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PROPOSALS IN REGARD TO THE EMENDMENT OF AUTHOR 
CITATIONS 

G. F. Laundon* 

The first proposal, for an addition to Art. 59, para. 4, to be inserted between 
the first and second sentences, is made to allow explicitly the common practice in 
the situation concerned, but a practice which could be considered not permissable 
under a literal interpretation of the Code: 

Proposal 1i9. Such a name now considered the validly published name of a new taxon, is 
also to be considered the basionym of subsequent combinations in genera characterized by 
the perfect state but previously treated as typified by an imperfect state. 

Example: Pucciniastrum polypodii (Pers.) Dietel (Hedwigia 38 beiblatt: 260. 1899), 
syn. 'Uredo polypodii (Pers.) DC.' (= Uredo linearis B. polypodii Pers.), published with a 
description of the perfect state, is considered not validly published as a new combination 
(since the type of the basionym does not bear the perfect state) but validly published as 
a new name of a new species which is cited as Pucciniastrum polypodii Dietel. The 
subsequent combination 'Hyalopsora polypodii (Pers.) P. Magn.' (Deutsch. Bot. Ges. 19: 
582. 190o) placed in a genus characterised by the perfect state is considered to be 
based on Pucciniastrum polypodii Dietel and accordingly is cited as Hyalopsora polypodii 
(Dietel) P. Magn., even though Magnus did not in any way refer to P. polypodii Dietel. 

I have noticed a somewhat similar case which I feel should be treated 
differently to the way it has previously been treated (e.g. Savile, Mycologia 
53: 45, 47. 1961) and this would require an addition to Art. 63. 

Proposal I20. A name or epithet is not to be rejected under this article if it was merely 
ascribed to the wrong author, but is the same name or epithet as given by the author to 
whom it should have been ascribed and if there is no indication the type of the name of 
the latter author was excluded. 

Example: 'Uredo scillarum Grev.' ex Berk. (in Smith, Engl. Flora 5(2): 376. 1836) in- 
cluded in synonymy the previously published Puccinia scillarum Baxt. (Stirp. Crypt. 
Oxon.: 40. I825); the name must be cited Uredo scillarum (Baxt.) Berk. Similarly 'Uromyces 
scillarum (Grev. ex Berk) Wint.' based on 'Uredo scillarum Grev.' ex Berk and given 
without a direct reference to P. scillarum Baxt. must nevertheless be cited Uromyces 
scillarum (Baxt.) Wint. 

Finally, because they have been missed by previous authors I would like to 
draw attention to another group of similar cases, which need to be emended in 
accordance with Art. 72. Note. 
Puccinia aegopodii (Str.) Rohl., a rust which is known to produce only the perfect state 
(microcyclic) was based by Rohling on Uredo aegopodii Str. However, this name is 
a later homonym of Uredo aegopodii Schum., which though now considered a 
synonym of P. aegopodii (Str.) Rohl., was not mentioned by either Strauss or 
Rohling. As U. aegopodii Str. is illegitimate, so also would be P. aegopodii (Str.) Rohl. 
A new combination from Uredo aegopodii Schum. into Puccinia would also be illegitimate, 
being a later homonym of P. aegopodii (Str.) Rohl. However under Art. 72. Note., 
Rohlings use of this name can be treated as new and legitimate, and it should be cited 
P. aegopodii Rohl. 

I have noticed two other well known species which are in the same position as P. 
aegopodii, these are Uromyces ficariae (Alb. & Schw.) Tul. and U. valerianae (DC.) 
Fuckel. These names should be cited U. ficariae Tul. and U. valerianae Fuckel. 

" Plant Health and Diagnostic Station, Levin, New Zealand. 

PROPOSALS BY WERNER GREUTER (KIFISIA) 
Proposal 121. Change the second sentence of Art. 7, to read: 

'A nomenclatural type (typus) is that element to which the name of a taxon is 
permanently attached, whether as a correct name or as a synonym.' 
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At present, the nomenclatural type is stated to be a 'constituent element of a taxon'. 
This is certainly true as far as specimens are concerned, but one can hardly say that 
descriptions and illustrations of plants (which are also, in some cases, eligible as nomen- 
clatural types) are constituent elements of a taxon. The less restrictive term 'element' 
seems more appropriate in this context, especially since it has been defined in exactly this 
sense by McVaugh, Ross and Stafleu in their 'Annotated glossary' (Regnum Veg. 56: I2. 
1968). 

Proposal 122. Change the first paragraph of Art. Io, to read: 

'The type of a name of a genus or of any taxon between genus and species is the 
name of a species; that of a name of a family or of any taxon between family and genus 
is the generic name on which the former is based (see also Art. I8).' Acceptance of this 

proposal implies a general charge to the Editorial Committee to change all mentions of a 

'type species' or 'type genus', throughout the Code, to 'type name', 'nomenclatural type', 
or 'type', as appropriate. 

Proposal 123. Add the following Note (I) to Art. Io. 
'If in the protologue of a name of a genus, or subdivision of a genus, the included 

material is not referred to by validly published specific names (binomials), then a binomial 

applying to one of the originally included elements must be designated as the type. 
Should it later appear that this binomial does not apply to any of the originally included 
elements, the choice of the type is superseded.' 

Proposal 124. Add the following Note (2) to Art. Io: 
'If in the protologue of a name of a genus, or subdivision of a genus, some of the 

explicitly included elements are referred to by validly published specific names (binomials), 
and others are not, the choice of the type is not automatically restricted to the originally 
cited binomials. Names applying to the non-binomially designated elements, selected 
in accordance with Note (I), are equally eligible as types.' 

In a former contribution (Taxon 19: 329-332. 1970), I have pointed out that species, 
or genera, cannot logically serve as types for the names of higher taxa. A nomenclatural 
type is a standard which governs the application of a name. Only clearly defined, un- 
ambiguous elements can serve as standards; and - as every taxonomist knows - species, 
or genera, are impossible to delimit and define in a clearcut, stable and universally accep- 
table manner. They are subject to, and indeed created by, taxonomic judgement, and are 
changing their frame, size, and often their names, depending on the fluctuations of 
taxonomic opinion. 

The names of species and infraspecific taxa are nomenclaturally typified by specimens. 
It would have been conceivable to take specimens as the types of higher ranking names 
too; but the Code has ruled otherwise. In practice, names have been universally adopted 
as types of the names of supra-specific taxa. Names, if validly published, are nomen- 
claturally well-defined elements permanently linked with nomenclatural types, i.e., 
directly or indirectly, with specimens. They are thus perfectly apt to serve as standards 
for nomenclatural purposes. 

The present wording of the Code is an inheritance from former times, when less 

emphasis was laid on a precise terminology. Thus, in the Montreal Code, and partly still 
in the Edinburgh Code, the term 'type of a taxon' was used. This has since been corrected 
to 'type of the name of a taxon'. The proposed amendment falls exactly into the same line: 
it makes it clear that only the names of taxa, not the taxa themselves, can serve as 
types. This corresponds to good nomenclatural practice as exemplified, i.a., by the lists 
of nomina conservanda (Appendices II and III of the Code). There, the cited type is 
consistently a name included in the protologue (provided that any names were cited there), 
which may be incorrect or even illegitimate: the correct name, then, is merely added 
"parenthetically. If the taxon and not the name had been considered as the type, there 
would have been no reason not to refer to it, primarily, by its correct name. Similarly, 
two generic names which are typified by heterotypic synonyms are considered as hetero- 
typic (see the entry 282, Cynodon, in the nomina generica conservanda list); if, instead 
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of the names, the species itself had been taken as their type, they would have been 
entered as homotypic. 

The main proposal of this series is, I think, self-commendatory, and can stand by itself. 
Its adoption will make the questions of typification of supra-specific names easier to 
handle, less controversial, and clearer in many respects. There remain a few problems 
which, I feel, are best resolved by explicit ruling. To this effect, two additional proposals 
have been formulated here. 

The first concerns the generic names whose protologue does not include reference to 
valid binomials eligible as types. It spells out what, as far as I can see, has been current 
practice so far. 

The proposed Note (2) concerns some relatively rare cases where a part of the original 
species of a genus were referred to by binomials in the protologue, and another part by 
non-binomial designations. An example to the point is Elodes Adanson, whose protologue 
comprises reference to 'Elodes Clus.' (i.e., in binary nomenclature, Hypericum elodes L.) 
and to Hypericum aegypticum L. Without the provisions of Note (2), only the latter 
would be eligible as a type. This would, I think, constitute an undesirable restriction in 
the process of selecting an appropriate type, and could in some cases have disturbing 
consequences. Indeed, Hypericum elodes L. is presently considered as the type of the mono- 
typic Hypericum sect. Elodes (Adanson) Koch by some authors, e.g. Robson in the 2nd 
volume of 'Flora europaea' (but the 'Index Nominum Genericorum', on the other hand, 
lists Hypericum aegypticum L. as the type of Elodes Adanson). 

Proposal 125. Change the last part of Art. 63, to read: 
'A name is not illegitimate, even if it was nomenclaturally superfluous when published, 

if it derives from a basionym which is legitimate (or whose final epithet is legitimate). 
When published it is incorrect, but it may become correct later. 

Proposal 126. Add the following example at the end of Art. 63: 
'The generic name Hordelymus (Jessen) Harz (Samenkunde 2: 1147. I885), based on 

the legitimate Hordeum subgen. Hordelymus Jessen (Deutschl. Grdiser 202. I863), was 
superfluous when published, because its type, Elymus europaeus L., is also the type of 
Cuviera Koeler (Descr. Gram. Gall. Germ. 328. 1802). Cuviera Koeler has since been 
rejected in favour of its younger homonym Cuviera DC., and Hordelymus (Jessen) Harz 
can now be used as a correct name for the segregate genus comprising Elymus europaeus L.' 

The present final part of Art. 63, as reworded by the Editorial Committee, without any 
change of the meaning, from the corresponding 'Note' of the Edinburgh Code, reads as 
follows: 'A name is not illegitimate, even if it was nomenclaturally superfluous when 
published, if it is a new combination the epithet of whose basionym is legitimate. When 
published it is incorrect, but it may become correct later'. This wording is unnecessarily 
(and, as it seems, quite unintentionally) restrictive. It does not cover generic names derived 
from legitimate infrageneric basionyms (because generic names are no combinations); nor 
does it apply to the names of subdivisions of a genus based on legitimate generic names 
(because generic names have no epithets). 

There is no obvious reason for such a discrimination. The Hordelymus example, which 
is not an isolated case, shows that it can have disturbing consequences: Hordelymus is now 
universally adopted by authors who segregate generically Elymus europaeus L. from both 
Hordeum and Elymus; as far as I know, there is no available alternative name. 

The consequences at infrageneric level are probably even more far-reaching, although 
they are less known. One should expect that it is fairly frequent, e.g., that sectional 
names which are based on legitimate generic names are nomenclaturally superfluous when 
first published, through inclusion of the type of an older sectional name. Many of these 
names could become correct later on, following a taxonomic rearrangement of the sections 
- but are ruled out as illegitimate by the present wording of Art. 63. They will be saved if 
the above proposal (125) is adopted. 

As a further argument in favour of this proposal, one might mention that it is in 
good agreement with current nomenclatural practice. This is borne out, in particular, 
by the Hordelymus example. The proposed new wording aims at legalizing a logical 
though hitherto illegal nomenclatural procedure. 
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