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(48) Proposal to emend Recommendation 46E.1.

The initial clause of Recommendation 46E.1 “When an author who validly publishes a name ascribes
it to another person” is emended to read “When an author who validly publishes a name ascribes it
unaltered to another person.”

The following example is added to become Ex. 2:

““Lichen debilis Smith (Engl. bot. 35: t. 2462. 1812) should not be cited as Lichen debilis Turner &
Borrer ex Smith because the name ascribed to Turner & Borrer was Calicium debile.”

Comments

Recommendation 46E.1 deals with names proposed by one person and published by another in
which the connecting word ‘ex’ is used. In many such cases the validly published name was placed
in a different genus or given a different rank from that intended by the originator of the name. This
situation is not at present mentioned in the Code, so that a division of opinion exists as to the way
in which such names should be cited. Some authors ascribe the altered name to the originator followed
by ‘ex’ and the publisher, whilst others cite the publishing author alone. It is considered that Rec-
ommendation 46E.1 should be emended so that such cases are uniformly treated in the future.

Clearly, where a name is suggested by one person and altered on publication by another, it is a
misrepresentation of the views of the originator to attribute the published name to him or her. Therefore
it is proposed that the word ‘unaltered’ be added to Recommendation 46E.1, so that only the actual
publisher is cited where a name has been changed. A further incidental advantage is that the author
citation is shortened. Examples are numerous and only two are cited here, the first involving a different
genus and the second involving a different rank.

The name Lichen debilis was published by Smith, Engl. bot. 35: tab. 2462 (1812), with ‘Calicium
debile. Turn. and Borr. Mss.’ cited as a synonym. Since Smith had altered the name from Calicium
debile to Lichen debilis, the name should be cited as Lichen debilis Smith and not Lichen debilis
Turner & Borrer ex Smith, as is sometimes given. It is proposed that this example is cited in the Code
in order to bring the clarification to attention.

J. B. Gillettin Kew Bull. 13: 128 (1958) published the name Tephrosia interrupta subsp. elongatiflora
‘Harms ex Gillett ssp. nov.’ based on a holotype specimen ‘labelled in a German hand “Tephrosia
confir. elongatiflora Harms”.’ It appears that Harms never used the rank of subspecies, and it is
therefore misleading of Gillett to ascribe this subspecies to him. Obviously the subspecies should be
simply cited as T. interrupta subsp. elongatiflora J. B. Gillett, as would be made clear by the proposed
emendment.

The existing five examples given in the Code, Carex stipata Muhlenb. ex Willd., Gossypium to-
mentosum Nutt. ex Seemann, Lithocarpus polystachyus (Wallich ex A. DC.) Rehder (Quercus polys-
tachya Wallich ex A. DC.), Orchis rotundifolia Banks ex Pursh, and Gesneria donklarii hort. ex Hook.,
have all been checked in their original publications and all conform with the proposed emendment;
they may therefore remain as examples, although it is questionable if so many are needed.

I thank Dr R. K. Brummitt and Mr A. O. Chater for their helpful comments on the manuscript.

Proposed by: J. R. Laundon, Department of Botany, British Museum (Natural History), Cromwell
Road, London SW7 5BD, U.K.

(49) Meaning of ex: A proposal to amend Rec. 46E.1 of the code.

The phrase A ex B following a taxon name probably means to the average taxonomist that B
published a name previously suggested by A for this taxon at this rank, but for some reason not
effectively or validly published by A himself.

A recent lengthy discussion with the Nomenclatural Editor of Taxon and several referees convinced
me that ex is often interpreted in a widely different way (cf. Taxon 33: 724. 1984).

We had a taxon that to A was a ‘race,” and in no way a species. The Editor and all referees were
prepared to treat the first B as having misquoted A so as to have him call the taxon a species, and in
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their opinion the taxon quite legally became the species A ex B, even though nobody had questioned
that it had never at any time anywhere been a species to A.

Such a stand seems indeed possible under the present Code. Rec. 46E1 provides that ex may be
used when an author publishes a name ascribing it to another author. No proof whatever is requested
as to the correctness of the ascription, which might thus be totally arbitrary: I know that A never
thought of it as a species, but nonetheless I publish a species name that I attribute to A, and so the
taxon will be the species A ex me. By the same token, for instance, any name may now be published
attributing it to Linnaeus.

To the general biologist such situations appear far too reminiscent of Lewis Carroll, tending to make
a mockery of nomenclature and even taxonomy. So I suggest that Rec. 46E.1 be amended as follows:

When the author B that publishes a name ascribes it to another author A, and provided he at the
same time publishes proper documentation to make clear that this name had been suggested by A for
the taxon under consideration at the now published rank, the latter author may be quoted in the first
place with his name followed by ex and the name of the publishing author: A ex B. If the rank is
changed by the publishing author (B), the original rank must be mentioned by him and the original
author A may only be quoted in the form (A ex B) B.

Proposed by: Michel Guédés, Laboratoire de Phanérogamie, Muséum d’Histoire naturelle, F-75005
Paris, France.

(50) Proposal to amend Division III.

The Code has become the main or only source of nomenclatural instability, so I am delighted to
learn that colleagues are devising means, unfortunately not of stabilizing it, but at least of bringing
restraint to its unended emendation (Taxon 33: 532-535. 1984). On these proposals, however, emen-
dations would become harder to enact, but once enacted would retain the same deleterious effects as
disparaged by the authors.

This is because most of them would no doubt be retroactive. Retroactivity was a necessity in the
original Code for choices to be made between conflicting names of taxa, but it became self-destructive
when a Code designed to stabilize nomenclature began to be restlessly and retroactively modified.

I suggest a very simple provision to Division III:

(50) Proposal to add provision to Division III.
“Starting from [as soon as possible] no Congress shall enact any retroactive emendation to the Code.”

If for instance the starting point of the nomenclature of a group is changed, this will apply to the
choice of names that will come to be needed after the change, and will not alter the names that were
valid before it. If it is decided that some author did not use the binary nomenclature after all, this
will prevent taking further epithets from his work, but will leave in place those already in use.

Proposed by: Michel Guédés, Muséum d’Histoire naturelle, 16, rue Buffon, Paris 5, France.

(51)«(56) Problems with the nomenclature of nothotaxa in the Sydney Code with six proposals to
amend.

Article 63.4

Art. 63.4 of the Sydney Code has turned out to be a nonsense. It says “A statement of parentage
accompanying the publication of a name for a hybrid cannot make that name superfluous.” What the
rule appears to mean is that e.g. the name Polypodium x font-queri Rothmaler, 1937 (‘1936’) was not
made superfluous by the statement or parentage accompanying it (P. australe x P. vulgare). There is
no reason to think that such a name would be superfluous. A statement of parentage is obviously not
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