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cringe when I am asked to write epithets such as brassicifolia, urticifolia and opuntiiflora when the 
epithets are supposed to mean having the leaf or flower of Brassica, of Urtica and of Opuntia. This 
seems an arbitrary and inconsistent requirement, and should not be in the Code. 

I propose deletion of Examples 11 and 12 from Art. 73.8 and substitution of others which do not 
suggest grammatical incorrectness. 

I further propose that Rec. 73G. 1 be either deleted or rewritten so that it does not contain incon- 
sistencies or grammatically incorrect requirements. I cannot carry my proposal so far as to suggest a 
rewording, as I do not pretend to understand all of the objectives or even some of the meanings of 
the recommendation as presently written. I am not sure, either, that the rank and file taxonomists, 
for whose use the Code exists, understand this recommendation much better than I do. 

I hesitate to propose deletion of Art. 73.8, as we should reserve the right to correct true errors, so 
long as it is clear that they are really errors, such as in grammatical construction. The first sentence 
of Rec. 73G. 1 should be emphasized if the recommendation is retained. 

Proposed by: F. R. Fosberg, Botany Dept., Smithsonian Institution, Washington, DC 20560, U.S.A. 

(275)-(287) Proposals to amend the Code. 

(275) Proposal to add to the Preamble as 10 the following and change existing 10 to 11: 

"Should any uncertainty in interpreting the meaning of words used in the Code arise, An Annotated 
Glossary of Botanical Nomenclature, Regnum vegetabile 56 (1969), or its most recent up-date, should 
be taken as a guide for clarification." 

Comment: Many of the conditions which led to the setting up of the special committee that produced 
An Annotated Glossary of Botanical Nomenclature, published as Regnum vegetabile 56 in 1969, and 
mentioned in its Introduction, still apply today. While this document is very useful in clarifying the 
meaning of words used in each version of the Code, it has, as the last paragraph in its Introduction 
states, no official standing under the Code. While there is no intention in this proposal to give that 
document official standing under the Code by having it mentioned, it or an updated version of it, 
should be recorded somewhere in the published Code as a guide for clarification. Many users concede 
that the wording of certain articles, recommendations or examples in the present Code are ambiguous. 
Reference to the above Glossary goes a long way to interpreting the intent of that wording. This 
publication is already mentioned in the Preface of the present Code but in connection with another 
matter. 

(276) Proposal to modify Article 7.4 to read: 

"7.4. If no holotype was indicated by the author who describes a taxon, or when the holotype has 
been lost or destroyed, or when a designated holotype is found to consist of material of more than 
one taxon, a lectotype or a neotype as a substitute for it may be designated. A lectotype always takes 
precedence over a neotype. An isotype, if such exists and is part of the original material, must be 
chosen as the lectotype. If no such isotype exists, a lectotype must be chosen from among the syntypes, 
if such exist. If neither an examined isotype nor a syntype nor any of the original material is extant, 
a neotype may be selected." 

Comment: The proposed wording removes any possible conflict between Art. 7.4 and Art. 7.5. A 
lectotype has to come from the original material only. Any duplicate including isotypes (Art. 7.6) not 
seen by the publishing author of a name up to time of publication of that name is not part of the 
original material. Such an isotype cannot be selected as a lectotype. 

(277) Proposal to modify wording of Article 21.3 to read: 

"21.3. The epithet of the name of a subgenus or section is not to be formed from the name of the 
genus to which it belongs by adding the prefix Eu-. Names incorporating such epithets are to be 
rejected as not validly published." 
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Comment: The epithet is part of the name of a subgenus or section not of the subgenus or section 
itself. The present Code gives no guidance as to how names published in contravention of Art. 21.3 
should be treated. For example Stypandra subgenus Eustypandra was published by J. G. Baker, Journal 
of the Linnean Society, Botany 15: 355 (1876). Under the Code this is not acceptable. Judging from 
the wording of Article 24.3 this name should be treated as not validly published. The second sentence 
of this proposal is designed therefore to render this Article consistent with Article 24.3. Being not 
validly published, such names have no standing under the Code following Article 6.6. 

(278) Proposal to correct wording of Article 24.3 to read: 

"24.3. Infraspecific epithets such as typicus, originalis, originarius, genuinus, verus, and veridicus, 
purporting to indicate the taxon containing the nomenclatural type of the name of the next highest 
taxon, are inadmissible and cannot be validly published except where they repeat the specific epithet 
because Art. 26 requires their use." 

Comment: Nomenclatural types are types of names not types of taxa. 

(279) Proposal to correct spelling of names in Article 32 Ex. 6 to accord with Articles 32.5, 73.7 and 
73.10: 

i.e. Cymbopogon martinii and Andropogon martinii. 

(280) Proposal to add to end of Article 32.5: 

"(see also Art. 73.10)." 

Comment: Article 73.10 has a cross-reference to Article 32.5. The reverse should also apply. 

(281) Proposal to correct wording of Article 63 Example 7 to read: 

"Ex. 7. Exclusion of type by implication: Cedrus Duhamel (1755) is a legitimate name even though 
Juniperus L. was cited as a synonym. Only some of the species of Juniperus L. were included in Cedrus 
by Duhamel and the differences between the two genera were discussed, Juniperus (including the type 
of its name) being recognized in the same work as an independent genus." 

Comment: As worded this is a confusion of nomenclatural and taxonomic senses of the words 
"Cedrus" and "Juniperus" in a mixture of past and present tense. It is the name that is legitimate but 
the taxon that includes or excludes species. The type of the name is not type of the taxon. 

(282) Proposal to add to Article 63: 

"63.5. The inclusion of an existing published name with a question mark does not render the published 
name superfluous. 
Ex. 13. In publishing Blandfordia grandiflora in 1810 Robert Brown (Prodr. 296) included "Aletris 
punicea. Labill.... ?" in his protologue indicating his species may be that Labillardiere described as 
A. punicea in 1805. Blandfordia grandiflora is treated as legitimate. Labillardiere's species is taxo- 
nomically distinct from Brown's. 

Comment: Article 34.2 deals with names published with a question mark in relation to their valid 
publication. Such names expressing taxonomic doubt are accepted as validly published in spite of the 
question mark i.e. the question mark is disregarded in relation to valid publication. The case covered 
by the above proposal is allied to that covered by Article 34.2 but there are subtle differences between 
them. 

Here it is proposed that the mark indicating taxonomic doubt be given utmost importance leading 
to exclusion of the previously published name when considering the legitimacy of the name in question. 
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(283) Proposal to correct Art. H.3.1 to read: 

"H.3.1. Hybrids between representatives of two or more taxa may receive a name. The hybrid nature 
of the taxon is indicated by placing the multiplication sign x before the name of an intergeneric hybrid 
or before the epithet of the name of an interspecific hybrid, or by prefixing the term 'notho-' (optionally 
abbreviated 'n-') to the term denoting the rank of hybrids between infraspecific taxa (see Art. 4.1). 
All such taxa are designated nothotaxa." 

Comment: The "epithet" in the present Art. H.3.1 is part of a name not of an interspecific hybrid. 
The term "notho" is added to the term denoting rank of a hybrid between infraspecific taxa (see Art. 
H.3.1 Ex. 1 and Art. 24.1). 

(284) Proposal to correct Article H.3.3 to read: 

"H.3.3. The epithet of a nothospecies' name is termed a collective epithet." 

Comment: The epithet is part of a name not of a taxon. 

(285) Proposal to correct Article H.8.1 to read: 

"H.8. 1. When the name or epithet of a name of a nothotaxon is a condensed formula (Arts. H.6 and 
H.7), the parental names used in formation of that name must be those which are correct for the 
particular circumscription, position, and rank accepted for the parental taxa." 

Comment: "Epithet" in the wording of the Article relates to part of a name not part of a nothotaxon. 

(286) Proposal to modify T.3 of the Guide for Determination of Types to read: 

"T.3. A lectotype may be chosen only when an author failed to designate a holotype, or when, for 
species or taxa of lower rank, the type of its name has been lost or destroyed, or the designated holotype 
is found to consist of material of more than one taxon (Art. 7.4)." 

Comment: The existing wording of T.3 is not correct. The listed reasons are not the only instances 
where a lectotype is chosen. An additional instance is included in the proposed rewording. 

(287) Proposal to correct T.4(c) of the Guide for Determination of Types to read: 

"(c). If a holotype was designated by the original author and has been lost or destroyed, an isotype 
(Art. 7.6), if such exists and was part of the original material, must be chosen as the lectotype. If no 
holotype was designated by the original author and if syntypes (Art. 7.7) exist, one of them must be 
chosen as the lectotype. If no holotype was designated by the original author and if no syntypes are 
extant, the lectotype should be chosen from among duplicates of the syntypes (isosyntypes), if such 
exist and formed part of the original material. 

If neither an isotype that was part of the original material, a syntype, nor an isosyntype that was 
part of the original material is extant, a paratype if such exists, may be chosen as lectotype. Duplicates 
of the original material (i.e. duplicates not seen by the publishing author) can be eligible for selection 
as a neotype only. (See T.5, Art. 7.4, Art. 7.8.)" 

Comment: As presently worded T.4(c) can conflict with T.4(a). As presently understood the words 
"original material" are considered to mean nomenclaturally any of the plant specimens, illustrations, 
or descriptions available to the author of a name of a taxon and used in the preparation of the 
protologue (see Guide T.4(a) and Regnum vegetabile 56: 20 (1969)). 

An isotype or isosyntype may not necessarily have been seen by a publishing author of a name and 
hence such a duplicate is not part of the original material. By Art. 7.5 these cannot be selected as 
lectotype. At best then they can be selected as neotype (Art. 7.8). 

Proposed by: R. J. F. Henderson, Queensland Herbarium, Meiers Road, Indooroopilly 4068, Australia. 
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