APPENDIX A
ON CONSERVATION OF NAMES OF HIGHER TAXA OF PLANTS

1. A. Linczevski *

According to Article 16 of the Paris Code (1956), “The principles of priority and
typification do not apply to names of taxa above the rank of order.” The Montreal
Code (1961) and Edinburgh Code (1966) give the altered wording: “The principles
of priority and typification do not affect the form of names of taxa above the rank
of family.”

Hence, according to the Code now in effect, the names of all taxa of plants above
the rank of family are not subject to the rules of priority and typification. As is
known, such provisions have not been supported by all botanists. As an example
can be cited a very interesting paper by H. W. Rickett and W. H. Camp (“The ap-
plication and use of botanical names,” Bull. Torrey Bot. Club 77: 245-261. 1950)
with some proposals concerning typification of the names of higher taxa.

A noteworthy paper supporting the views of Rickett and Camp was published
recently by A. Cronquist, A. Takhtajan, and W. Zimmerman (“On the higher taxa of
Embryobionta,” Taxon 15: 129-134. 1966). These authors give the typification of
higher taxa of Embryobionta (vs. Cormophyta Endl.) and propose many new names,
such as Pinophyta vs. Gymnospermae, Magnoliophyta vs. Angiospermae, Magnoliatae
vs. Dicotyledoneae, Liliatae vs. Monocotyledoneae, etc. As the present Code allows
full liberty in this field, similar new proposals with renaming of higher taxa in all
divisions of the plant kingdom are very probable.

Hence, as the stability of names of higher taxa is of no less importance than in
other ranks, I believe (Proposal 278) that Articles 10, 11, and 16 should be altered
to adopt the principle of typification for the names of all ranks.

I do not have a clear idea of the benefit of adopting the principle of priority for
the nomenclature of higher taxa. Stability in nomenclature at these ranks may be
achieved by more strict provisions of the Code.

Proposal 279. Extend Article 14 to cover all taxa above family: Reword the first
sentence as follows: “In order to avoid disadvantageous changes in the nomenclature
of genera, families, and all higher taxa entailed by the strict application of the
rules . .. this Code provides, in Appendices, lists of names that are conserved...”
Such a wording means that in addition to existing lists (Nomina familiarum conser-
vanda and Nomina generica conservanda) a new list (Nomina taxorum superiorum
conservanda) would be established.

Proposal 280. To establish a Special Committee on names of the higher taxa of
plants, with the charge to prepare for discussion before and at the next (XII)
Congress the first draft of a list of Nomina taxorum superiorum conservanda. There
should be preliminary discussion of this list by the special nomenclature committees
and the general committee,

Since current practice demonstrates the very good results of application of Article
14 for stabilization of the nomenclature of families and genera, like resulis may be
expected in the nomenclature of higher taxa.
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