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TAXON 47 - NOVEMBER 1998 913 

(102) A proposal on nude combinations 

Gea Zijlstra' & R. K. Brummitt2 

(102) Add a sentence at the end ofArt. 33.2: 

"If no reference to a basionym is given, but an epithet which has previously ap- 
peared as part of a validly published name in a closely related taxonomic position is 
adopted in a new combination which is likely to apply to the same taxon, the combi- 
nation made may be treated as validly published if, and only if, it would otherwise 
be validly published as the name of a new taxon". 

Many cases are known where a name can be assumed to have been intended as a 
new combination but the author makes no reference at all to the basionym. Can the 
coincidence of the epithet, or other circumstantial evidence, be taken as a sufficient 
basis for accepting the name as a new combination? Practical considerations often 
make it very desirable to accept the name as a new combination if it would other- 
wise be validly published as the name of a new taxon, for in that case the later name 
would prevent transfer of the earlier epithet to the new position, result in two het- 
erotypic names with the same epithet for the same taxon, and shift priority in that 
position from the date of the earlier name to that of the later name. This can be a 
recipe for disaster. A classic case of this is that of Scaevola taccada (see Shannon & 
al. in Taxon 46: 801-802. 1997). The present proposal would allow treatment of 
Roxburgh's (1814) publication of Scaevola taccada as a new combination based on 
Lobelia taccada Gaertn. (1788). Other examples are given in previous discussions of 
the problem cited below. 

Before the Berlin Congress of 1987 a proposal to deal with this situation was 
made by the Special Committee on Valid Publication (see Chapman in Taxon 35: 
765-766. 1986) with support of all its members. The proposal appeared as Art. 33 
Prop. G (in Taxon 36: 215. 1987), where the Rapporteurs raised technical objections 
which led to the proposal being defeated at Berlin. 

A very similar proposal was subsequently made to the Tokyo Congress by the 
present authors (Zijlstra & Brummitt in Taxon 41: 364-365. 1992), which became 
Art. 32 Prop. F (in Taxon 42: 233. 1993). Here the Rapporteurs wrote "Prop. F ad- 
dresses a real problem calling for a solution. The present proposal, however, has two 
major shortcomings. One is the impossibility of defining what 'unambiguous evi- 
dence' is. The other is the danger that, under the new provision, 'nude combina- 
tions', not validly published under the present Code, would have to be accepted as 
valid." The proposal was rejected at Tokyo, so we still have "a real problem calling 
for a solution". 

The revised wording proposed above has been suggested after conferring with the 
Rapporteur-gen6ral, adding the proviso that a new combination can only be accepted 
if otherwise one would have to accept it as the name of a new taxon. We hope that 
the problem may be satisfactorily solved at the third attempt. 

1Herbarium, Heidelberglaan 2, NL-3584 CS Utrecht, Netherlands. 
2 The Herbarium, Royal Botanic Gardens, Kew, Richmond, Surrey TW9 3AE, U.K. 
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