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Yeo, P. F. 1974. Proposals to the Leningrad Congress on the nomenclature of hybrids. Taxon 23: 
677-684. 

Proposed by: P. F. Yeo, University Botanic Garden, Cambridge CB2 1JF, U.K. 

Incidental mention: For example ... 

In a report of the "Floral 
Committee.-- 

W. Marshall, Esq., in the chair.," published in the "Societies" 
column of the Gardners' Chronicle for November 1871 (p. 1425); "First-Class Certificates were 
awarded ... to Mr. Green, gr. to W.W. Saunders, Esq., for Lomatophyllum Sandersii, a green leaved 
species, margined with reddish spines; and Billbergia chlorosticta, a beautifully marked species from 
Brasil, the leaves being of a deep bronzy hue, spotted and mottled with green. Special Certificates 
were voted to Mr. Chaff, gr. to A. Smee, Esq.," etc. 

Lomatophyllum "Sandersii" may quite possibly be synonymous with L. borbonicum Willd. (1811) 
which has green leaves with a horny-toothed red border (cf. Roy. Hort. Soc. Dict. Gard. III: 1201. 
1956), but I cannot find L. sandersii in Index Kewensis, or anywhere else for that matter. I feel that 
it probably is considered an invalid publication and has been ignored. Billbergia chlorosticta, on the 
other hand, recently has been picked up and used to displace a formerly widely accepted name. There 
is still some question regarding taxonomic identification, but aside from that, these two names, are 
excellent examples of invalidly published names that fulfill all conditions of valid publication (including 
a description) that can be said to be by an author who does not intend to introduce the new name. 

Incidental mention, under Article 34.1 of the ICBN (1983) is defined in Art. 34.3 as "mention by 
an author [in this case anonymous] who does not intend to introduce the new name .... " There is 
no cited example of such a condition. It is perfectly clear that these names were used merely to cite 
awarded plants in an exhibition with no intention whatsoever of introducing a new name. I am in 
perfect accord with all who chose to ignore Lomatophyllum sandersii hort. as an invalid publication, 
and I hope to set the record straight regarding the same fate for Billbergia chlorosticta hort. ex Floral 
Committee Report, Gard. Chron. 1871: 1425. 1871. 

Much has been said, in committee and in print, regarding the lack of a "good example" of 'incidental 
mention,' with considerable pressure to have the provision deleted from the Code. Webster's New 
International Dictionary, 2nd ed. Unabridged (1959), defines incidental as "Happening as a chance 
or undesigned feature of something else, ... ." It also uses the words "casual, not of prime concern, 
subordinate ..." but it is undoubtedly the first definition that concerns us and probably was the one 
intended by the designers of this provision in the Code. There certainly is a possibility of misinter- 
pretation, lacking a clear example, but in the horticultural literature such as the examples above, the 
definition of 'incidental' would seem to be perfectly clear. The fact that Billbergia chlorosticta has 
recently been promoted as an acceptable validly published name from such a situation, demonstrates 
the need for retaining the provision and presenting a "good example" to clarify it once and for all. 
Recent examination of some of the older horticultural literature suggests that many similar cases exist 
that could be taken up, further destabilizing nomenclature, if the provision of 'incidental mention' is 
not clarified by example. 

It is very difficult to agree with Brummitt (198 1) that 'Publication of a name which fulfils the other 
requirements for valid publication cannot be only "mentioned incidentally."' A name published (even 
with a short descriptive phrase) as that of a plant winning a certificate of horticultural recognition is 
mentioned incidentally by the first definition mentioned above. I am unaware of "continued misuse" 
of the 'incidental mention' provision of the Code, but I do see a problem in taking up names that are 
published in lists or notes about winners of horticultural awards, as opposed to unintentionally, but 
validly, introducing a new name to science in a footnote, or wherever. 

No doubt many examples of "unintentional" publications of new names are widely accepted, but 
the citation of an example of a name being introduced simply as having been awarded a flower show 
certificate (including a descriptive phrase), clearly illustrates the difference between "unintentional" 
and "incidental." It may perhaps be necessary to make a distinction between incidental and intentional 
(but casual) introduction of new names, in footnotes or inserted casually in travel books, textbooks 
or whatever. Greuter's idea (1982) that "by not being applicable to a concrete case; it (the rule) was 
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dangerous," demonstrates a necessity for a "good example" in order to prevent such extreme inter- 
pretations as have been suggested. 

It is possible that everyone has been looking in the wrong place. The case of Billbergia chlorosticta 
is quite different from those cited as reasons for deleting this provision from the Code. It is not a case 
of casual or unintentional (or accidental) introduction. 

To the Editorial Committee, who I understand has not "been presented with a single case of a name 
rejected solely on the basis of this rule," I submit the above example. I reject the name Billbergia 
chlorosticta hort. ex Floral Committee as invalidly published, because it clearly exemplifies what was 
originally intended by the writers of the original provision as 'incidental mention' (Art. 34.1). 
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The autonym rules: A plea for stability. 

Some of the changes concerning autonyms made in the International Code at the 1981 Sydney 
Congress have prompted some adverse comments recently. Reveal (1983) has considered that the 
changes made constitute an occasion when the Code has been "wrenched by unforeseen ramifications 
of well-meaning modifications to existing provisions," but he has provided a service by giving useful 
examples of how the new rules work. Johnston (1984) has also provided examples, but has registered 
his criticism of the new rules more strongly, to the point of proposing their deletion at the next 
Congress. Hardin (1984) has given more examples and has supported Johnston's proposal. I fear that 
reversing the Sydney decisions at Berlin in 1987 would only promote the instability which Reveal, 
Hardin and Johnston criticise. 

It is easy to demonstrate that Johnston's opinion that the new rules "without exception run counter 
to the goal of stabilization" is at least an over-statement. In the first example which he himself quotes, 
the correct name under the Sydney Code is Heracleum sphondylium subsp. sibiricum which was 
published in 1887 and is now in common use, while the name which would be correct under the rules 
which he proposes is H. sphondylium subsp. lecokii which has never even been validly published, as 
emphasised by Johnston's omission of a combining author in his example. Such cases are, I suspect, 
common, at least in Europe where nomenclatural traditions run back for more than 200 years. For 
most of this period it would have appeared nonsensical to have displaced the epithet sibiricum, 
universally applied since 1753 to the widespread taxon concerned, by the epithet lecokii which had 
been applied only to a minor local population of it. At last the Sydney Code rules in favour of what 
has always been regarded as common sense. It forces us to adopt the epithet which was originally 
applied to the taxon, instead of having to adopt a different epithet and simultaneously greatly expand 
the circumscription of the taxon to which it has always been applied. At least in this case, and I believe 
also in many others, Johnston's proposal is a threat to stability. 

For those who have followed the arguments over the years and are weary of Heracleum sphondylium, 
the example of Bauhinia petersiana subsp. macrantha given in Kew Bull. 37: 236 (1982), relating 
back to Kew Bull. 30: 593-595 (1975), will also demonstrate the advantage of the Sydney decision. 
My colleague N. P. Taylor provides an additional example in a note accompanying this, and assures 
me that similar cases abound in the Cactaceae. 

But the situation is certainly complex, and Reveal is right in pointing out that the rules will have 
different effects in different cases. We have no way of telling which rule would upset or preserve the 
greater number of names in current use. In the absence of any guide to overall practical effects on 
current names, the Sydney Congress was faced in its final vote with two conflicting possibilities, judged 
the issues on their inherent merits, and voted for the ruling which is to my mind logically much the 
most acceptable. In Reveal's Carya example, the Sydney Code opts for retention of the well-known 
(see for example Radford, Ahles and Bell, Man. Vasc. Fl. Carolinas: 365. 1968) epithet carolinae- 
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