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Cheilolejeunea subg. Euosmolejeunea. But the former would merely provide the basionym for the
latter (Art. 54) and the new combination would date from the time it was first used as such.

The present proposal is not new in intent. It is basically the position adopted by Verdoorn (1934)
and, in more recent years, very widely although unofficially adopted. It seems to be the only solution
which will avoid the unresolvable controversies in interpretation which have plagued the nomenclature
of Lejeunea for so long (see e.g. Zijlstra, 1982; Scott and Bradshaw, 1986). The 37 subgeneric epithets
of Spruce, as well as the sectional epithet concerned, are easily recognizable: each of them consists of
the word “‘Lejeunea” with a descriptive prefix.
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(323A)—(327) Proposals to amend the Code for names of hybrids.

In considering the Code as it applies to the names of hybrids I have noticed a need for change in
two places. The first change can be dealt with by one of two alternative proposals offered, the second
alternative being merely editorial in nature; the second change requires only an editorial amendment.
I also comment on P. V. Heath’s ‘Thirty-three proposals to clarify the Code’ (Taxon 34: 540-546.
1985). In doing so I make three further proposals.

(323A) Proposal. I feel that something needs to be done about the remoteness of the second footnote
on page 10 of the Code from Appendix 1. I favour giving both the second and the third footnotes on
this page greater prominence. The proposal is as follows:

Art. 4. Add: “Note 3. Throughout this Code the expression ‘subdivision of a family’ refers only to
categories between family and genus in rank and ‘subdivision of a genus’ refers only to categories
between genus and species in rank.”

Art. 10. Change footnotes ** and *** to read ‘see Art. 4, Note 3.

Art. 19.3. Add “* after ‘subdivision of a family’ and add corresponding footnote: ‘*See Art. 4, Note 3°.
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Arts. 21.1, H.8.1 and H.9.1. Add “* after ‘subdivision of a genus’ and add corresponding footnote
“* See Art. 4, Note 3’.

The Editorial Committee is invited to consider putting the new note before one or both of the others
in Art. 4.

(323B) Proposal. Alternative to Prop. (323A).
To Arts. H.8.1 and H.9.1. Add footnotes at the places indicated in Prop. (323A), penultimate paragraph,
referring to the second footnote on page 10 of the Code.

(324) Proposal. In Art. 40, Ex. 7. Change the first part of the second line to read * x Agroelymus as
the name of a nothogenus, without . . .”. This will bring it into line with the terminology now used
in Appendix I.

Heath’s Numbered Proposals and Suggestions

Prop. 63. There may be obstacles to this change (for example, a typification could be overthrown
if the taxon whose name was the type was newly treated as a nothotaxon), but if it is accepted in
principle I think it should be worded as in the following proposal. This would avoid the looseness
involved in the meaning of the word ‘hybrid’ and would deal with Art. H.3, Note 1, at the same time.

(325) Proposal to add a new paragraph at the end of Art. 10: “The name of a genus (or a subdivision
of a genus) may not be lectotypified or neotypified by the type of the name of a nothospecies.”

Prop. 74. The appearance of the word ‘should’ is objectionable in an example; I make an alternative
proposal:

(326) Proposal to Art. H.3, Note 1, Ex. 3. Add: “Rosa canina L., a polyploid believed to be of ancient
hybrid origin, is treated as a species.”

Prop. 75. I see no need to name nothotaxa at a higher rank than genus. The second sentence of the
first paragraph shows that this would bring in its train a new complication with regard to names at
generic rank; I think the word ‘valid’ is incorrectly used in the first paragraph of the proposal.

Prop. 76. I agree that the present wording which it is proposed to delete represents an unenforceable
element in Art. H.6, but it is desirable that the custom is preserved. I here offer another proposal,
dependent on the acceptance of Prop. 76.

(327) Proposal to add: “Rec. H.6A. When a nothogeneric name is formed from the name of a person
by adding -ara, the person concerned should preferably be a collector, grower or student of the group.”

Prop. 78 is acceptable.

Suggestion 4. I agree.

Suggestion 7. I agree, assuming the facts are correctly stated.

Suggestion 8. We need a selection of such examples but not all of the eight supplied. We might,
however, include an example from Orchidaceae, none having been supplied by Heath. This could be:
x Phragmipaphium hort. for Paphiopedilum x Phragmipedium (= x Phragmipaphiopedilum hort. ex
Airy-Shaw) [see also Index Kewensis, Suppl. 15, for x Phragmipaphium). The Editorial Committee
will no doubt suitably alter the expressions ‘invalid’ and ‘valid’, in the explanatory wording offered
by Heath.

Suggestion 9. If one or both of the new examples are added, one or both of the existing examples
where the authority is ‘hort.” could be thrown out.

Suggestion 10. This example would be a useful addition, suitably worded.

Suggestion 11. It hardly seems necessary to exemplify the principle of limitation of number of
syllables.

Suggestion 12. Addition of these examples is highly desirable.

Proposed by: P. F. Yeo, University Botanic Garden, Cambridge CB2 1JF, England.

(328)-(330) Proposals to amend Art. 69 of the Code.

Provision for the rejection of ambiguous names has been in the Code since the “First Edition”, the
Vienna Code of 1906 (Briquet, 1906), where everyone was enjoined to “refuse to admit a name . . .
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