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Comments on Prof. Baehni's Proposition n. 4 
ITaxon 2(4): 90-921 

by 
T. A. SPRAGUE (Cheltenham) 

The proposals which follow are designed 
to meet Prof. Baehni's criticisms of the 
wording of certain Articlces and Recommen- 
dations in the International Code, as some 
of the new English wordings proposed by 
him are not altogether satisfactory. It is 
desirable that such purely textual emen- 
dations should be discussed fully before the 
Paris Congress, so as to leave more time for 
consideration of proposals affecting the actual 
substance of the Code. 

Art. 13 

The second sentence, to read as follows: 
"Thus subfamily (subfamilia) denotes a 

category between familiy and tribe, subtribe 
(subtribus) a category between tribe and 
genus, etc." 

Argument. As Prof. Baehni has pointed 
out, the word "a" in Art. 13, before "family", 
"tribe" and "genus", is inappropriate. Its 
omission meets this objection. The wording 
proposed above is in accordance with that 
of the Examples: "Series and subseries are 
categories which may be intercalated between 
subsection and species." 

Art. 20 

To read as follows, the words italicized 
being inserted: 

"The nomenclatural type of an order of 
any taxon of a rank between order and 
family is the family whose name or alter- 
native name (see Art. 28) is based on the 
same gerieric name, that of a family or of 
any taxon between family and genus is the 
genus on whose present or former name 
that of the taxon concerned is based, and 
that of a genus or of any taxon between 
genus and species is a species. 

Note. It is felt that the type method 
cannot at present be applied profitably to 
the nomenclature of taxa above the rank of 
order." 

Argument. The insertion of the words "or 
alternative name" is designed to bring Art. 
20 into conformity with Art. 27 and 28. 

Art. 23 

In English there seems to be no objection 
to the phrase "Valid publication is treated 
as beginning ...... at the following dates". 

On the other hand, the statement that "The 
nomenclature of Fossil .Plants begins with 
the year 1820" is incorrect, as pointed out 
by Prof. Baehni. But his proposed new 
version, "Pour tous les groupes de plantes 
fossiles, la validit6 de la nomenclature com- 
mence avec l'annbe 1820;" is also wrong. The 
term valid applies solely to publication, see 
Art. 10. The following new version is ac- 
cordingly proposed (after "h"): 

"For fossil plants of all groups, valid 
publication is treated as beginning with the 
year 1820." 

Art. 27 
To read as follows: 

"The name of an order is taken from that 
of its type family with the ending -ales. If 
a conserved name of the type family is not 
formed from that of a genus, or if it does 
not end in -aceae, the name of the order is 
taken from the alternative name of the type 
family (see Art. 28). 

Suborders are designated in a similar man- 
ner, with the ending -ineae." 

"Examples of names of orders: Fucales 
(from Fucaceae); Polygonales (from Polygo- 
naceae); Urticales (from Urticaceae); Apiales 
(fromn the alternative name Apiaceae), not 
Umbellales (from the conserved name Um- 
belliferae); Brassicales (from the alternative 
name Brassicaceae), not Cruciales (from the 
conserved name Cruciferae); Arecales (from 
the alternative name Arecaceae), not Palmales 
(from the conserved name Palmae). 

Suborders: Bromeliineae, Malvineae. 
Argument. The effect of Art. 20 is that 

names of orders can be based only on such 
names of families as are based on generic 
names. This excludes descriptive names such 
as Parietales and Centrospermae, as well as 
those based on the family names retained as 
exceptions under Art. 28. The insertion of the 
second sentence brings Art. 27 into conform- 
ity with Art. 20. As it might be argued that 
the conserved family name Palmae was based 
on the pre-Linnaean generic name Palma, 
the phrase "or if it does not end in -aceae" 
has been included. 

Art. 33 and Art. 34 

There seems to be no objection to inserting 
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the words "number and case" after "gender" 
in these two Articles, if this is considered 
desirable for the benefit of those unacquainted 
with the Rules of Latin grammar. If it is 
necessary to include "number", as suggested 
by Prof. Baehni, surely it is equally necessary 
to include "case", e.g., "Cinna arundinacea 
.... Gramen magnitudine Avenae sativae" 
L. Sp. P1. ed. 1, p. 5 (1753). 

Art. 43 
Prof. Baehni's criticism of the wording 

"Cotema Britt. & Wils. ... is a nomen- 
clatural synonym of Spirotecoma" seems to 
be due to misconception. Synonyms are of 
two kinds: nomenclatural synonyms, i.e. 
names which are based on the same type, 
and are therefore synonyms under the rules, 
of nomenclature, and taxonomic synonyms, 
i.e., those which are based on different types, 
and are synonyms according to a particular 
classification. These two kinds of synonyms 
were termed by Briquet "synonymes de 
nomenclature" and "synonymes taxonomiques" 
respectively - see Report of Proceedings, 
Fifth International Botanical Congress, Cam- 
bridge, 1930, p. 601 (1931). If the expression 
"synonyme nominal" in the French version 
is a tautological monstrosity, why not replace 
it by "synonyme de nomenclature"? 

Art. 53 
If the sentence "In the absence of proof 

to the contrary, the date given in the work 
containing the name or epithet must be 
treated as correct" is omitted, as suggested 
by Prof. Baehni, it will be necessary to insert 
a cross-reference to Art. 40. It seems much 
better to have all the provisions concerning 
dates of valid publication in one place. Cross- 
references should be avoided as far as 
possible. 

Art. 58 and Rec. 58A 
The two cases dealt with in Art. 58 and 

Rec. 58A are not comparable, and should 
not be combined under one Article. 

Art. 58 deals with the authority for a name: 
if it is desired, as a matter of courtesy or 
historic interest, to cite the name of the 
author of a nomen nudum, his name may be 
inserted, followed by "ex", before the name 
of the publishing author who supplied the 
description, and in that case it forms part 
of the "authority", e.g., Havetia flexilis 
Spruce ex Planch. & Triana, though it may 
be omitted if desired. 

Rec. 58A on the other hand, deals with the 

form of bibliographic citation, a minor matter 
unsuitable for inclusion in an Article. Thus 
Viburnum ternatum Rehder is the name for 
that species and the authority. The rest of 
the example, namely, "in Sargent, Trees & 
Shrubs, 2:37. 1907" is merely a bibliographic 
citation. 

Rec. 60G 

Replace the word "valid" by "the correct 
one for the genus", and insert the word "its" 
before "being". The Recommendation will 
then read as follows: 

"If a generic name antedated by one of 
its synonyms or by a homonym is the correct 
one for the genus on account of its being a 
nomen conservandum, the words "nom. 
conserv." should be added to the citation." 

Argument. Prof. Baehni rightly points out 
,that it is only publication which can be valid. 
Reference to Art. 10 shows that the correct 
name of a taxon is the one which must be 
adopted for it under the rules. A generic 
name may have been either legitimate or 
illegitimate at the time of its publication, 
but in either case it becomes the correct 
name if it is conserved under Art. 24. 

Art. 65, examples 
Prof. Baehni here seems to be confusing 

taxonomy with nomenclature, and genera 
with generic names. The words Pinus and 
Tsuga may mean either the genera so named, 
or the generic names themselves. The taxon- 
omic change actually made by Carriere was 
the transference of the species Abies hete- 
rophylla Raf. (which he erroneously iden- 
tified with P. mertensiana Bong.) to the genus 
Tsuga. The nomenclatural change made by 
him was the transference of the specific 
epithet mertensiana from the generic name 
Pinus to the generic name Tsuga. There 
seems to be no reason whatsoever for altering 
the wording of the example. 

Art. 69 
Prof. Baehni has suggested that the words 

"the first valid name or epithet" should be 
replaced by "the first legitimate name or 
epithet." But a name or epithet may be 
legitimate, and yet not validly published. 
Hence it seems desirable that the phrase 
should read "the first validly published 
legitimate name or epithet." 

It is true that, in the Code, unless other- 
wise indicated, the word "name" means a 
name which has been validly published, 
whether it is legitimate or illegitimate (see 
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Art. 10, Note), but as this provision might 
easily be overlooked by those consulting Art. 
69, it seems better to make the wording of 
that Article perfectly explicit. 

Art. 73 
A name may be superfluous for one of 

two reasons, either on taxonomic grounds, e.g., 
Cucubalus latifolius Mill. and C. angusti- 
folius Mill., or on nomenclatural grounds, 
e.g., Chrysophyllum sericeum Salisb. The 
expression "taxonomically superfluous" indi- 
cates that a name is superfluous because of 
the adoption of a particular classification, 
whereas the expression "nomenclaturally 
superfluous" indicates that it is superfluous 
under the rules of nomenclature, whatever 
classification is adopted. Prof. Baehni's 
criticism seems to lack justification. 

Art. 76 
Prof. Baehni rightly points out that, gram- 

matically speaking, the word "its" in the first 
sentence should refer to "a name", whereas 
it is actually meant to refer to "a taxon". 

The first sentence may accordingly be amend- 
ed to read as follows, the words "its charac- 
ters" being replaced by "the characters of 
that taxon": 

"A name of a taxon must be rejected if 
the characters of that taxon were derived 
from two ore more entirely discordant ele- 
ments, unless it is possible to select one of 
these elements as a satisfactory type". 

Rec. 82C 

The first sentence should read: "When a 
new specific or infraspecific epithet", etc. 
The recommendation was presumably meant 
to apply to epithets of varieties, as well as 
to those of species and subspecies. 

Rec. 82F 

The first sentence should read: "New 
specific or infraspecific epithets", etc. The 
expression "new epithets" suggested by Prof. 
Baehni, would include "epithets" of sub- 
divisions of genera, which were not intended 
to be covered by Rec. 82F. 

OBITUARY* 

MIRIAM LUCILE BOMHARD, range conserva- 

tionist, U. S. Forest Service, died at her home 
in Glenshaw, Pa., on December 16, 1952, after 
a lingering illness. Miss Bomhard was born in 
Bellevue, Ky., on July 24, 1898, the daughter 
of the Rev. W. A. Bomhard and Emma Koch 
Bomhard. The family moved to Pittsburgh in 
1907 from Owensboro, Ky. Miss Bomhard 
graduated from Sharpsburg, Pa., High School 
in 1917 as valedictorian, entering the Uni- 
versity of Pittsburgh in the fall of that year 
on an honor scholarship. She graduated there- 
from in February 1921 with the B.S. degree 
cum laude and in June of the same year 
received the M.A. degree. One summer was 
spent at the Cold Springs Harbor, Long Is- 
land, Laboratory of Biological Research, and 
from 1921 to 1925, including summer ses- 
sions, she served first as graduate assistant 
and then as instructor in the botany depart- 
ment of the University of Pittsburgh, mean- 
while pursuing postgraduate studies in both 
botany and zoology. From 1925 to 1926 she 
was engaged in research work in the Carne- 
gie Museum Herbarium. In 1926 she received 
the Ph.D. degree from the University of 
Pittsburgh, the first woman to receive that 
degree from that university. Her doctorate 
thesis, which covered illustrations and keys 

on the identification of seeds of Allegheny 
County, Pa., plants, unfortunately was never 
published except in abstract form. In 1926 
she was appointed instructor in biology in 
Newcomb College, the women's department 
of Tulane University, New Orleans, the first 
courses in zoology and botany at that col- 
lege, and in 1927 was promoted to assistant 
professor, a position she occupied until 1932, 
when she resigned to go to Malaya and for 
a trip around the world. Returning to the 
United States in 1933, at a time when new 
teaching positions were scarce, she accepted 
an appointment as junior pathologist in the 
Bureau of Plant Industry, Washington, D. C., 
and, from 1934 to her death, was in research 
work in the Forest Service in what is now 
the Division of Dendrology and Range Forage 
Investigations. 

Dr Bomhard was a member of the Ameri- 
can AssOciation for the Advancement of 
Science, the American Society of Plant 
Taxonomists, the Botanical Society of America, 
the Botanical Society of Washington (cor- 
responding secretary, 1940), the Ecological 
Society of America, the International Asso- 
ciation for Plant Taxonomy, and the Wash- 
ington Academy of Sciences. She was a co- 
founder of the New Orleans Society of Plant 
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