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ENALLAGMA-AMPHITECNA-DENDROSICUS, AND FELICIA: 
"IMPOSSIBLE" NOMENCLATURAL CASES? 

Werner Greuter" 

In his brilliant monograph of the genus Felicia, Grau (1973) discusses a 
peculiar problem of generic nomenclature. The situation, as described and com- 
mented by him, is as follows (translation mine). 

"The oldest generic name for the unit here designated as Felicia Cass. is Detris Adans. 
Felicia is conserved against Detris. The genera Agatacha, Agathaea and Charieis, also 
created by Cassini, must be included in Felicia. This fact, and the conservation of Felicia 
over the oldest generic name Detris, lead to some farcical conclusions. Doubtless the 
oldest name Agatacha, which has never been used, ought to replace Felicia. But since 
Agatacha is not conserved against Detris, this name (and, similarly, Agathaea and 
Charieis) would have to be replaced by Detris. In turn, Felicia must be given preference 
over Detris. A vicious circle ensues, from which, with a little goodwill, Felicia might 
emerge as the winner. But even under a more severe judgement no other name could 
be given preference, so that, according to such an interpretation, none of the possible 
names could be applied. As a consequence, it has been proposed to extend the conservation 
of Felicia over Agatacha, Agathaea and Charieis." 

The situation prevailing in Felicia is not unique. It must always arise if a genus, 
whose name is conserved against an older synonym, is found to include the type 
of a non-rejected generic name of intermediate age. The case of Enallagma 
Baillon, Amphitecna Miers and Dendrosicus Raf., recently discussed in this journal 
(Gentry 1973), is an example to the point. There, Enallagma is conserved over 
Dendrosicus, but includes the type of Amphitecna which, being younger than 
Dendrosicus but older than Enallagma, was not listed as a nomen rejiciendum. 

Contrary to Felicia, where a single author, having discussed the possible 
alternatives, wisely concluded to settle the matter by submitting a proposal for 
conservation (which has not, so far, been published), in this second case no 
less than three authors acted independently and came, horribile dictu, to as many 
different conclusions: Lundell (1971) called the combined genus Enallagma, 
Williams (1973) preferred Amphitecna and Gentry (1973) went still further back 
to resuscitate Dendrosicus. 

Now is this not the very place to cite: "Something is rotten in the state of 
Denmark"? The disagreement between the three students of Bignoniaceae suggests, 
at least, that the nomenclatural rules on this point must be somewhat confusing. 
Grau's inference is worse. It means that, in the situation defined above, no name 
at all can be applied to a given genus: not the conserved one, nor the rejected 
one, nor even the third one which causes the whole trouble - not to speak of a 
newly created one which would at any rate be illegitimate. Pending an action 
for conservation (whose success, anyway, cannot be guaranteed), such a genus 
must then remain nameless! 

It is inconceivable that our Code, though certainly not free of imperfections, 
could admit such an impossible situation. Clearly, somewhere there must be a 
rule which permits to select one of the fratricidal names as the correct one. 

: The Goulandris Natural History Museum, Levidhou 13, Kifisia, Greece. 
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Indeed, such a rule exists and is easily found in Art. 14, Note 3: "When a 
conserved name competes with one or more other names based on different types 
and against which it is not explicitly conserved, the earliest of the competing 
names is adopted in accordance with Art. 57". 

It can be seen that the rejected name is implicitly excluded from among the 
competing names. It looses its right of priority not only with respect to the 
conserved name, but also to other names adopted in preference to the conserved 
one. This falls under the category of "limitation of priority by conservation" 
foreseen in Art. 11 through an unspecified, general reference to Art. 14. 

Agatacha Cass. (unless the proposal for rejection of that name is accepted) 
and Amphitecna Miers are thus the correct names for the genera discussed above. 

I have tried to find out the reasons why at least three prominent authors failed 
to find this apparently obvious solution. As a result, I am submitting here three 
proposals to clarify and improve the ruling of the Code. 

Proposal 46: Add the following example to Art. 14, Note 3: "Enallagma Baillon (i888) 
is conserved against Dendrosicus Raf. (1838), but not against Amphitecna Miers (i868); if 
Enallagma and Amphitecna are united, the combined genus must bear the name 
Amphitecna, although the latter is not explicitly conserved against Dendrosicus." 

It is not of course my intention to create a prejudice against the eventual 
addition of Amphitecna to the list of nomina rejicienda, under Enallagma. If 
;omeone wants to propose this, the above example ought to be replaced by a 
similar one. But in view of the plethora of new names recently published under 
both Amphitecna and Dendrosicus, it seems unlikely that anyone should dare to 
propose the restoration of Enallagma at this stage. 

I feel that the addition of an example to the point, in the Code, would be the 
best way to clarify the situation. In order to avoid an overcrowding, one of the 
two first examples now listed under Note 3, which are exactly parallel to each 
other, could be removed by the Editorial Committee. 

Proposal 47: Add the following sentence at the end of Art. 14, Note 3: "A rejected 
name may not be restored for a taxon which includes the type of the corresponding 
conserved name." 

This is no more than a positive statement of what must be deduced from the 
previous sentence. I feel, however, that such a statement would add considerably 
to the transparency of Note 3. 

Proposal 48: Add "14" to Art. 57, to read: "When two or more taxa of the same rank 
are united, the oldest legitimate name or (for taxa below the rank of genus) the oldest 
legitimate epithet is retained, unless a later name or epithet must be accepted under the 
provisions of Arts. I3f, I4, 22, 26, 58, or 59-" 

The two previous proposals merely aimed at clarifying an existing rule. The 
present one is to eliminate a real inconsistency. The nomenclatural status of nomina 
rejicienda is nowhere defined in the Code, but they are certainly not considered as 
illegitimate: they can even, under certain circumstances, become correct (see Art. 
14, Note 4). Thus, the dispositions of Art. 57 conflict with those of Art. 14 (Note 
3) unless the latter is added to the list of exceptions. 
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