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(40-41) Proposals to amend Art. 7 regarding para- and paralectotypes. 

In order to clarify the term paratype and to designate a proper term for the residuum when a 
lectotype has been selected from among syntypes, we propose the following (for an extended discussion, 
see H. V. Hansen and 0. Seberg, Taxon 33: 707-710. 1984). 

Proposal (40). Remove the first sentence defining the term paratype from the second footnote in 'Guide 
for the Determination of Types' (p. 80, ICBN 1983), insert it after Art. 7.7. 'A syntype ...' as Art. 
7.8, and reword it as follows: 

7.8. A paratype is a specimen or other element cited in the protologue that is neither the holotype 
nor an isotype or the syntypes when two or more specimens simultaneously were designated as types. 

Change the second footnote (p. 80) in the 'Guide for the Determination of Types' by replacing the 
first sentence defining the term paratype with: 

'**A paratype is defined in Article 7.8. In most cases ....' 

Proposal (41). Insert as a new Article (7.9) the definition of the new term paralectotype as follows: 

7.9. A paralectotype is a specimen or other element cited in the protologue that, prior to lectotyp- 
ification, was included among the syntypes, and is not the selected lectotype or a duplicate thereof. 

Resequence the rest of Article 7. 

Proposed by: H. V. Hansen and 0. Seberg, Institute of Systematic Botany, 140 Gothersgade, DK- 
1123 Copenhagen K, Denmark. 

(42-44) Three Proposals to Amend the Code. 

(42) Proposal to amend Art. 13.1(d) and add new paragraph. 

Delete first sentence, and substitute: 
FUNGI (including Myxomycetes and lichen-forming fungi and Uredinales, Ustilaginales, and Gas- 

teromycetes, but excluding all other Basidiomycetes), 1 May 1753 (Linnaeus, Species Plantarum, ed. 
I). 

Change (e) to (f) and (f) to (g) and add a new paragraph (e): 
(e) BASIDIOMYCETES (excepting Ustilaginales, Uredinales, Gasteromycetes), Jan. 1, 1821 (Fries 

Systema Mycologicum, vol. 1; vol. 1 treated as having appeared on Jan. 1, 1821, and the Elenchus 
Fungorum (1828) is treated as a part of the Systema). Names of Basidiomycetes (excepting Ustilag- 
inales, Uredinales, and Gasteromycetes) published in other works between the dates of the first and 
last (vol. 3, part 2 of the Index) parts of the Systema which are synonyms or homonyms of names of 
any of the Basidiomycetes described in the Systema do not affect the nomenclatorial status of names 
accepted by Fries in this work; if they are names or epithets not accepted by Fries in Systema and 
not synonymous with any of these, but taken over from pre-1821 literature, they are considered as 
validating the respective pre-1821 names or epithets with the date of their actual publication (after 
Jan. 1, 1821) if otherwise validly published. 

Replacing the starting point rules of previous Codices of 74 years standing by introducing a set of 
"sanctioned names" (those used by Fries in Systema) and returning to the 1753 (Linnaeus) starting 
point appears to have been motivated by a desire to improve the situation with respect to Ascomycetes 
and Deuteromycetes, and may well have done so; however, it has turned out to be insufficient as a 
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substitute for Art. 13.1 (f) of the pre-Sydney Code as far as the Agaricales are concerned. Among other 
reasons, many of the best known and current names of species of the North temperate zone were 
introduced by Fries independently of Systema, or by other authors, but these were found to be 
synonyms or homonyms of pre-1821 names. The latter, under the 1978 and earlier Codes, were not 
validly published; but on the basis of the Sydney rules they would have to be admitted with their 
respective priority. Furthermore, the Sydney rules lack clarity; for example Art. 14 (as it stands after 
Sydney) and Art. 63 are in contradiction in cases where the sanctioned name is at the same time a 
superfluous name. Furthermore, the Sydney rules are in contradiction to the stipulation of the Preamble 
which states: "The Code aims at the provision of a stable method of naming taxonomic groups, 
avoiding and rejecting names which may cause error and ambiguity or throw science into confusion. 
Next in importance is the useless creation of names." 

The promoters of the Sydney rules claimed that few name changes would result from these rules, 
but within the Basidiomycetes as defined above these claims are partly erroneous and generally 
exaggerated. None of the promoters of the Sydney rules was an agaricologist. Singer and Machol 
(Mycotaxon 18: 191-200. 1983) have shown that, taking as a typical example the genus Russula, some 
of the most familiar and generally accepted names of species would have to be replaced by formerly 
neglected names. That paper may mix nomenclature and taxonomy; but it does indicate how many 
name changes will be required if the 1753 starting point remains official. 

The difficulty of consulting 1753-1820 literature as now required is much greater than the difficulties 
of consulting literature of the 1821-1828 period, and much greater than anticipated. Our proposal 
especially benefits the large majority of institutes and taxonomists who work under less than favorable 
conditions of availability of old books. 

The groups of fungi subject to the provisions of Art. 13.1 (d) in our proposal have been determined 
by the criterion expressed in the question: which are the groups of fungi for which the application of 
the Sydney rules are most devastating and unsettling, and which are the groups where this can be 
shown most clearly? It may be that for some groups of Basidiomycetes the consequences are less grave 
than in others, but we have not seen fit to single these out and complicate the rules, inasmuch as the 
higher taxa of Basidiomycetes are not accepted by all or even most authors in the same way at present. 
We did not include the Gasteromycetes because these were historically governed by a different starting 
point rule and it should be up to specialists of that group to decide whether they also want to return 
to the pre-Sydney status. The same attitude should prevail for "fungi caeteri," Ascomycetes, and 
Deuteromycetes. 

(43) Proposal to add to Art. 18.4 and replace Ex. 5. 

Add to Art. 18.4: 
Scientific family names ("pseudovernacular" in contrast to vernacular names) of fungi with non- 

Latin endings such as "aces," "6es," or "azeen," must be corrected to bearing the ending "-aceae." 
Under these conditions the valid publication of the family is that of the original author. 

Replace Example 5 with: 
Ex. 5. Tricholomataceae Roze (as Tricholomees), Bull. Soc. Myc. Fr. 23: 112. 1876 first corrected 

to Tricholomataceae by Van Overeem, Bull. Jard. Bot. Buitenzorg 9: 19. 1927 is considered to have 
been validly published 1876, not Tricholomataceae Heim ex Pouzar, Ceska Mykologie 37: 175. 1983. 

Several large and important families of Agaricales were (when originally published) given names 
with French or German endings. Some of these are still of long-standing general use. For two of these 
families later synonymous names have been proposed. In the case of the Tricholomataceae for example, 
one of these later synonyms would replace Roze's name if the latter were invalid because of its French 
ending. Names meant to be scientific names, based on a valid generic name with a non-Latin ending, 
are not vernacular names. In order to avoid the introduction of a list of conserved family names for 
fungi, and in accord with current practice by specialists (Ktihner, Jiilich, and others), our proposal is 
herewith formulated. It is similar to a proposal by Petersen (Taxon 23: 654-658. 1974) and, like the 
latter, remains restricted to fungi. 

Note: The announced future (but at this time not formally introduced) proposal of conservation of 
the families Tricholomataceae and Cortinariaceae (Pouzar, Ceska Mykologie 37: 172-176. 1983) opens 
up a possible alternative to our proposal. If at least these two families are proposed to be conserved 
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and the proposal reaches the Committee on Fungi and Lichens in competition with our proposal, a 
preference by mycologists in favor of conservation would cause us to withdraw our proposal. What 
is necessary is some positive action to be incorporated in the next Code. 

(44) Proposal to delete Ex. 10 "Secretan ..." in Art. 23.6(c). 

The example to be deleted does not exemplify what its author had hoped. Secretan's fungus names 
are consistent with the Linnaean system of binary nomenclature for species, and this is all that Art. 
23.6(c) requires. If some names of species have epithets consisting of more than one word, they should 
be treated according to the provision of Art. 23.1, second sentence-which loses its sense entirely if 
epithets consisting of more than one word were to be considered invalid. Fries and others have been 
treated in this way without leading anyone to the absurd conclusion that in their works the Linnaean 
system of binary nomenclature is not consistently employed. A discussion as to whether epithets with 
two words make the name to which they are attached "binomial" or "trinomial" is in our opinion 
beside the point since the words binomial, trinomial, etc. do not occur in Art. 23 at all and cannot 
be found in the Index to the International Code. A detailed discussion of this proposal appeared in 
Taxon, pp. 251-255 (1977). 

Proposed by: Rolf Singer and Patricio Ponce de Le6n, Field Museum of Natural History, Chicago, IL 
60605, U.S.A., Robert E. Machol, Northwestern University, Evanston, IL 60201, U.S.A., and Alex- 
ander H. Smith, University of Michigan, Ann Arbor, MI 48014, U.S.A. 
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