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AUGUST 1991 

NAMES IN CURRENT USE 

Edited by Werner Greuter' 

Draft lists of NCU: First progress report 

The preparation and distribution of the draft lists has well progressed since May. Ellen 
Farr at the Smithsonian Institution has been busily generating laser print-outs from 
the Index Nominum Genericorum database, in conformity with instructions received 
from the specialists responsible for the various major groups. The master copies she 
then airmailed to Berlin, where they were duplicated and distributed. 

The first mailing, comprising the generic names of fungi and bryophytes, were 
despatched from Berlin on May 29th. The fungal part consists of introductory matter, 
a 53-page master index, and 8 independently paged lists: Ascomycotina (86 pp.), 
Deuteromycotina (66 pp.), Gasteromycetes (5 pp.), Hymenomycetes (26 pp.), 
Mastigomycotina (11 pp.), Myxomycetes (4 pp.), Urediniomycetes (7 pp.), and one 
page of "incertae sedis". Genera are arranged alphabetically within orders or higher 
ranking categories. For the Bryophyta no separate index has been provided, the genera 
being arranged alphabetically within the Musci (25 pp.) and Hepaticae (14 pp.). 

The second and third mailings were despatched together on June 24th. The second 
mailing, which is the most voluminous of the whole series, is devoted to the genera of 
phanerogams (Spermatophyta) and consists of a 4-page family index, a 64-page 
alphabetical generic index, and the draft list itself which totals 380 pages. Generic 
names are listed alphabetically within families, the families in their turn being treated 
in alphabetical sequence. 

The third mailing is of a different kind, dealing with names at lower ranks within 
three selected families of Spermatophyta: the Eriocaulaceae, Lemnaceae, and 
Pinaceae. The three lists have been prepared independently by different authors, then 
edited in Berlin so as to ensure uniformity in layout and standardization of abbrevia- 
tions. The Eriocaulaceae list (24 pp.) was prepared by Thomas Stutzel (Ulm) and 
Nancy Hensold (Chicago) and comprises names in the ranks of species, subspecies 
and variety. The Lemnaceae list, authored by Elias Landolt (Zurich), is just 2 pages 
long and is limited to names of species. Last, the Pinaceae draft list (15 pp.) by Aljos 
Farjon (Utrecht) covers all ranks from genus to variety. Type information, often in a 
preliminary form, is given in the two latter lists but not yet for the Eriocaulaceae. 

The fourth mailing, with the generic names of Pteridophyta, was despatched from 
Berlin on the 1st of July. As for the mosses and liverworts, the draft list (10 pp.) uses a 
single alphabetical sequence, so that no separate index has been generated. 

Portions of all these lists are freely available to specialists willing to check them for 
accuracy and completeness, and to comment. All interested are encouraged to either 
contact one of the institutions in which full sets of the draft lists have been deposited 
or address their request directly to the Berlin Secretariat of the IAPT. A list of 

' Botanischer Garten und Botanisches Museum Berlin-Dahlem, Konigin-Luise-Str. 6-8, W-1000 Berlin 33, 
Germany. 
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addresses of the depositary institutions, by countries, is given below. Please note, 
however, that except for Japan and Australia these institutions have not been asked, 
nor have they committed themselves, to assist in this operation, and that some of them 
may be unable to distribute replicas on demand, or even to grant free access to the lists 
to visiting botanists. 

Argentina 

Instituto de Botanica Darwinion, Casilla de Correo 22, 1642 San Isidro. 

Australia 

Australian National Botanic Gardens (Attn: Dr. R. Hnatiuk), G.P.O. Box 1777, 
Canberra, ACT 2601. 

Austria 

Institut fiir Botanik und Botanischer Garten, Universitat Wien, Rennweg 14, A-1030 
Wien. 

Belgium 

Jardin Botanique National de Belgique, Domein Van Bouchout, B-1860 Meise. 

Brazil 

Herbario, Secao de Botanica Sistematica, Jardim Botanico, 22460 Rio de Janeiro. 

Canada 

Botany Division, Canadian Museum of Nature, P.O. Box 3443, Station D, Ottawa, 
Ontario KIP 6P4. 

China 

Herbarium, Laboratory of Systematic & Evolutionary Botany, Academia Sinica, 
Xiang Shan, Beijing 100093. 

Cuba 

Herbario, Academia de Ciencias, Instituto de Ecologia y Systematica, Apartado 8010, 
10800 Habana 8. 

Denmark 

Botanical Museum, University of Copenhagen, Gothersgade 130, DK-1123 
Copenhagen K. 

Finland 

Botanical Institute, University of Helsinki, Unioninkatu 44, SF-00170 Helsinki. 

France 

Laboratoire de Phanerogamie, Museum National d'Histoire Naturelle, 16 rue Buffon, 
F-75005 Paris. 

Germany 

Botanischer Garten und Botanisches Museum Berlin-Dahlem, Konigin-Luise-Str. 
6-8, W-1000 Berlin 33. 
Botanische Staatssammlung, Menzinger Str. 67, W-8000 Munchen 19. 
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India 

Central National Herbarium, P. 0. Botanic Garden, Howrah, Calcutta-711 103. 

Japan 

Botanical Garden, University of Tokyo (Attn: Prof. Kunio Iwatsuki), 3-7-1 Hakusan, 
Bunkyo-ku, Tokyo-shi, Tokyo 112. 

Netherlands 

Rijksherbarium, Postbus 9514, NL-2300 RA Leiden. 

Mexico 

Herbario Nacional, Depto de Botanica, Universidad Nacional Autonoma, Apartado 
Postal 70-367, 04510 Mexico City, D.F 

South Africa 

Botanical Research Institute, Private Bag X101, Pretoria. 

Sweden 

Dept. of Phanerogamic & Cryptogamic Botany, Swedish Museum of Natural History, 
P. 0. Box 50007, S-10405 Stockholm. 

Switzerland 

Conservatoire et Jardin Botaniques, Case Postale 60, CH-1292 Chambesy. 

United Kingdom 

The Herbarium, Royal Botanic Garden, Edinburgh EH3 5LR, Scotland. 

Botany Dept., Natural History Museum, Cromwell Road, London SW7 5BD, 
England. 

Royal Botanic Gardens, Kew, Richmond, Surrey TW9 3AE, England. 

USA 

The Herbarium, New York Botanical Garden, Bronx, NY 10458-5126. 

Harvard University Herbarium, 22 Divinity Ave., Cambridge, MA 02138. 

Missouri Botanical Garden, P. 0. Box 299, St. Louis, MO 63166. 

Botany Dept., Smithsonian Institution, 10th & Constitution Aves. NW, Washington, 
DC 20560. 

USSR 

Herbarium, V. L. Komarov Botanical Institute, Academy of Sciences of the USSR, 
Prof. Popov Street, 197022 Leningrad. 

Ellen Farr is now busily working on the generic NCU list for the fossils, which I hope 
will be available before this report is published (as will probably be the case of the 
family NCU list for vascular plants and perhaps bryophytes). The list of algal generic 
names will come last but should also be ready for despatch early this autumn. 
Requests for portions of these lists are welcome and will be satisfied as soon as possi- 
ble. 

523 



TAXON VOLUME 40 

One has to bear in mind that the draft lists of names in current use are working 
documents for personal use and with a restricted distribution. They are not to be 
regarded as effectively published under the International Code for Botanical 
Nomenclature. In particular, type designations appearing in these documents are to 
be considered as provisional and are not definitely accepted by the compilers and 
editors of the lists; they do in no case constitute effective lectotypification. Whereas 
no restriction is placed on photocopying, for private use, the lists themselves and the 
explanatory matter pertaining to them, all copies must make explicit the provisional 
nature of the draft lists. 

Sorry to say, the lists are indeed sketchy, faulty and incomplete at this early stage! 
We would have liked to mail them in a better edited and more satisfactory state, but 
this would have delayed distribution and reduced the possibility for botanists at large 
to comment. 

Perhaps some explanatory words may be helpful. The baseline for the lists 
generated at Kew (generic names of fungi at the International Mycological Institute, 
those of vascular plants at the Royal Botanic Gardens) was provided by the taxonomy 
accepted by the respective institutions. This means that alternative taxonomies 
resulting in the recognition of more narrowly defined genera have yet to be built in - 
which is indeed one of the major points on which comments by all interested botanists 
are needed. To give an example: A rapid check has revealed that no less than 80 
nomina conservanda of vascular plants, and 17 of fungi (but none for the bryophytes) 
are presently missing and will have to be added. Most of these lacunae reflect the fact 
that Kew botanists consider these names to be synonyms, although there are also cases 
of plainly accidental omissions. 

Another feature likely to cause irritation is peculiar of the Spermatophyta: It is the 
attribution of genera to families. For technical reasons (automated sorting directly 
from the database) it was decided to accept the family placement used in the Index 
Nominum Genericorum, and when it appeared that this is highly inconsistent it was 
too late to change. If on consulting the lists you miss a familiar name under its proper 
family you may still find it elsewhere by consulting ING (such as Gossypium placed in 
the Bombacaceae rather than Malvaceae). Needless saying, these anomalies will be 
taken care of editorially. 

The NCU team would like to have your comments and suggestions as soon as possi- 
ble and no later than 31 March 1992. Therefore, if you have not yet asked for it, please 
write now to secure a copy of the list portions that you may wish to examine. You may 
also contribute to this Taxon column by sending me your comments or by raising par- 
ticular points worthy of discussion. [W. Greuter, IAPT Secretariat, Berlin]. 
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