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(101) A proposal to allow the establishment of rankless suprageneric names 

James L. Reveal' 

The following addition to the set of recently published proposals dealing with su- 
prageneric names (Reveal in Taxon 47: 183-191. 1998) comes as a result of discus- 
sions via electronic mail (see http://www.inform.umd.edu/PBIO/fam/articles.html). 
There the idea of providing a simplified means of establishing purposefully un- 
ranked suprageneric names was discussed. The termination "-ina" adopted by me 
initially was deemed inappropriate as the termination is used in the zoological Code 
and retained in the proposed BioCode (Hawksworth & McNeill in Taxon 47: 123- 
150. 1998). Accordingly, the termination "-itae" is proposed. A specific statement 
regarding the typification, or lack thereof, of such names has been added as well. 

(101) Add a clause to the proposed ((25) in Taxon 47: 185. 1998) Art. 16.1septies: 

"(h) Rankless: -itae. Restricted to otherwise validly published suprageneric names 
published on or after 1 Jan 2000 for which a rank, contrary to Art. 35.1, is pur- 
posefully not assigned. If the rankless name is based upon the name of an in- 
cluded genus, that name is the type of the rankless name; if the rankless name 
is not based on the name of an included genus, the rankless name lacks a type." 

This proposal would accomplish three important goals. First, for names above the 
rank of family it would be possible to use suprageneric names without rank. Position 
of the taxon within the classification scheme could then be determined by whatever 
means one might wish (e.g., indentation, adding numbers, etc.; see Kron in Aliso 15: 
105-112. 1997). Second, it would require persons using such names to otherwise 
follow provisions of the Code, thereby making names potentially available for trans- 
fer to recognised ranks. Third, the use of a single, distinctive termination would 
make such names instantly recognisable as purposefully rankless names and there- 
fore such names would not to be confused with names given formal rank according 
to provisions in the Code. 

An important option is provided by the kind of name proposed. If a rankless su- 
prageneric name were based on the name of an included genus, then the name would 
be an automatically typified name (see Art. 17 in the Tokyo Code and Proposal (19) 
by Reveal in Taxon 47: 183. 1998). Should one wish to avoid establishing a name 
with a type, then a descriptive name can be used, and application of the name (a 
"typeless name") is determined by circumscription. All such names are by their very 
definition rankless and the option of proposing an automatically typified name or a 
descriptive name is clearly a matter of choice. 

The above proposal does not prevent the use of additional ranks and novel termi- 
nations, as the Code (Art. 4.3) already permits this provided they do not cause con- 
fusion or error. The sequence of established ranks (Art. 3 and 4) and their termina- 
tions (Art. 16-19), however, must conform to those in the Code (Art. 5). The pro- 
posal, therefore, does not prevent the establishment of numerous new ranks and 
terminations as done by Crane & Kenrick. (in Aliso 15: 87-104. 1997). On the con- 
trary, the proposal allows either the development of numerous additional ranks and 
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terminations or their abandonment. Finally, a name validly published with the ter- 
mination -itae can be used repeatedly in as many positions as desired, as in this case 
it is the type of the name or the circumscription of the taxon that is significant, not 
the rank. While a rankless name could be used for numerous different circumscrip- 
tions, the notion put forth by De Queiroz & Donoghue (in Cladistics 4: 317-338. 
1988), De Queiroz & Gauthier (in Syst. Zool. 39: 307-322. 1990; and in Trends 
Ecol. Evol. 9: 27-31. 1994) is that such names would designate a taxon with a fixed, 
singular circumscription (e.g., a monophyletic clade). Valid publication of rankless 
names must comply with all other requirements of the Code. 

The need for such a termination is discussed by De Queiroz (in Aliso 15: 125-144. 
1997; and electronic paper at http://www.inform.umd.edu/PBIO/nomcl/dequ.html). 
If the use of hierarchies as organisational models in systematics is to change as pro- 
posed by Knox (in Biol. J. Linn. Soc. 63: 1-49. 1998), then such a termination will 
be useful. A paper entitled "Integrating phylogenetic analysis and classification in 
fungi" by Hibbett & Donoghue (in Mycologia 90: 347-356. 1998) also discusses the 
need for a modification of the Code to allow for the rendering of complex systems of 
phylogenetic classification. 
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