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360 TAXON VOLUME 41 

(94) Proposal to amend Art. 10.2 

(94) Add to the end of the first sentence of Art. 10.2: 

"unless the type(s) of the cited species name(s) is (are all) so discordant with the 
validating generic description that it is impossible to retain their association; in that 
case the protologue is treated as though no reference to a species name had been 
made". 

In its present form Art. 10.2 does not preclude the adoption of the type of a name of 
a cited species as the type of a generic name even if that specimen is utterly discordant 
with the validating generic description. When this is done the generic description is, in 
effect, discarded, while the generic name is retained for the type of an included, but 
misidentified, species name. The citation of a generic name "excluding description" 
reduces it to a nomen nudum and thereby renders it invalid, because Art. 34.1 states 
that "A name is not validly published... (d) by the mere mention of the subordinate 
taxa included in the taxon concerned.' 

The generic name Ciclospermum Lag. (for details see Burtt, 1989), provides a clear- 
cut example. Despite the clear generic description (based on that plant now commonly 
known as Apium or Ciclospermum leptophyllum) Ciclospermum could have been 
reduced to Trachyspermum because the only species cited was Sison ammi L. 
(=Trachyspermum ammi (L.) Turrill); then a new generic name could have been put 
forward for C. leptophyllum. The decision, whether to rename or put up the old name 
for conservation (if eligible), is left to the individual botanist concerned. The amend- 
ment to Art. 10.2 proposed here would put genera based on misidentified material in 
the same position as those for which no species was cited. It would reinstate the para- 
mount importance of the generic description, which alone validates the generic name, 
and avoid the conflict between Art. 10.2 and Art. 34.1. 

This proposal in no way contradicts the principle (Art. 7.1) that the application of 
names is determined by nomenclatural types. It merely releases a small group of 
generic names from a mechanical method of typification that can result in a com- 
pletely inappropriate type and adds them to the category of generic names whose 
original protologue lacked any reference to species. This category is already 
recognized in the Code (Art. 10.2, second sentence). 

If this proposal is rejected, the Congress will have decided that a generic name can 
be validated by the description of one plant but typified by the type of a species name 
that refers to an entirely different taxon. This can only bring botanical nomenclature 
into ridicule and disrepute. The requirement for a description, Art. 32.1(c), becomes 
meaningless if it does not need to apply to the plant being named. Even the current 
Code (e.g. Art. 9.2) expects a lectotype to agree with the description of the taxon con- 
cerned. 

If this proposal is accepted, the first phrase of the second sentence of Art. 10.2 will 
need rewording to read: "When the protologue lacks a reference to any definitely 
included species, ..'. This is merely a grammatical change made necessary by the pro- 
posed insertion. 
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