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II. SUGGESTIONS BY F. R. FOSBERG 

In 1905 the botanists at the Vienna Inter- 
national Botanical Congress adopted the 

principle of the conservation of generic names 
in order to avoid disadvantageous changes 
in nomenclature. That this did not turn out 
to be a universal panacea is well known. 
After almost fifty years it is not altogether 
certain that all of the kinks in the original 
list of Nomina Generica Conservanda are 

completely eliminated. It seems likely that 
it would never have been adopted had 
all the difficulties in its application been 
forseen. However, it has remained in all 

subsequent revisions of the Rules, and is 

olviously here to stay, at least if it is not 
too seriously abused. 

Between the 1935 and 1950 congresses a 

perfect flood of names have been proposed 
for conservation, some with elaborate argu- 
ments, full documentation, and careful typi- 
fication, others less well supported, many 
M ith no elaboration at all. These are at 

present being considered by the special com- 
inittees on the groups concerned. Many will 
doubtless be recommended for conservation 
and adopted at the Paris Congress. 

It seems appropriate to urge that the com- 
nmittee members responsible scrutinize and 

study these names with all the care possible, 
that the new list be reasonable free from 
the troublesome defects that have marked 

previous ones. A few suggestions may not be 
out of order since these names are now be- 

ing examined and all committee members 

may not have thought of these points. 
Of first importance, and, indeed, required 

by the present reading of the rules, is the 
indication of the type of each name con- 
cerned. This is not a simple matter and it is 
too much to hope that there will be complete 
agreement on the typification of all the pro- 
posed names. The new Guide for the Deter- 
mination of Types, adopted at Stockholm 
shlould enable the committees to come to 
reasonable unanimity. It cannot be too strong- 
ly recommended that if a name cannot be 

satisfactorily and convincingly typified it 
should not be conserved. 

There is a regrettable tendency to propose 
familiar names for conservation if they are 
illegitimate even though there is a name 
available that is actually in use and fairly 
familiar to those who have made it a habit 
to follow the rules as carefully as they know 
how. It is suggested that if the actually cor- 
rect name, under the rules, has been brought 

into use and has become at all familiar, that 
the rules be allowed to apply and the correct 
name remain. 

There seem to me to be actually very few 

adequate grounds for conserving names. They 
may be summarized: 1. If a genus contains 

important economic species and the name 
is in general use for them. 2. If a genus is 
one on which extensive morphological, gene- 
tical, or physiological work has been pu- 
blished and its name is in general use, es- 

pecially if it is widely mentioned in text- 
books. 3. If it is the type genus of a family 
and if the name is the basis of the family na- 
me or that of a higher category. 4. If the ge- 
nus is a very large one and the name is uni- 

versally used in floristic works. 5. If there is 
an insoluble nomenclatural problem involved 
and the only satisfactory solution is by con- 
servation of one of the names involved. In 
the latter type of case the facts in the pro- 
blems should be published and suggestions 
invited as to the correct application of the 
iules. 

Possibly there are other valid considera- 
tions, but these are the only ones that seem 

very impressive. Certainly if all of the names 
that are being considered for conservation be 
scrutinized in the light of the above grounds, 
the adoptions should be only a small minor- 

ity of the proposals. 
It may be further pointed out that, as 

Note 3 to Article 21 now reads there are 
many pitfalls in its application. The only 
"other names" which can be absoluteley re- 

garded as belonging to the group are syno- 
nyms based on the same type species. In 
other cases it is merely a matter of opinion 
as to whether including a name in synonymy 
is not merely uniting or reuniting two groups. 
Strict interpretation of the second sentence 
of this note will in many cases defeat the 

purpose of the proposition for conservation 
of a name, unless an exhaustive search has 
been made for all possible competing names 
for inclusion as Nomina Rejicienda. 

COLLECTING TRIPS 

MR J. S. \VOMERSLEY, Forest Botanist, Lae, 
New Guinea, has made a reconnaissance and 
collecting trip to the type locality of Forbes's 
New Guinea collections in the Sogere region, 
June-Aug. 1951. 
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