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independently pointed out mistakes in the proposal, and the only Charcotia species accepted today 
has been transferred to Actinocyclus by Simonsen in a paper published after the proposal. 

In one case no voting was needed: Proposal 512 (Taxon 29: 142. 1980) aimed at the rejection of 
an early typification of Sphacelaria by S. scoparia Lyngbye 1819, a species that lies outside the modem 
circumscription of the genus. After the publication of this proposal, however, it has been pointed out 
in the monograph by Prud'homme van Reine (1982) that the genus dates back to 1818, being introduced 
with only one species, S. reticulata. On this background the proposal has been dropped. 

T. Christensen, Chairman, 
Institut for Sporeplanter, University of Copenhagen, 

0ster Farimagsgade 2D, DK-1353 Copenhagen K, Denmark 

REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE FOR FUNGI AND 
LICHENS ON PROPOSALS TO REVISE ICBN 

The members of the Committee for Fungi and Lichens have engaged in study of various proposals 
to revise ICBN that specifically have reference to fungi and/or lichens. We present at this time the 
Committee votes, with in some cases commentary, to assist the members of IAPT in their voting on 
the preliminary ballot. Some proposals are still under study (indicated below), and a final Committee 
vote on these proposals will be presented at the meetings of the Nomenclature Session at Berlin in 
1987. The membership of the Committee consisted of L. Holm (Sweden, Chairman), T. Ahti (Finland), 
H. H. Burdsall, Jr. (U.S.A.), V. Demoulin (Belgium), W. Gams (Netherlands), D. L. Hawksworth 
(U.K.), G. L. Hennebert (Belgium), R. P. Korf (U.S.A., Secretary), M. McGinnis (U.S.A.), D. N. Pegler 
(U.K.), R. H. Petersen (U.S.A.), Z. Pouzar (Czechoslovakia), B. C. Sutton (U.K.), and Y.-c. Wang 
(People's Republic of China) for votes on proposals 42, 43, and 44. Added to the Committee to replace 
Dr. J. P. van der Walt (South Africa), who resigned, was M. A. Rifai (Indonesia), whose votes are 
included in all other proposals. 

Voting is reported here in the order Yes-No-Continue discussion. A minimum of ten votes was 
required for a decision to accept or reject. 

Prop. 42: Reject (0-14-0) 
Prop. 43: Reject (0-14-0) 
Prop. 44: Reject (0-14-0) 
Prop. 92: Reject (2-13-0) 
Prop. 93: Continue discussion. (0-4-11) The proposers have specifically solicited "com- 

ments from cryptogamists and mycologists" on suitable works to be rejected under their proposed 
Art. 23.7. Mycologists have already indicated their support of listing Secretan's Mycographie Suisse 
(1833) by the unanimous Committee vote (0-14-0) on Prop. 44 (see above), which sought to eliminate 
this example under Art. 23.6(b). We shall continue our discussions to see if there are additional 
mycological or lichenological works that might be appropriate to list, and shall convey these to the 
proposers and also to the Nomenclature Section at Berlin. 

Prop. 153: Accept (14-1-0) 
Prop. 154: Accept (14-1-0) 
Prop. 155A: Reject (0-15-0) 
Prop. 155B: Accept (14-0-1) 
Prop. 156: Accept (15-0-0) 
Prop. 157: Accept (15-0-0) 
Prop. 158: Reject (1-13-1) 
Prop. 159: Accept (15-0-0) 
Prop. 160: Accept (15-0-0) 
Prop. 161: Accept (15-0-0) 
Prop. 162: Reject (3-12-0) 
Prop. 163: Continue discussion. Ten members of the Committee are sympathetic to the idea 

that there should be some way to determine the rank of infraspecific taxa in the sanctioning works of 
Persoon and Fries. They support 163B, and reject 163A. But there is also a consensus that such 
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provisions should not only concern fungi and lichens, but have far greater botanical implications. The 
proposals were placed before the Committee with a first question: "should there be special provisions 
for assigning ranks to infraspecific taxa for fungi only?" That vote was (3-8-4), not the ten votes 
needed to accept or reject. We will continue discussion, but suggest that a general botanical proposal 
ought to be considered, either at Berlin or at a subsequent Congress. Since it would be possible to 
propose a revised wording of this proposal at Berlin covering all groups of plants, we suggest that 
those voting on the preliminary ballot vote as if this proposal covered all groups, not just fungi. 

Prop. 164A: Accept (11-3-1) 
Prop. 164B: Reject (1-14-0) as presented, 

(1-13-1) without final note. 

Prop. 164C: Reject (2-12-1) 
Prop. 165: Continue discussion. (2-2-11) 
Prop. 166: Reject (5-10-0) 
Prop. 167: Reject (5-10-0) 
Prop. 168: Accept (12-3-0) 
Prop. 170: Continue discussion. (0-4-11) 

Richard P. Korf, Secretary, 
Plant Pathology Herbarium, Cornell University, 

Ithaca, NY 14853, U.S.A. 

SECOND REPORT OF THE SUBCOMMITTEE FOR FAMILY 
NAMES OF PTERIDOPHYTA 

The decisions of the Subcommittee on proposals to include a list of all family names of Pteridophyta 
in Appendix II of the Code and to conserve the family names Dicksoniaceae, Pteridaceae, Adiantaceae, 
Aspidiaceae, Dryopteridaceae and Peranemataceae, are recorded in the previous Report (Taxon 35: 
686-691. 1986). 

In addition to this activity the Subcommittee has recently taken into consideration the following 
two topics which also concern the conservation of family names of Pteridophyta, although from a 
different point of view. 

1. As pointed out in the previous Report, the present Subcommittee was first established in 1975, 
essentially with the intent of preparing a list of all family names of Pteridophyta (like that of Sper- 
matophyta) to be included in Appendix II (Nomina familiarum conservanda) of the Code of Botanical 
Nomenclature. However, some changes introduced in the Code have greatly simplified the rules 
concerning the nomenclature of the families and completely removed the earlier complicated policy 
on the conservation of family names. Consequently the Subcommittee has rejected the proposal to 
have a list of all family names of Pteridophyta included in Appendix II. 

In consideration of the fact that the main aim for which the present Subcommittee was established 
has failed, and that no Subcommittee for family names exists for Algae, Fungi, Bryophyta and Fossil 
Plants, the Secretary proposed that the present Subcommittee be abolished and all proposals concerning 
the conservation of family names be examined and voted on, like any other kind of nomenclature 
proposals, by the regular Committee for Pteridophyta. 

Accordingly, the Secretary invited the other members of the Subcommittee to vote on his proposal. 
The pertinent mail ballot gave the following result: 

Votes: in favour of abolishing the Subcommittee for family names of Pteridophyta 5; in favour of 
keeping such a Subcommittee 0; not received 1. The proposal is accepted. 

Since the abolition of the Subcommittee for family names concerns the Committee for Pteridophyta 
as well, the above-mentioned proposal was submitted for examination and voting also to the members 
of this Committee. The pertinent mail ballot gave the following result: 

Votes: in favour of abolishing the Subcommittee for family names of Pteridophyta 7; in favour of 
keeping such a Subcommittee 0; not received 1. The proposal is accepted. 
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