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TAXON 37(2): 434-477. MAY 1988 

NOMENCLATURE 

COMMITTEE REPORTS PRESENTED TO THE NOMENCLATURE SECTION, 
XIVTH INTERNATIONAL BOTANICAL CONGRESS (BERLIN, JULY 1987) 

Dan H. Nicolson, Secretary, General Committee' 

The following committee reports were formally presented to the Nomenclature Section at the Berlin 

Congress and were there accepted (see Taxon 36: 868. 1987). They are published here in the interest 
of prompt and wide dissemination, and will not be repeated in the full Report of the Section. Attention 
is called to the following points: 

(1) The slate proposed by the Nominating Committee was elected with amendments. Botanists 
whose names are listed thus comprise the Permanent Nomenclature Committees until the next Con- 

gress (Tokyo, 1993). Special Committees authorized by the Section will be established shortly. 
(2) Committees operate under the Guidelines for Committee Operations (Taxon 31: 314. 1982). 

There was one obvious lapsus in the Guidelines (cf. Taxon 32: 167. 1983) concerning criteria under 
which the General Committee will not approve proposals. The first criterion should read, "(a) opposed 
by more than one third (not 'two thirds') of General Committee members in a mail ballot." 

(3) Committees, under Div. 111.2, have the power to co-opt and to establish subcommittees. Estab- 
lishing subcommittees may be useful for Committees affected by the additional tasks mentioned in 
the next two items. The establishment of subcommittees and their reports should be included in the 
reports of the Committee. 

(4) Committees should review all past and pending proposals to reject under Art. 69 as revised in 

Leningrad (1975). This is because of acceptance of Art. 14, Prop. B and Art. 69, Props. C, D and J. 
Art. 69, Prop. D, as amended, reads to the effect, "Names of genera and species rejected or recom- 
mended for rejection under Art. 69 prior to the Berlin Congress may be reconsidered by relevant 
committees, which may recommend conservation of that name which will best serve stability, such 
names to be listed as an Appendix to the Code." 

(5) Committees, other than Spermatophyta, with conserved family names in Appendix II or rec- 

ommending proposals to conserve family names, must make a choice concerning format. This is 
because of acceptance of App. II, Props. A-D. The key proposal, Prop. A, was amended to apply only 
to groups other than Spermatophyta and to be permissive, not mandatory. They must decide to either 
maintain the existing format for conserved family names (listing only conserved names, overriding 
all unconserved names with stated exceptions) or adopt the format used in Appendix III for conserved 

generic names (conserved names overriding only listed rejected names). If the decision is to change 
format then the necessary nomina rejicienda must be listed for each conserved name. Such listings 
for existing conserved family names should be submitted to the General Committee Secretary as soon 
as possible. 

(6) The Section accepted the names approved for conservation/rejection by the General Committee 
in its previously published reports and in the report below. These names will be added to the appropriate 
appendices in the Code as fully official. Names recommended for conservation/rejection in subsequent 
published Committee reports, if approved by the General Committee before the new Code goes to 
press, will appear in the appropriate appendices with an asterisk, as in past editions, indicating that 
formal acceptance by the next Congress is still required. 

Report of the Nominating Committee for Rapporteur General and 
Permanent Nomenclature Committees 

Nominating Committee: F. A. Stafleu (Chair), D. H. Nicolson (Secretary), A. Cronquist, H. Eichler, 
S. W. Greene, D. L. Hawksworth, J. McNeill, and W. Greuter. 

Under Div. III of the ICBN, the Rapporteur General and the membership of nine Permanent 
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Nomenclature Committees are to be elected by International Botanical Congresses. Dr. F. A. Stafleu, 
Chairman of the Nomenclature Sessions, requested that preliminary slates for each Permanent Com- 
mittee be submitted by the Committee officers attending the Nomenclature Section. The officers for 
all Committees did this and these were considered by the Nominating Committee. Modifications were 
discussed with the current officers before the final slate was drafted. The slate was then finalized, 
submitted to the Section, and was approved, with reinstatement of inadvertent omissions of a few 
names of ex officio members and others on the preliminary slates. 

Dr. K. U. Kramer (Switzerland) was nominated as Secretary of the Committee for Pteridophyta in 
Berlin but was unable to serve. The Chairman, Dr. Pichi Sermolli, contacted Dr. D. B. Lellinger (USA) 
who is willing to serve. The officers of the General Committee appointed Dr. Lellinger to the vacant 
office. 

The following incorporates the omissions and changes: 

Rapporteur General: W. Greuter (Berlin). 

1. General Committee (20 members) 
Officers: Chair-F. A. Stafleu (Netherlands), Vice-Chair-E. G. Voss (USA), Secretary-D. H. Nicolson 

(USA). 
Ex-officio members: W. A. Brandenburg (Netherlands, Secr. Hybrids), R. K. Brummitt (UK, Secr. 

Spermatophyta), W. Greuter (Berlin, Rapp.-g6n.), R. P. Korf (USA, Secr. Fungi & Lichens), D. B. 
Lellinger (USA, Secr. Pteridophyta), J. McNeill (UK, Secr. Editorial Comm.), R. L. Moe (USA, 
Secr. Algae), A. Traverse (USA, Secr. Fossils), G. Zijlstra (Netherlands, Secr. Bryophyta). 

Members-at-large: W. G. Chaloner (UK), A. Cronquist (USA), D. Hawksworth (UK), P. Hiepko 
(Berlin), G. L. Menitsky (USSR), A. E. Orchard (Australia), R. E. G. Pichi Sermolli (Italy), B. de 
Winter (South Africa). 

2. Committee for Spermatophyta (12 members) 
Officers: Chair--H. Eichler (Australia), Secretary--R. K. Brummitt (UK). 
Members: W. R. Anderson (USA), G. Buchheim (USA), T. V. Egorova (USSR), F. R. Fosberg (USA), 

I. Friis (Denmark), B. Jonsell (Sweden), H.-W. Lack (Berlin), J. McNeill (UK), H. Ohashi (Japan), 
R. L. Wilbur (USA). 

3. Committee for Pteridophyta (9 members) 
Officers: Chair-R. E. G. Pichi Sermolli (Italy), Secretary-D. B. Lellinger (USA). 
Members: P. J. Brownsey (New Zealand), M. Kato (Japan), K. U. Kramer (Switzerland), B. S. Parris 

(UK), A. R. Smith (USA), M. D. Tindale (Australia), R. M. Tryon (USA). 

4. Committee for Bryophyta (12 members) 
Officers: Chair-R. Grolle (GDR), Secretary-G. Zijlstra (Netherlands). 
Members: H. Bischler (France), S. R. Gradstein (Netherlands), D. G. Horton (USA), H. Inoue (Japan), 

P. Isoviita (Finland), Z. Iwatsuki (Japan), G. A. M. Scott (Australia), R. E. Stotler (USA), J. Vina 
(Czechoslovakia), D. H. Vitt (Canada). 

5. Committee for Fungi and Lichens (15 members) 
Officers: Chair--L. Holm (Sweden), Secretary-R. P. Korf (USA). 
Members: V. Demoulin (Belgium), W. Gams (Netherlands), D. L. Hawksworth (UK), P. M. Jorgensen 

(Norway), T. W. Kuyper (Netherlands), E. Parmasto (USSR), D. Pegler (UK), Z. Pouzar (Czecho- 
slovakia), M. A. Rifai (Indonesia), R. Singer (USA), B. Sutton (UK), J. Walker (Australia), R.-j. 
Zheng (PRC). 

6. Committee for Algae (15 members) 
Officers: Chair-P. C. Silva (USA), Secretary-R. L. Moe (USA). 
Members: C. E. M. Bicudo (Brazil), P. Compare (Belgium), T. V. Desikachary (India), L. M. Irvine 

(UK), J. Komarek (Czechoslovakia), P. G. Parkinson (New Zealand), W. F. Prud'homme van Reine 
(Netherlands), R. Simonsen (FRG), A. Sournia (France), K. L. Vinogradova (USSR), W. J. Woelk- 
erling (Australia), M. J. Wynne (USA), T. Yoshida (Japan). 
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7. Committee for Hybrids (13 members) 
Officers: Chair-C. D. Brickell (UK), Secretary-W. A. Brandenburg (Netherlands). 
Members: B. Baum (Canada), R. Cinovskis (USSR), P. Hanelt (GDR), P. V. Heath (UK), A. G. Jones 

(USA), B. D. Morley (Australia), M. Sandved (Norway), T. Timmann (FRG), F. Vrugtman (Canada), 
W. H. Wagner (USA), P. F. Yeo (UK). 

8. Committee for Fossil Plants (14 members) 
Officers: Chair-W. G. Chaloner (UK), Secretary-A. Traverse (USA). 
Members: S. Archangelsky (Argentina), K. Faegri (Norway), M. Fairon-Demaret (Belgium), J. Galtier 

(France), J. Jansonius (Canada), V. Krassilov (USSR), Li Xingxue (PRC), H. K. Maheshwari (India), 
D. J. Nichols (USA), F. Schaarschmidt (FRG), J. E. Skog (USA), B. S. Venkatachala (India). 

9. Editorial Committee (11 members) 
Officers: Chair-W. Greuter (Berlin), Secretary-J. McNeill (UK). 
Members: H. M. Burdet (Switzerland), W. G. Chaloner (UK), V. Demoulin (Belgium), R. Grolle 

(GDR), D. Hawksworth (UK), D. H. Nicolson (USA), P. C. Silva (USA), F. A. Stafleu (Netherlands), 
E. G. Voss (USA). 

Dan H. Nicolson, Secretary 
Nominating Committee 

Report of the Committee for Bryophyta 
Art. 14, Prop. I [concerning infrageneric names in Lejeuneaceae, their establishment at generic rank, 

and their species names] was rejected before the Secretary could withdraw it and request referral to a 
Special Committee. Something has to be done to find a final solution since progress of Index Hepa- 
ticarum seems to be blocked by Lejeuneaceae and conservation of many generic names does not solve 
problems at the specific level. 

It was decided to ask a few hepaticologists if they would be willing to serve on an ad hoc Committee, 
under the auspices of the International Association of Bryologists, to study the problem and come up 
with a solution. It would be preferable not to amend the Code but this option cannot be excluded. 
[Later it was decided to establish a Subcommittee for the Lejeuneaceae within the Committee for 
Bryophyta.] 

The Chair, Dr. R. Grolle, wishes to thank Dr. Marshall Crosby for everything that he has done for 
this Committee, especially during the period when he was Secretary. 

Gea Zijlstra, Secretary 
Committee for Bryophyta 

Report of the Committee for Fossil Plants 
The Secretary has received votes and, in many instances, detailed comments on all the matters 

before our Committee from an almost unbelievable 100% of our 13 members! One matter, Storch's 
proposed (Taxon 30: 213. 1981) change of the starting point for fossil plants to include Schlotheim's 
Petrefaktenkunde (1820), was supposed by the Chairman, Dr. W. G. Chaloner, and me, to have been 
deferred from Sydney to the Berlin Congress for decision. The records of the Sydney Congress make 
it clear that technically we allowed the proposal to die there. However, we were assured that if our 
Committee so voted, the Nomenclature Section here would permit us to revive the proposal and 
present it without prejudice. As will be noted below, the Committee does not favor taking this action, 
and the starting point for fossil plants will therefore not be altered. 

The Committee considered a number of proposals to conserve, and continues its by now "traditional" 
very conservative attitude on conservation, as discussed below. The proposal (781) to conserve Trochi- 
liscus (Samoilova, Taxon 34: 157. 1985), proved controversial and this has played a role in this report 
not being published before the Congress. 

The Committee also voted on two matters concerning proposals to amend the Code. These are 
discussed below. 

We report with great sorrow the recent death of our long-time member and friend, Dr. Sergei V. 
Meyen (Moscow). He had written opinions for the Committee and returned his votes shortly before 
his death. We have also lost, by death since Sydney, Dr. Jan Muller (Leiden). Dr. Harlan P. Banks 
(Ithaca) and Dr. William R. Evitt (Stanford) have resigned. 

The results of our deliberations we now set before the Nomenclature Section: 
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A. Starting point change 
The Committee voted 3 for and 8 against (2 abstentions) bringing up the Storch proposal again at 

Berlin. Several members of the Committee pointed out that Schlotheim's contributions to science in 

general are beyond question. However, the original objections to recognizing generic names in his 

Petrefaktenkunde are persuasive and the previous decision to exclude it specifically by regarding it as 
published before 31 December 1820, the starting point for fossil plant nomenclature, was wise. 

B. Conservation proposals 
(541) Cordaites Unger vs. Neozamia Pomel and Pychnophyllum Brongniart by Storch (Taxon 30: 

213. 1981). Vote: 13 for, 0 against, recommended. 
This proposal, held over from Sydney, is clearly the rare sort of proposal our Committee will back 

enthusiastically. Cordaites is an important genus, and the name in very common usage. 
(542) Amend the type of Calamites Brongn., nom. cons., from C. radiatus Brongn. to C. suckowii 

Brongn. by Storch (Taxon 30: 215. 1981). Vote: 12 for, 0 against (1 abstention), recommended. 
Our expert reviewer strongly favored this proposal, as Calamites is in very common usage, and the 

present type-designation is not useful. 
(564) Karstenia Fr. (Fungi) vs. Karstenia G6pp. (Foss. Lycopsida) by Hawksworth and Sherwood 

(Taxon 30: 341. 1981). Vote: 10 for, 1 against (2 abstentions), recommended. 
The late Dr. Meyen wrote that he examined the type material, found it to be badly preserved and 

probably representing Stigmaria. Although the Committee for Fungi and Lichens (Taxon 35: 554. 
1986) apparently thought that lycopsids are "fossil ferns", the Committee for Fossil Plants does not 
oppose this proposal. It is interesting that even in this apparently open-and-shut case in which all 
commenting favored allowing conservation, sentiment against conserving names in general is reflected, 
in that almost a quarter of the Committee did not vote yes. 

(570) Phillipsia Berk. vs. Phillipsia Presl (Foss. Lycopsida) by Hawksworth and Sherwood (Taxon 
30: 344. 1981). Vote: 2 for, 9 against (2 abstentions), not recommended. 

Dr. Meyen also wrote our expert opinion on this question. He stated that current work on lepi- 
dodendrids almost certainly will require use of Presl's name for certain permineralized lepidodendrid 
stems. He therefore urged paleobotanical opposition to letting mycologists "have" Phillipsia. The 
Nomenclature Section will have to vote on this matter, as the Committee for Fungi and Lichens has 
voted (Taxon 35: 555. 1986) even more overwhelmingly (15:0) for this proposal. [Nom. Ed. Note: 
At Berlin, Dr. Traverse pointed out the conflicting Committee recommendations and stated that 
Committee members present at Berlin agreed not to oppose the mycologists on this conservation. The 
Chair ruled that the matter will be voted on by the General Committee. DHN] 

(693) Eusphenopteris Gothan ex Novik vs. Eusphenopteris Kidston by Boersma and Gastaldo (Taxon 
32: 307. 1983). Vote: 1 for, 8 against (4 abstentions), not recommended. 

The Committee's expert commentator pointed out that both of these generic names for fossils are 
somewhat confused and are also part of a confused complex of names. The reviewer felt that conser- 
vation was not the proper approach to clarifying the situation. 

(781) Trochiliscus Karpinsky vs. Calcisphaeria Williamson and Moellerina Ulrich by Samoilova 
(Taxon 34: 157. 1985). Votes: 3 for, 6 against (4 to postpone), not recommended. 

At the time of voting, the Committee did not have the benefit of expert opinions, only the knowledge 
that fossil charophyte o6gonia such as represented by Trochiliscus are studied by a comparatively 
small group of specialists. Almost half the Committee voted against the proposal, apparently feeling 
(at least in part) that the list of conserved names should not be burdened with names unnecessarily. 

Since voting, I received detailed commentaries from a number of authorities on charophytes, both 
on the Committee and outside of it. These opinions make it very clear that, quite apart from the fact 
that Trochiliscus is not a generic name of great importance to a broad scientific audience, the case for 
its conservation is unconvincing at best and probably wrong. Therefore, I believe I am correct in 

feeling that had the Committee had access to these opinions, the negative vote would have been even 
stronger, if not unanimous. 

C. Proposals to amend the Code 
Concerning Art. 36, Prop. A: I asked members of the Committee to express an opinion on the 

language requirements of the Code as they apply to fossil plants. Art. 36.1 presently provides that the 
description/diagnosis-in-Latin requirement does not apply to fossil plants. Therefore, at present any 
language may be used for the validating description or diagnosis of the name of a fossil plant. If Art. 
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36, Prop. A had passed, the any-language provision for fossil plants would be eliminated and, in the 
future, English or Latin would have been required for description/diagnosis. The Committee voted 7 
for and 4 against (2 abstentions) for accepting English or Latin and abandoning the any-language 
provision for fossils if Art. 36, Prop. A is accepted. In other words, our representatives in Berlin were 
not instructed to move that fossil plants be made an exception if Art. 36, Prop. A had been accepted. 

Our Committee also voted 8 for and 4 against (1 abstention) against instructing our representatives 
at Berlin to introduce a motion to amend the Code to permit "any language written in the Latin 
alphabet" for fossil plants if Art. 36, Prop. A is accepted. 

Alfred Traverse, Secretary 
Committee for Fossil Plants 

Report of the Committee for Fungi and Lichens 
Since our last published report (Taxon 36: 69. 1987) one of our members, R. H. Petersen (USA), 

resigned but was not replaced. Votes were taken on seven proposals to amend the Code and these 
votes were noted by the Secretary when appropriate during the Nomenclature Sessions. Proposals for 
conservation and/or rejection were considered and at least ten positive votes out of 14 (two-thirds 
majority) were received for 51 proposals: 

Five family names (Agaricaceae, Corticiaceae, Cortinariaceae, Thelephoraceae and Tricholomata- 
ceae), 35 generic names (Amanita, Anisomeridium, Chondropsis, Chrysothrix, Debaryomyces, Epi- 
dermophyton, Gloeophyllum, Gyrodon, Hypoderma, Lactarius, Laetinaevia, Lecanactis, Leptoglossum, 
Lophodermium, Melanoleuca, Melanospora, Mucor, Nectria, Nodulosphaeria, Pezicula, Phellinus, 
Phlyctis, Phomopsis, Physconia, Pycnoporus, Pyrenula, Rhizopus, Roccella, Rutstroemia, Scutellinia, 
Sphaerozosma, Spongipellis, Urnularia, Valsa and Volvariella), emended entries for eight already 
conserved generic names (Amanitopsis, Amphisphaeria, Cladonia, Craterellus, Papillaria [Musci], 
Pleurotus, Pythium, and Tomentella), and to reject three names under Art. 69 (Lecidea synothe, Stilbum 
cinnabarinum and Helotium). 

Fourteen additional proposals to conserve generic names were recorded with at least ten negative 
votes. Twenty proposals remain undecided, not yet having received a two-thirds majority for or against. 
Several additional proposals have not yet been voted on. 

The Secretary will submit a detailed report on the decided proposals to conserve or reject, for 
publication in Taxon and for consideration by the General Committee. 

Five members of the Committee reported to the Secretary that they were unable or unwilling to 
serve an additional term on the Committee. At the 21 July 1987 meeting of the six Committee 
members present in Berlin, all nominations previously requested from all Committee members for 
replacements were considered, and agreement was reached on a list to be given to the Nominations 
Committee by the Chairman, Lennart Holm. 

Richard P. Korf, Secretary 
Committee for Fungi and Lichens 

Report of the Committee for Hybrids 
In the first circular after the Sydney Congress, the Secretary questioned the need for the continued 

existence of the Committee. Members indicated strong support for its continuation. In particular, the 
Committee may have work to do in the future in relation to the activities of the International Com- 
mission for the Nomenclature of Cultivated Plants and in relation to the question: when does one 
treat a taxon as a nothotaxon, as discussed by Gupta and Baum (Taxon 35: 144-149. 1986)? 

Comments were prepared on those parts of the Synopsis of Proposals affecting the names of hybrids. 
On the whole, the Committee for Hybrids agrees with the Rapporteurs' recommendations. Suggestions 
for editorial alterations to the Code were also prepared. Comments and suggestions will be presented 
at the appropriate times during the deliberations. 

P. F. Yeo, Secretary 
Committee for Hybrids 

Report of the General Committee 
Since the Sydney Congress, 11 circulars have been prepared and mailed to all members of the 

General Committee. Most included ballots. Summary reports of Committee actions have appeared 
in Taxon (31: 718. 1982; 35: 551-552. 1986; and 36: 429. 1987). 

Of the four Special Committees authorized by the Nomenclature Section at Sydney, three completed 
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their reports on schedule and these (Valid Publication, Orthography, and Lectotypification) were 
published in the November 1986 Taxon. No report has yet appeared from the Special Committee on 
Effective Publication nor the ad hoc committee to prepare guidelines for publication of proposals to 
conserve or reject names, although some ideas on both these topics were circulated. A special com- 
mittee, to study the feasibility of a registration procedure for new names, was set up by the General 
Committee (see Taxon 35: 551. 1986) and has reported. 

Operations under the new guidelines for committee operation (Taxon 31: 314. 1982; corrected 32: 
167. 1983) have proceeded with, I believe, more active participation by members of the General 
Committee than has sometimes been true in the past. A good return of ballots by most members has 
produced clear results. Subsequent to the reports already published in Taxon, the following actions 
have been taken by mail ballot (13 of 17 members voting): 

(719) Cystodium J. Smith, recommended for conservation by the Committee for Pteridophyta 
(Taxon 35: 685. 1986), has been approved. 

Four family names, (455) Dicksoniaceae, (543) Adiantaceae, (545) Dryopteridaceae, and (546) 
Peranemataceae, recommended by the Subcommittee for Family Names of Pteridophyta (Taxon 35: 
686-691. 1986), have been approved-with three objections to Adiantaceae, two objections to Per- 
anemataceae and Dryopteridaceae, and one objection to Dicksoniaceae. 

Twenty-seven generic names, recommended for conservation by the Committee for Algae (Taxon 
36: 66-69. 1987), have been approved-with one objection to the entire list and one additional 
objection to Rivularia. 

Recommendations in Report 31 of the Committee for Spermatophyta (Taxon 36: 72-78. 1987) 
have been approved: Stipa columbiana and Anthospermum ciliare for rejection; ten generic names for 
conservation (or amendment of entry). 

The above actions, together with those previously reported in Taxon, are placed before the No- 
menclature Section for acceptance, with three minor observations: (1) Peyrousea (prop. 445) was 
approved, as reported (Taxon 31: 313), although no plus sign appears on p. 268 of the Synopsis of 
Proposals. (2) Lophoziaceae (prop. 465), although once approved, is not put forward for acceptance 
by the Section, as the Committee for Bryophyta now supports its withdrawal (Taxon 36: 430. 1987). 
(3) Phialea (prop. 441) is a proposal to reject the generic name under Art. 69, not to conserve it, as 
erroneously listed (Taxon 36: 429. 1987). 

It should be noted that under revisions in Arts. 64 and 75 made at Sydney, these General Committee 
reports include the first instances of confusable names put forward for ratification as "binding deci- 
sions": five pairs of names, all of which were decisively voted to be not sufficiently confusable to be 
treated as homonyms. 

On 23 July, the General Committee took the opportunity afforded by the Berlin Congress to continue 
deliberations on matters before it. A remarkable attendance of 13 of our 17 members was recorded. 
The following additional recommendations are placed before the Nomenclature Section for acceptance: 

(1) Proposals recommended by the Committee for Bryophyta (Taxon 36: 429-431. 1987) and by 
the Committee for Spermatophyta in their Report 32 (Taxon 36: 432-434. 1987). 

(2) Conservation of Lycopersicon esculentum Miller (prop. 695), discussed in Report 31 of the 
Committee for Spermatophyta (Taxon 36: 74. 1987). 

(3) That each Special Committee operate on the basis of a two-thirds vote of support from its active 
members in order to present any proposal in the name of the Committee. Active members are those 
participating in the final voting of the Committee. 

When Frans Stafleu asked me at the Seattle Congress in 1969 to serve as Secretary of this Committee 
(with predictions that duties would add little to those already undertaken as Vice-Rapporteur and 
Secretary of the Editorial Committee), I little realized how enduring (as well as educational and 
complex) the position would become! I leave with gratitude for the long cooperation of so many 
botanists, who have documented the truly international character of our science and our friendships. 

Edward G. Voss, Secretary 
General Committee 


	Article Contents
	p.434
	p.435
	p.436
	p.437
	p.438
	p.439

	Issue Table of Contents
	Taxon, Vol. 37, No. 2 (May, 1988), pp. 233-512
	Front Matter
	Gerard and Jaume: Two Neglected Figures in the History of Jussiaean Classification (Part Three) [pp.233-271]
	La composante diploide du complexe specifique Dactylis glomerata L. (Graminees): Organisation sur la base de son metabolisme phenolique [pp.272-281]
	Within-Species Organization in Wyethia and Balsamorhiza and an Assessment of Evolutionary Explanations [pp.282-291]
	Typification of Western North American Antennaria Gaertner (Asteraceae: Inuleae); Sexual Species of Sections Alpinae, Dioicae, and Plantaginifoliae [pp.292-298]
	Harry Smith in China: Routes of His Botanical Travels [pp.299-308]
	Nickel and Zinc Accumulation by Species of Thlaspi L., Cochlearia L., and Other Genera of the Brassicaceae [pp.309-318]
	A Redescription of the Genus Ploeotia Duj. (Euglenophyceae) [pp.319-325]
	The Origin and Affinities of the Ceratophyllaceae [pp.326-345]
	Studies in Annonaceae. VIII. A Cladistic Analysis of Tetrameranthus [pp.346-353]
	Hemolysis, a Synapomorphic Discriminator of an Expanded Genus Medicago (Leguminosae) [pp.354-363]
	A Molecular Evolutionary Clock for Angiosperms [pp.364-377]
	The Antarctic Plant Database and the BAS Herbarium [pp.378-380]
	The Phylogenetic Relationship of Ophioglossaceae [pp.381-386]
	Points of View
	The Application of Cladistic Taxonomy to Plants [pp.387-388]
	The Application of Cladistic Taxonomy to Plants: A Response to Wilson [pp.388-390]
	The Use of Nucleic Acid Sequence Data in Phylogenetic Reconstruction [pp.391-395]

	Chromosome Number Reports XCIX [pp.396-399]
	Bulletin of Bryology XXV [pp.400-408]
	Bulletin of Pteridology. 7 [pp.409-416]
	Reviews and Notices of Publications
	untitled [pp.417-418]
	untitled [p.418]
	untitled [pp.418-419]
	untitled [p.419]
	untitled [pp.419-420]
	untitled [p.420]
	untitled [pp.420-421]
	untitled [p.421]
	untitled [pp.421-422]
	untitled [p.422]
	Takhtajan's Latest System of Classification for the Angiosperms [pp.422-424]
	Notices [pp.424-433]

	Nomenclature
	Committee Reports Presented to the Nomenclature Section, XIVth International Botanical Congress (Berlin, July 1987) [pp.434-439]
	General Committee Report 1 [pp.440-441]
	Announcement: Special Nomenclature Committees [pp.442-444]
	Report of the Committee for Spermatophyta: 35 [pp.444-450]
	Reports (N.S. 1) of the Committee for Fungi and Lichens on Proposals to Conserve and/or Reject Names [pp.450-463]
	The Unwarranted Extension of Article 72 [pp.464-467]
	Response to Greuter's Note on the Name of the Corsican Hellebore [pp.468-469]
	Astragalus li-nii, a New Name for A. monticola Li et Ni, Non Philippi, from Tibet (Leguminosae) [p.469]
	Phyllanthus airy-shawii Replaces Phyllanthus debilis (Euphorbiaceae) of Flora of British India [pp.469-470]
	Determinations of Rhamnaceae of the Torner Collection of Sessé and Mociño Biological Illustrations [pp.471-472]
	Linnaean Names in the Genus Athamanta L. (Umbelliferae: Apioideae) and Their Typification [pp.472-477]

	Proposals to Conserve or Reject
	(907) Proposal to Conserve Aspicilia Massal. against Several Names (Lichenized Ascomycotina: Hymeneliaceae) [pp.478-479]
	(908) Proposal to Conserve Parmeliopsis (Nyl.) Nyl. (Lichenes) with a Conserved Type [pp.479-480]
	(909) Proposal to Conserve Pseudocyphellaria against Several Names (Ascomycotina, Lobariaceae) [pp.480-482]
	(910) Proposal to Conserve Fossombroniaceae Hazsl. against Codoniaceae Klinggr. (Hepaticae) [pp.482-483]
	(911) Proposal to Conserve Marsilea L. (Pteridophyta: Marsileaceae) with Marsilea quadrifolia as typ. conserv. [pp.483-486]
	(912) Proposal to Conserve 6877a Rhytidocaulon Bally (Asclepiadaceae: Stapelieae) against Rhytidocaulon Nylander ex Elenkin (Lichenes: Parmeliaceae) [pp.486-487]
	(913) Proposal to Reject the Name Cymbidium longifolium D. Don (Orchidaceae) [pp.487-488]
	(914) Proposal to Conserve the Name Fraxinus angustifolia Vahl against F. rotundifolia Mill. (Oleaceae) [pp.488-489]

	Index Herbariorum: Additions to Index Herbariorum, Part 1, The Herbaria of the World, Edition 7(V) [pp.490-504]
	News and Notes [pp.505-508]
	Janice Carson Beatley (1919-1987) [pp.508-509]
	Howard E. Bigelow (1923-1987) [p.509]
	Otto Degener (1899-1988) [p.509]
	Deaths [p.509]
	Frederick Joseph Hermann (1906-1987) [pp.509-510]
	C. Earle Smith, Jr. [p.510]
	[Illustration]: HI-IAPT Portraits of Botanists No. 102. Benjamin Daydon Jackson [pp.511-512]
	Back Matter



