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in Appendix III (Nomina generica conservanda et rejicienda) Section VIII (Fungi [including lichen- 
forming fungi]). These changes are entirely consistent with the provision that for nomenclatural 
purposes names given to lichens shall be considered as applying to their fungal component in Art. 
13.1 (d). As other nutritional groups of fungi are not distinguished in the Code or name of the Com- 
mittee, it is clearly inappropriate to retain the present name. To do so implies that "Fungi" and 
"Lichens" are exclusive categories, an outdated concept. The use of "Fungi" alone automatically 
includes all lichen-forming taxa (see Ainsworth and Bisby's Dictionary of the Fungi, 7th edn, 1983). 
The Committee for Algae is responsible for any proposals relating to the included photosynthetic 
partners in lichen associations. 

Proposed by: D. L. Hawksworth, CAB International Mycological Institute, Ferry Lane, Kew, Surrey 
TW9 3AF, UK. 

(168) Proposal to delete the following phrase from Art. 13.1(d), lines 4-5: "and lichen-forming fungi". 

This proposal aims at restoring the wording accepted at Sydney, the cited phrase being an addition 
by the Editorial Committee. The question is of little practical importance, as the number of lichen 
names adopted in Systema Mycologicum is quite low (see following paper). In principle, however, it 
is important that the taxonomically artificial boundary between lichenized and non-lichenized fungi 
be deleted from the Code wherever it is possible so to do. 

Proposed by: L. Holm and R. Santesson, Institute of Systematic Botany, University of Uppsala, P.O. 
Box 541, S-751 21 Uppsala, Sweden; and D. L. Hawksworth, CAB International Mycological Institute, 
Ferry Lane, Kew, Surrey TW9 3AF, UK. 

Changes which would arise from the extension of sanctioning to the names of lichen-forming fungi. 

Summary 
Attention is drawn to name changes that could arise if lichen-forming fungi were subjected to 

sanctioning under Art. 13.1(d) of the Sydney Code. Eleven cases where name changes would occur 
are identified, several involving very familiar and widespread species. In addition four others could 
be required as a result of future taxonomic clarifications. Fourteen other sanctioned names are noted 
which do not cause an immediate threat to currently accepted names. In addition, there are 11 generic 
and four species names mentioned in the Introduction to the Systema which are not listed in the 
Index and which some mycologists would regard as unsanctioned; if they were not, three generic 
names could require conservation. 

Such changes are a small sacrifice to pay for avoiding the need to make biological decisions before 
applying the Code. 

Introduction 
Lichen-forming fungi are exempted from the sanctioning procedures for other Fungi under Art. 

13.1(d) of the Sydney Code. It has been suggested that this was an accidental editorial change contrary 
to decisions taken in Sydney (Holm, 1985) and Prop. 168 to delete this exemption has been made 
above (Holm, Santesson and Hawksworth, 1986). This exemption means that decisions on the biology 
of fungi have to be taken before it is possible to decide whether the sanctioning procedures should be 
applied or not. However, an increasing number of situations are coming to light in which the biological 
status of the fungi is unclear (Hawksworth, 1978; Hawksworth and Hill, 1984). If deletion is accepted, 
then an area for potential debate would disappear from the Code, resulting in a more straightforward 
unequivocal Code. 

The names of lichen-forming fungi have hitherto been explicitly exempt from the sanctioning 
procedures in the pre-Sydney Codes where a distinction between Fungi and Lichenes was made. It 
would therefore be unwise to change this long-established position without a survey of the nomen- 
clatural changes that would result. A comparison of the indices in Fries (1832) and Zahlbruckner 
(1933-34) revealed that 115 binomials were common to both compilations. However, on examination 
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most of these were found to be instances where species now known to be either non-lichenized (e.g. 
Sarea resinae (E. M. Fries) Kunze) or lichenicolous (e.g. Sphinctrina turbinata (Pers.) de Not.) were 
involved (i.e. where the sanctioning procedures already apply), or species incidentally mentioned by 
Fries (1821-32) which were not treated in detail but excluded because he regarded them as lichenized. 
For example, the species listed as excluded from Sphaeria (Fries, 1828: 527) and Trichia (Fries, 1829: 
189). Fries did not give an opinion as to whether or not such names were to be used, and as they 
were listed in italic type in the Index I do not feel they could be regarded as accepted by Fries and 
sanctioned if the exemption was deleted. 

In addition, attention is drawn here to several names of lichenized taxa mentioned in the Introduction 
to the first volume of the Systema which were evidently accepted by Fries but are not mentioned at 
all in the Index. These are listed separately below but perhaps could also be treated as sanctioned if 
the exemption was deleted. 

The object of this contribution is to draw attention to all the cases which I have been able to identify 
where name changes would or could result from subjecting the names of lichen-forming fungi to the 
sanctioning procedures. Having drawn attention to the extent of name changes that could be involved, 
it will be for the botanical community at large, and lichenologists in particular, to consider whether 
the proposed pragmatic approach of subjecting the names of lichen-forming fungi to sanctioning would 
have too deleterious an effect on well-known generic and species names. I feel it is a modest sacrifice 
to make in view of the large numbers of name changes that repeatedly arise for other reasons. 

Name Changes That Would Occur 

1. Arthonia tumidula (Achar.) Achar. to A. cinnabarina (DC.) Wallr. 
On p. 166 of the Index to the Systema, Sphaeria gregaria "Sowerby" (Col. Fig. Engl. Fung. 3: t. 

375, f. 5. 1803) [almost certainly not a new taxon but S. gregaria Weigel, Obs. Bot. 43. 1772] is stated 
to be "Coniocarp. cinnabarr.", i.e. Coniocarpon cinnabarinum DC. (in Lam. & DC., Fl. Franc., ed. 
3, 2: 323. 1805). The correct name for this common lichen is currently Arthonia tumidula (Achar.) 
Achar. (Neues J. Bot. 1(3): 11. 1806; Spiloma tumidula Achar., Methodus 11. 1803) as discussed by 
Hawksworth (Field Studies 3: 559. 1972). If such mentions in the Index were treated as sanctioned, 
then the name A. cinnabarina (DC.) Wallr. (F1l. Crypt. Germ. 1: 320. 1831), which was generally used 
for this species prior to 1972, would again have to be taken up for it. 

2. Chiodecton sanguineum (Swartz) Vainio to C. rubrocinctum (Ehrenb.) Nyl. 
Fries (1832: 289) would be regarded as having sanctioned Hypochnus rubrocinctus Ehrenb. (in Nees, 

Horae Phys. Berol. 84. 1820) over Byssus sanguineus Swartz (Nov. Gen. Sp. P1l. Prodr. 148. 1788) 
which Fries listed as a synonym. Ehrenberg's epithet would therefore have to be used if sanctioning 
was accepted for names of lichens; the correct name would become Chiodecton rubrocinctum (Ehrenb.) 
Nyl. (Bot. Zeit. 20: 278. 1862). Such a name change for this well-known tropical species would be 
unfortunate. 

Chiodecton Achar. (Syn. Meth. Lich. 108. 1814), itself a generic name not treated by Fries, would 
not require conservation over Hypochnus "Fr. ex" Ehrenb. as the non-lichenized Hypochnus E. M. 
Fries (Observ. Mycol. 2: 278. 1818) was sanctioned by Fries (Syst. Mycol. 1: xlv, 450. 1821); this 
latter name was lectotypified on H. ferrugineus (Pers.) E. M. Fries by Donk (Taxon 6: 75-80. 1957), 
a species now generally called Tomentella subferruginea (Burt) Donk; however, H. ferrugineus was 
excluded and placed in Thelephora by Fries (Elench. Fung. 1: 198. 1828). The nomenclaturally distinct 
Hypochnus "E. M. Fries ex" Ehrenb. (loc. cit.) would only threaten Chiodecton if the latest use by 
Fries was treated as the sanctioned one in view of the treatment of Fries (Syst. Mycol. 3: 289. 1832); 
this has been typified by H. rubrocinctus (see Donk, Reinwardtia 2: 438. 1954). 

3. Cliostomum graniforme (K. G. Hagen) Coppins to C. corrugatum (Achar.) E. M. Fries 
Lecidea corrugata Achar. (Syn. Meth. Lich. 18. 1814) would become treated as sanctioned by Fries 

as Rhytisma corrugatum (Achar.) E. M. Fries (Syst. Mycol. 2: 565. 1823; Elench. Fung. 2: 127. 1828). 
This species is synonymous with Cliostomum graniforme (K. G. Hagen) Coppins (Lichenologist 12: 
106. 1980; Lichen graniformis K. G. Hagen, Tent. Hist. Lich. 47. 1782) and, if sanctioning included 
lichen-forming names, C. corrugatum (Achar.) E. M. Fries (Lichenogr. Eur. Reform. 455. 1831) would 
have to be taken up for this well-known species. 
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4. Dictyonema pavonium (Swartz) Parmasto to D. glabratum (Sprengel) ined. 
Thelephora glabrata Sprengel (K. Svensk Vetensk. Akad. Handl. 1820: 51. 1820) is accepted by 

Fries (Syst. Mycol. 1: 438. 1821) and in Elench. Fung. 1: 175 (1828), and on p. 188 of the Index, T. 
pavonia Swartz (Fl. Ind. Occid. 3: 1930. 1806) is given as a synonym of T. glabrata. T. pavonia was 
introduced to replace Ulva montana Swartz (Nov. Gen. Sp. P1l. Prodr. 148. 1788) a later homonym 
of the alga U. montana Lightf. (F1l. Scot. 2: 973. 1777). Accepting the synonymy and taxonomy proposed 
by Parmasto (Nova Hedwigia 29: 99-144. 1978) in the light of sanctioning of lichen-forming taxa, 
Sprengel's epithet "glabratum" would have to be taken up in a new combination and used for this 
taxon, perhaps the commonest and best known of the tropical basidiolichens. This combination is 
not made here (Art. 34.3). 

5. Dimerella diluta (Pers.) Trevisan to D. pineti (Schrader ex Achar.) V6zda 
Peziza diluta Pers. (Syn. Meth. Fung. 2: 668. 1801), the epithet-bringing synonym of Dimerella 

diluta (Pers.) Trevisan (Rec. Ist. Lomb. 13: 66. 1880), is an earlier homonym of the sanctioned P. 
diluta E. M. Fries (Syst. Mycol. 2: 63. 1822) and thus would be rejected if the deletion was made. The 
correct name for D. diluta becomes D. pineti (Schrader ex Achar.) V6zda (Lich. Sel. Exs. no. 1279. 
1975) based on the first available unsanctioned species name (Lecidea pineti Schrader ex Achar., 
Lichenogr. Universalis 195. 1810). This name change was introduced by V6zda under the pre-Sydney 
Code as then P. diluta Pers. was not validly published under Art. 43.1. Although this is no longer the 
case under the revised Art. 13.1(d), V6zda's combination would be re-instated by extending sanctioning 
to lichen-forming fungi, a treatment which has already been taken up by some authors (e.g. Santesson, 
Lich. Norway Sweden 116. 1984). 

It should also be noted that D. pineti would be sanctioned over Peziza virens Albertini & Schweinitz 
(Consp. Fung. Lusat. 338. 1805). On p. 139 of the Index to the Systema this is indicated to be a 
synonym of "Biatora vernalis pineti", should that also prove to belong to the same species. 

6. Lecanidion Endl. to Patellaria E. M. Fries 
Patellaria E. M. Fries (Syst. Mycol. 2: 158. 1822) is a sanctioned name but Lecanidion Endl. (Fl. 

Poson. 46. 1830) has been used for this fungus genus as Fries' name is a later homonym of Patellaria 
Pers. (Ann. Bot. (Usteri) 7: 22. 1794), a synonym of Caloplaca Th. Fr. nom. cons. according to Riedl 
(Taxon 27: 302-303. 1978; but see Hawksworth, Lichenologist 14: 131-137. 1982). If lichen names 
were subjected to sanctioning, the sanctioned Patellaria E. M. Fries would have to be re-instated and 
Lecanidion considered a synonym of Fries' name. Because both names are regularly found in the 
literature, this change would cause little disruption to mycologists. About 10 species are involved, 
which are mainly bark and wood saprophytes. Most already have combinations published in Patellaria. 

7. Omphalina pseudoandrosacea (Bull.) Moser to 0. ericetorum (Pers.) M. Lange 
Agaricus ericetorum Pers. (Observ. Mycol. 1: 50. 1796), the correct basionym of the lichenized 

Omphalina ericetorum (Pers.) M. Lange ex Bigelow (Mycologia 62: 13. 1970), was sanctioned by Fries 
(1821: 165). However, Fries (loc. cit.) cited A. umbelliferus L. (Sp. P1l. 2: 1175. 1753) as a synonym 
but later took up Linnaeus' name in preference to his own, sanctioning A. umbelliferus (Elench. Fung. 
1: 22. 1828; Syst. Mycol. 3 (index): 46. 1832). Linnaeus' epithet has been used by some authors for 
this species (e.g. Santesson, Lich. Norway Sweden 215. 1984) but this is questionable because Linnaeus 
was most probably dealing with a species of Mycena on leaves (S. Redhead, in litt.). 

If sanctioning is not accepted for lichenized taxa, A. ericetorum must be rejected when first mentioned 
by Persoon (loc. cit.) because it was illegitimate as a superfluous name for A. pseudoandrosaceus Bull. 
(Herb. France pl. 276. 1786) and must be typified through Bulliard's plate, which could be the lichenized 
fungus Omphalina alpina (Britzelmayr) Bresinsky & Stangl (syn. 0. luteovitellina (Pilit & Nannf.) M. 
Lange; V. Demoulin, in litt.) or 0. grisella (Weinm.) Moser (R. Watling, in litt.). It should be noted, 
however, that this complex situation is still under discussion as regards to both species concepts and 
the application of these and other unsanctioned epithets. The precise results of the effects sanctioning 
would have cannot therefore be asserted at this time. 

8. Psoroma Nyl. to Triclinium F6e? 
Triclinium F6e (Essai Crypt. Ecorc. 147. 1825) and its single original species T. cinchonarum F6e 

would become sanctioned by Fries (Syst. Mycol. 3: 288. 1832). If the treatment of T. cinchonarum 
as Psoroma cinchonarum (F6e) Miill. Arg. (Flora 68: 516. 1885) were correct, then F6e's generic name 
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would threaten Psoroma (Achar.) Michx. (F1l. Bor.-Amer. 2: 321. 1803), a well-known macrolichen 
genus containing about 50 species which mostly occur in the Southern Hemisphere. According to 
Jorgensen (Opera Bot. 45: 113. 1978) Triclinium should be accepted as a genus in its own right 
distinct from Psoroma. If that is indeed so, the conservation of Psoroma over Triclinium that would 
otherwise be required can be avoided. 

9. Strigula complanata (F6e) Mont. to S. orbicularis E. M. Fries 
Strigula orbicularis E. M. Fries (Linnaea 5: 549. 1830) was accepted in Roman type on p. 184 of 

the Index (as "orbiculare") to the Systema. If the sanctioning rules were extended it would be accepted 
as sanctioned. In that event, S. orbicularis would have to be taken up for the well-known pantropical 
S. complanata (F6e) Mont. (in Sagra, Hist. phys. Cuba [Bot., P1. Cell.] 9(2): 94. 1842 [preprint]; 
Phyllocharis complanata F6e, Essai Crypt. Ecorc. xciv, 1825). 

10. Strigula elegans (Fe) Miill. Arg. to S. smaragdula E. M. Fries 
As in the preceding case, Strigula smaragdula E. M. Fries (Linnaea 5: 550. 1830) was given in 

Roman type on p. 184 of the Index to the Systema so would have to be regarded as sanctioned over 
S. elegans (F&e) Miill. Arg. (Linnaea 43: 41. 1880; Phyllocharis elegans FRe, Essai Crypt. Ecorc. xciv. 
1825), perhaps the best known foliicolous lichen which is extremely common with a broad pantropical 
distribution. This would be a most unfortunate change. 

11. Xylographa abietina (Pers.) Zahlbr. to X. parallela (Achar.) Belhen & Derber. 
Fries (Syst. Mycol. 2: 197. 1822) would be regarded as having sanctioned Stictis parallela (Achar.) 

E. M. Fries (Lichen parallelus Achar., Lichenogr. Suec. Prodr. 23. 1798) over Hysterium abietinum 
Pers. (Observ. Mycol. 1: 31. 1796), listing Persoon's name as a synonym. If sanctioning were applied 
Acharius' epithet would have to be adopted. Both names are still frequently encountered in the 
lichenological literature and the change would cause little inconvenience. 

Changes That Could Occur 
In addition to changes that would have to be adopted, four instances were identified where changes 

could occur when the taxonomic situation has been clarified. 

1. Calicium lenticulare Achar. 
Calicium lenticulare Achar. (K. Svensk Vetensk. Akad. Handl. 1816: 262. 1816), the epithet of which 

was probably taken from Trichia lenticularis Hoffm. (Veg. Crypt. 2: 16. 1790), was rejected by Tibell 
(Symb. Bot. Upsal. 21(2): 27. 1975) as superfluous as several earlier names were given as synonyms, 
of which the earliest validly published one appears to be Mucor sphaerocephalus L. (Sp. P1. 2: 1185. 
1753; Calicium sphaerocephalum (L.) Achar., Methodus 91. 1803), a taxon of doubtful affinity but 
possibly the common species now known as Calicium salicinum Pers., according to Santesson (Lich. 
Norway Sweden 69. 1984). However, if names mentioned only in the Index of the Systema were 
treated as sanctioned, C. lenticulare would assume this status as it is mentioned as the correct name 
for Mucor lichenoides L. (Sp. P1. 2: 1185. 1753) on p. 121 of the Index (1832), also one of the names 
mentioned by Acharius (loc. cit. 264. 1816) as a synonym of C. lenticulare. Tibell (in litt.) is, however, 
not now sure that C. lenticulare should be treated as superfluous as in his discussion Acharius gave 
indications of uncertainty of the synonymy. The application of C. lenticulare requires more critical 
study, but it could well prove to provide the correct name for either Calicium subquercinum Asah. 
or a species that would otherwise have had to be renamed C. sphaerocephalum if sanctioning were 
extended to lichen-forming fungi. In either case some name change would be unavoidable under the 
current rules if the identities of C. lenticulare or Mucor sphaerocephalus were clearly settled. 

2. Peziza mougeotii Pers. 
Peziza mougeotii Pers. (Mycol. Eur. 1: 289. 1822) would become sanctioned by Fries (Syst. Mycol. 

2: 135. 1822), who noted it might be lichenized (Elench. Fung. 2: 11. 1828). This taxon was treated 
as a form of Schismatomma abietinum (Humb.) Massal. by Zahlbruckner (Cat. Lich. Univ. 2: 552. 
1923), but as that epithet is not sanctioned and if the synonymy were confirmed, Persoon's epithet 
would have to be taken up, requiring a new combination. 

3. Pilacre weinmannii E. M. Fries 
Roesleria Thiimen & Pass. and its single species R. subterranea (Weinm.) Redhead (Can. J. Bot. 
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62: 2516. 1984; syn. R. hypogaea Thiimen & Pass.) appears to be generically distinct from and so is 
not threatened by the sanctioned Pilacre E. M. Fries (Syst. Orb. Veg. 1: 364. 1825: E. M. Fries, Syst. 
Mycol. 3: 204. 1829) and the single species included when sanctioned, P. weinmannii E. M. Fries. 
However, there seems a remote possibility that P. weinmannii could be lichenized as it reportedly 
occurs on trunks and branches rather than roots. If sanctioning covered lichenized taxa, this genus 
and species name could endanger the generic and specific name of, perhaps, Coniocybe pallida (Pers.) 
E. M. Fries (syn. C. nivea (Hoffm.) Arnold; see Keissler, Rabenh. Krypt.-F1. 9, 1(2): 696. 1938). Type 
material of relevant names must be studied before the effect sanctioning could have can be assessed. 
However, if names cited in the Introduction to the Systema were to also be treated as sanctioned, as 
Coniocybe appears there perhaps only a change in species epithet would arise. The typification of the 
genus name Pilacre is discussed further by Donk (Taxon 7: 239-240. 1958), whose conclusion is 
accepted here. 

4. Verrucaria tropica Achar. 
Verrucaria tropica Achar. (Lichenogr. Univers. 278, 1810) was stated to be a synonym of Sphaeria 

porphyrostoma Kunze (in Kunze & Schmidt, Mykol. Hefte 1: 91. 1817: E. M. Fries, Syst. Mycol. 2: 
465. 1828) by Fries (Elench. Fung. 2: 96. 1828). If this should really be the case, the extension of 
sanctioning would mean that a new combination with Kunze's epithet would unfortunately be needed 
in Trypethelium for the widespread tropical species now known as T. tropicum (Achar.) Miill. Arg. 
(Bot. Jahrb. 6: 393. 1885), even though Acharius' name is earlier. 

Other Names That Would Be Sanctioned 
Several other names of fungi which are or may prove to be lichen-forming, would become sanctioned. 

However, in the cases enumerated below, the sanctioning would not appear to lead to any changes in 
names at the present time. Nevertheless, a few of these are of uncertain application and might threaten 
currently accepted later names should their identity be clearly determined. 

1. Calicium cladoniscum Achar., Lichenogr. Univers. 241. 1810. Sphaeronaema cladonisca (Achar.) 
E. M. Fries, Observ. Mycol. 1: 188. 1815 : E. M. Fries, Syst. Mycol. 2: 837. 1823. Uncertain application, 
but probably in any case a non-lichenized fungus (Tibell, in litt.). 

2. Calicium ventricosum Achar., Lichenogr. Univers. 241. 1810. Sphaeronaema ventricosa (Achar.) 
E. M. Fries, Observ. Mycol. 1: 188. 1815: E. M. Fries, Syst. Mycol. 2: 537. 1823. This is the earliest 
epithet for a non-lichenized species of Caliciopsis to be discussed in a forthcoming paper by Tibell 
(in litt.). 

3. Limboria flexella Achar., K. Svensk. Akad. Handl. 1815: 258. 1815. Peziza flexella (Achar.) 
E. M. Fries: E. M. Fries, Syst. Mycol. 2: 152. 1823. Ptychographaflexella (Achar.) Coppins, Lichen- 

ologist 12: 107. 1980. An accepted species of Ptychographa. 

4. Opegrapha striatula Achar., Syn. Meth. Lich. 74. 1814. Hysterium striatulum (Achar.) E. M. Fries: 
E. M. Fries, Elench. Fung. 2: 140. 1828. Graphis striatula (Achar.) Sprengel, Syst. Veg., ed. 16, 4(1): 
250. 1827. Either a Melaspilea or an Opegrapha according to Wirth and Hale (Smithson. Contr. Bot. 
40: 21. 1978) but application uncertain. 

5. Peribotryon pavonii E. M. Fries: E. M. Fries, Syst. Mycol. 3: 288. 1832; as "pavoni" [? "pavonis" 
intended]. Chrysothrixpavonii (E. M. Fries) Laundon, Lichenologist 13: 117. 1981. An accepted species 
of Chrysothrix. 

6. Peziza chrysophaea Pers., Syn. Meth. Fung. 2: 674. 1801; Icon. Pict. Sp. Fung., fasc. 2: 17. 1803. 
Stictis chrysophaea (Pers.) Pers., Mycol. Eur. 1: 335. 1822: E. M. Fries, Syst. Mycol. 2: 194. 1822. 
Ramonia chrysophaea (Pers.) V6zda, Folia Geobot. Phytotax. Praha 1: 166. 1966. An accepted species 
of Ramonia. 

7. Sphaeria epidermidis E. M. Fries:E. M. Fries, Syst. Mycol. 2: 499. 1823. Uncertain application 
but could perhaps be regarded as sanctioned over Verrucaria punctiformis Achar. (Methodus 119. 
1803) which Fries said had some affinity with it. 
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8. Spiloma inustum Achar., Syn. Meth. Lich. 3. 1814. Sphaeria inusta (Achar.) E. M. Fries: E. M. 
Fries, Elench. Fung. 2: 88. 1828. Uncertain application. 

9. Stictis pallida Pers., Observ. Mycol. 2: 74. 1799: E. M. Fries, Syst. Mycol. 2: 196. 1822. Gyalecta 
pallida (Pers.) Boistel, Nouv. Fl. Lich. 2: 179. 1903. Not lichenized according to Lettau (Beih. Repert. 
Spec. Nov. Regni Veg. 69: 196. 1937) and treated as Cryptodiscus pallidus (Pers.) Corda by Sherwood 
(Mycotaxon 5: 90. 1977). 

10. Strigula effusa E. M. Fries, Linnaea 5: 550. 1830:E. M. Fries, Syst. Mycol. 3 (index): 184. 1832. 
Uncertain application, perhaps a sterile Echinoplaca according to Santesson (Symb. Bot. Upsal. 12 
(1): 145. 1952) so could affect some species of that genus if it were ever possible for it to be more 
precisely identified. It should be noted that the generic name Strigula E. M. Fries would also be 
sanctioned (Syst. Mycol. 2: 535. 1823). 

11. Strigula lobulosa E. M. Fries, Linnaea 5: 550. 1830: E. M. Fries, Syst. Mycol. 3 (index): 184. 1832. 
A partially lichenized Cephaleuros that cannot be determined further according to Santesson (Symb. 
Bot. Upsal. 12(1): 143. 1952). 

12. Thelephora roseocincta E. M. Fries, Linnaea 5: 530. 1830 [as 'rosco-cincta']: E. M. Fries, Syst. 
Mycol. 3 (index): 189. 1832. A form of Hypochnus rubrocinctus (see above) according to Zahlbruckner 
(Cat. Lich. Univ. 2: 498. 1923) but identity in need of confirmation. 

13. Tricharia F6e, Essai Crypt. Ecorc. lxxxvii. 1825: E. M. Fries, Elench. Fung. 2: 115. 1828; Syst. 
Mycol. 3 (index): 194. 1832. Currently accepted so no change would be involved. 

14. Tympanis saligna Tode, Fungi Mecklenb. 1: 24. 1790: E. M. Fries, Syst. Mycol. 2: 176. 1822; 
Elench. Fung. 2: 19. 1828. Currently accepted as the type species of Tympanis Tode, but it has been 
tentatively suggested it could be the common Cyphelium inquinans (Sm.) Trevisan by Zahlbruckner 
(Cat. Lich. Univ. 1: 665. 1922) which it pre-dates at both the genus (mentioned on p. xxiii in the 
Introduction to the Systema) and the species level. However, the illustrations of Tode (loc. cit., t. IV 
f. 37a-i) show strongly erumpent to stipitate apothecioid ascomata that do not closely resemble those 
of C. inquinans in my opinion. 

Names Mentioned in the Introduction but Not the Index 
In the discussion in the Introduction to the Systema (vol. 1, pp. i-lxvii. 1821), several names of 

lichen-forming taxa are nientioned which are not treated elsewhere either in the Systema or in the 
Elenchus, and which are not listed in the Index to the Systema. It is not clear if such names are to be 
regarded as sanctioned, and this matter is currently being debated separately, but for completeness 
they are listed here. 

Baeomyces Pers.; Fries (1821: xvii, xxiii) 
Biatora E. M. Fries; Fries (1821: xvii, xxiii) 
Calicium Pers.; Fries (1821: xvi, xxiii) 
Collema Wigg.; Fries (1821: xxiii) 
Collema limosum (Achar.) Achar.; Fries (1821: xx) 
Coniangium E. M. Fries; Fries (1821: xxiii) 
Coniocybe Achar.; Fries (1821: xxiii) 
Cornicularia pubescens (L.) Achar.; Fries (1821: xxi) 
Cyphelium Achar.; Fries (1821: xxiii) 
Graphis Adans.; Fries (1821: xxiii) 
Lecidea dryina Achar.; Fries (1921: xxiii) 
Lecidea icmadophila (L.) Achar.; Fries (1821: xvii) 
Lepraria Achar.; Fries (1821: xvi, xxiii) 
Lichina pygmaea (Lightf.) Agardh; Fries (1821: xxi) 
Limboria Achar.; Fries (1821: xxiii) 
Opegrapha Achar.; Fries (1821: xvi) 
Parmelia Achar.; Fries (1821: xiii) 
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Pyrenotea E. M. Fries; Fries (1821: xxiii) 
Solorina Achar.; Fries (1821: xiii) 
Spiloma paradoxum Achar.; Fries (1821: xxiii) 
Verrucaria Schrader; Fries (1821: xxiii) 

In the event that these names were to be treated as sanctioned: 

1. Arthonia Achar. is already conserved but Pyrenotea E. M. Fries, and possibly Coniangium E. M. 
Fries, would need to be added to the list of rejected names. 

2. Bactrospora Massal. would require conservation over Coniangium E. M. Fries if the latter proves 
to be typified by Lecidea dryina Achar. and not a species of Arthonia (see above). 

3. Biatora E. M. Fries would not require conservation over Biatora Achar. (as it does at present) and 
Stenhammerella Hertel (with the same type as Acharius' genus) could be retained. 

4. Limboria Achar. could threaten one of several genera depending on typification. 
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(169) Proposal to replace Art. 46.1 with "The author(s) who validly published a name should be 
indicated when it is necessary or useful." 

Comment: Article 46 may be one of the most venerable of the Code-it has survived essentially 
unaltered from A. de Candolle's Lois de la Nomenclature Botanique (1867), and it has hardly been 
called in question. Nevertheless the article seems debatable. At present it states: "For the indication 
of the name of a taxon to be accurate and complete, and in order that the date may be readily verified, 
it is necessary to cite the name of the author(s) who validly published the name concerned unless the 
provisions for autc.nyms apply". 

This seems to be a highly exaggerated statement. Author citations may of course be indispensable 
in taxonomic-nomenclatural investigations, but the botanical names are for the use of all kinds of 
botanists. In most contexts the indication of the plant name is sufficiently accurate and complete 
without author citation, and there is no need to verify the date. Certainly, in cases of homonymy the 
author should be indicated to avoid confusion, otherwise the author symbols often are a superfluous 
decoration. 

The Zoological Code is much more liberal, the relevant Art. 51 stating: "The name of the author 
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