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We strongly feel that illustrations of a new taxa would best serve phycology if they were drawn 

accurately, not only from actual specimens but from type specimens and, when possible, the 
holotype. In short, the illustration depicting "distinctive morphological features" should be as 
realistic as possible, not idealized or theoretical in nature. 

We note that there is a difference between the wording "distinctive morphological features" 
of Article 39, and the "essential characters" of Articles 38, 42, and 44. We do not suggest the 
wording of Article 39 be modified or changed, but in order to avoid future confusion and the 
relative interpretation by algal taxonomists as to what constitutes the required illustration or 
figure, we propose to amend the International Code of Botanical Nomenclature by adding the 

following new recommendations: 

New Rec. 39A. The illustration or figure showing the distinctive morphological features should 
be prepared from an actual specimen, preferably the holotype. 

New Rec. 39B. If diagrammatic representation is used, it should be presented in conjunction 
with line drawings or photographs of the distinctive morphological features and/or type spec- 
imen habit illustrations. 
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Introduction 

The need to regulate Effective Publication (Art. 29) in the present Code has resulted in at 
least three different contributions in Taxon 29, all including proposals to be dealt with during 
the Nomenclatoral sessions in the International Botanic Congress in Sydney 1981. 

The purpose of these proposals, as with our note, is to control the publication of new names 
and new descriptions and secure in a reasonable way that these are available to colleagues. 
Yet it would be unlucky if botanists, when proceeding to establish a new taxon name formally, 
were met with too strong regulations so that they could risk to be much delayed or even 
hindered in doing so. 

In one of the articles, published by Brummitt (Taxon 29: 477-483. 1980) it is proposed to 
define "printed matter" so generously that it would include "any non-autographic matter 

reproduced in multiple copies by a mechanical process, including offset, lithography, mimeo- 

graphing, xerox copying, photocopying and production of multiple top copies by an automatic 

typewriter" (loc. cit.). 
If this definition of printed matter is accepted, the field is open to the use of this variety of 

publication means which we consider disastrous. Brummitt is no doubt right that these methods 
are important means of reproducing text, but text with new names and Latin descriptions of 
new taxa are particular in that they should be fairly easily available to any taxonomist who 

may need it. Thus it is not unreasonable, we consider, to require stronger restrictions on 

publishing text of this kind. To define and legalize too generously "printed matter" may lead 
to abuse, and may make it more difficult to introduce stronger restrictions later, restrictions 

which, one hopes, could be worked out by a Special Committee on Effective Publication 
nominated at the Congress, a second proposal suggested by Brummitt in the same article. We 

strongly support this proposal. 
Other amendments serving to regulate Effective Publication have been contributed by Wer- 

esub and McNeill (Taxon 29: 471-476. 1980) and Hara and Eichler (l.c., 515-516). Weresub 
and McNeill propose adding to Art. 29 the requirements that separate printed material or 
material in the first issues of a (thus not firmly established) periodical is effectively published 
only (1) where explicit statement is made that it is intended to be effectively published, (2) 
where at least three botanical institutions in at least three different continents where the pub- 
lication is available are listed, and (3) where the date of distribution is stated. 

This is possibly an acceptable refinement of the rules, but yet does not facilitate the search 
for "printed matter" produced in a few copies, and besides places much responsibility on the 
institutions selected. We doubt that these modest requirements are sufficient, although they 
represent an improvement against present conditions. 

In view of the different opinions on how to control Effective Publication, it is not altogether 
likely that Article 29 can be drastically changed at the Sydney Congress without the consid- 
eration by a Special Committee. One drastic way, which we find acceptable, would be to 
restrict the publication of new names and descriptions of new taxa to botanical periodicals 
with acceptable distribution (possibly also major floras). Such a proposal has not yet been 

formulated, however. 
As it will inevitably take some time before these restrictions (if any) can be agreed upon and 

be carried through at a Congress, we propose an expansion of the present Recommendation 
29 A as follows: 

Recommendation 29 A 
29 A.1. Authors are recommended to publish new names and descriptions of new taxa in 

non-popular botanical journals or serial publications with satisfactory distribution rather than 
in floras or separate publications. 

29 A.2. Authors are strongly urged to avoid publishing new names and descriptions of new 
taxa in ephemeral printed matter of any kind, in particular such which are multiplied in re- 
stricted and uncertain numbers, as for example xerox copies, mimeographs, photocopies or 

multiple top copies produced by an automatic typewriter, i.e. printed matter where the per- 
manence of the text can be limited, where the effective publication in terms of number of 

copies is not obvious, or where the printed matter is unlikely to reach the general public. 
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Authors should also avoid publishing new names and descriptions in popular periodicals, in 
abstracting journals or on correction slips. 

This proposal unfortunately was made too late for the August 1980 deadline, but it can 
hopefully be brought to the floor of the Nomenclatural Section at the Sydney Congress. 

Until Article 29 has been dealt with in detail this extended Recommendation will serve a 
useful purpose. 

Proposed by: Rolf Dahlgren, Botanical Museum of the University of Copenhagen, Gothersgade 
130, DK 1123, Copenhagen, Denmark, and Ib Friis, Institute of Systematic Botany of the 
University of Copenhagen, Gothersgade 140, DK 1123, Copenhagen, Denmark. 

A FURTHER NOTE ON EFFECTIVE PUBLICATION 

Following the above "A note on effective publication" by R. Dahlgren and I. Friis and 
assuming that the proposals for the appointment of a Special Committee for Article 29 and for 
the new Recommendation 29A (proposed by Dahlgren and Friis) are accepted, I propose the 
following note (or an editorial modification of it) be added to Article 29: 

New "Note 1. Article 29 is under review, and it is likely that, in view of modern printing 
techniques the requirements for effective publication will be tightened rather than relaxed, 
especially as regards to permitted printed matter. It is, therefore, possible that the publication 
of new names in contravention of Recommendation 29A.2 will retroactively be ruled ineffec- 
tive." 

Proposed by: Hj. Eichler, Herbarium Australiense, CSIRO, P.O. Box 1600, Canberra, A.C.T. 
2601, Australia. 

A FURTHER PROPOSAL ON TYPIFICATION OF GENERIC NAMES 

R. D. Meikle and R. K. Brummitt' 

A special Committee on Generic Typification was set up by the Nomenclature Section of 
Leningrad Congress in 1975, and the admirably clear report of this Committee has recently 
been submitted for consideration by the Sydney Congress in August 1981 (McNeill, 1981). We 
are very grateful to Dr. J. McNeill, Secretary of this Committee, for having let us see, and 
even participate in, the correspondence of the Committee over the last two years, and for 
letting us see the eventual report before publication. Even after submission of the report Dr. 
McNeill has kindly continued to enter into correspondence and has given positive constructive 
assistance in formulating the proposal which we here present, even though it may not represent 
his own views. This proposal may be seen as supplementary to those included in the report of 
the Committee, and although it has been submitted too late to be considered by the Rapporteurs 
or to be included in the postal ballot, we hope that it may nonetheless be considered by the 
Nomenclature Section at Sydney. We attempt below to show why we consider change of the 
present Code is necessary and why we believe our present proposal is the nearest to maintaining 
existing practice. 

We are in agreement with the Special Committee in wishing to abandon the idea at present 
embodied in Art. 10 that the type of a generic name is a species. A species is a collection of 
individual plants, and the number of plants included in it may vary according to the various 

1 The Herbarium, Royal Botanic Gardens, Kew, Richmond, Surrey, U.K. 
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