks that may be used within the essential ranks specified in Article 3. 
It is proposed that a typified divisional name govern an automatic tautonym 
only for its nomenclaturally typical subdivision, that a typified name of a class 
govern an automatic tautonym only for its nomenclaturally typical subclass; and 
that a typified ordinal name govern an automatic tautonym only for its nomen- 
claturally typical suborder. 

After some discussion, the committee concluded that the provisions of Recom- 
mendation 16A for endings of names of higher categories should remain as a 
recommendation rather than being converted into a rule. Futhermore, the com- 
mittee decided not to propose any change in the currently recommended endings. 
This does not foreclose the possibility that individual members of the committee, 
or groups of members, might propose changes in the recommended endings. Such 
changes, if proposed and adopted, would not affect the package proposal here 
presented, and the committee takes no stand on them. 

Some members of the committee felt that it would now be useful and timely to 
extend mandatory priority to the level of order. An essential feature of such a 
proposal would be a requirement that ordinal names must be formed in a regular 
manner from generic names. Furthermore, it would probably be necessary to 
specify a list of irregular names that would continue to be available as alternatives 
to the standard names, and it might even be necessary to establish a conserved list. 
Inasmuch as it was impossible to obtain unanimous agreement on this matter, and 
the committee wished to present a unanimous report, no such change was included 
in the set of changes proposed by the committee. This does not foreclose the 
possibility that individual members of the committee, or a group of members, 
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might propose such a change. Any such proposal, if accepted, would supersede 
some parts of the committee proposal. It is suggested that botanists favoring 
any more rigorous proposal that may be presented should vote also for the 
committee proposal, so that the vote for some change in the direction of priority 
and typification for names of higher categories will not be divided into two parts 
that separately compete against the vote for no change at all. 

Proposed integral package of changes in the International Code of Botanical Nomen- 
clature 

23. Article 7. After the first sentence, insert a new sentence: Names of taxa in the higher 
ranks that are ultimately based on generic names are also typified (see Article io). 

24. Article io. Change the second paragraph to read: The principle of typification does 
not apply to names of taxa above the rank of family, except for names that are 
automatically typified by being ultimately based on generic names (see Article I6). 

25. Article I . Change the last paragraph to read: The principle of priority is not 
mandatory for names of taxa above the rank of family (see Article i6 and Recom- 
mendation I6B). 

26. Article i6. Change to read: Names of taxa above the rank of family that are ultimately 
based on generic names are automatically typified (see Article Io); for such 
automatically typified names the rule of automatic tautonymy with appropriate 
ending (as exemplified in Article 19) governs the name of the nomenclaturally typical 
subdivision of a division, the nomenclaturally typical subclass of a class, and the 
nomenclaturally typical subclass of a class, and the nomenclaturally typical 
suborder of an order. 
The principle of priority is not mandatory for names of taxa above the rank of 
family. 

27. Recommendation I6A, part a, first paragraph to read: 
The name of a division is taken either from distinctive characters of the division 
(descriptive names) or from the name of an included genus; it should end in -phyta, 
except when it is a division of Fungi, in which case it should end in -mycota. 

28. New Note i to follow Recommendation i6A: 
When a name has been published with a termination not agreeing with this recom- 
mendation, the termination may be changed to accord with it, without change of 
author's name or date of publication. 

29. New Recommendation I6B: 
In choosing among typified names for a taxon above the rank of family, authors 
should generally follow the principle of priority. 

Report submitted by ARTHUR CRONQUIST 

ON THE TYPIFICATION OF BOBARTIA L. 

Summary: Bobartia Ker-Gawler (1827) has been conserved against Bobartia L. (1753) - 
entry 1284 in the Code. It is shown that this conservation is superfluous and should be 
discontinued. Bobartia L. is a South African genus of Iridaceae. The type species is B. 
indica, which is typified by a specimen in the Hermann herbarium (now at BM) believed 
by Linnaeus to have come from Ceylon. 

The generic name Bobartia first appears in the Linnaean dissertation Nova 
Genera Plantarum Zeylanicarum, submitted by C. M. Dassow on June 15, 1747, 
and under no. 41 (Bobartia spicis capitatis, involucro folioso) in Flora Zeylanica: 
17 (June, 1747). The generic description taken from the Dassow dissertation and 
the specific description from Flora Zeylanica were both reprinted in Amoenitates 
Academicae (Linnaeus ed.) 1: 387-88 (1749). Species Plantarum 1: 54 (1753) 
provided the binomial Bobartia indica, with reference to the descriptions in 
Flora Zeylanica and Amoenitates Academicae. The above were all based on a 
specimen in the Hermann herbarium (now at BM) vol. 4 fol. 80, top left-hand 
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