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TAXON 32(4): 660-662. NOVEMBER 1983 

PROPOSALS TO AMEND THE CODE 

Concerning Amendment Proposals 
Botanists interested in proposing changes in the International Code of Botanical Nomenclature 

should be familiar with the basic procedure: (1) After each new edition of the Code appears, proposals 
to amend it are published in Taxon, where they are numbered serially. (2) Prior to the next International 
Botanical Congress, a Synopsis of Proposals assembles all of these, organized by Article and Rec- 
ommendation, and publishes them with appropriate comments from the Rapporteurs but without the 
full argumentation accompanying the original publication. (3) A ballot for the Preliminary Mail Vote 
(an entirely advisory opinion from individuals) is distributed with the Synopsis, and the ballots are 
tabulated so that the results are available to members of the Nomenclature Section of the Congress. 
(4) The Nomenclature Section, meeting for 4 to 5 days before the main sessions of the Congress, 
considers proposals, including any amendments offered, and acts upon them on the basis of a com- 
bination of individual and institutional votes. (5) Decisions of the Nomenclature Section are ratified 
by vote of a plenary session of the Congress. 

Details of the method of appointment of the Rapporteurs, and of those eligible to vote in the 
Preliminary Mail ballot and at the Nomenclature Section of the Congress, appear in the Code, Division 
III (Provisions for Modification of the Code). 

The "Sydney" Code, incorporating changes adopted at the XIII Congress in Sydney, will soon be 
published (Regnum vegetabile 111). Proposals to amend the Code at the next Congress in Berlin in 
1987 must be based on the text of this Code and not the previous "Leningrad" one. In making 
proposals, specific points that should be noted include: 

(1) Proposals should state explicitly what change is proposed, e.g.: "Change Art. 30.4 to read as 
follows:"; "Delete the second sentence of Art. 75 Note 2."; "Reword the last line of Rec. 73M as 
follows:"; "Add the following example to Rec. 29B." In other words, proposals should not consist 
simply of new text but should indicate exactly which passage is to be altered, deleted, or added. A 
clearly expressed, brief proposal is more likely to be read sympathetically than a long complex argument 
or a series of repetitive proposals. 

(2) If a general principle applies to several Articles and Recommendations, the matter can often be 
covered succinctly by a single proposal, in which details are given at the most relevant point in the 
Code. If, for example, there should be a proposal to eliminate the 'X' sign for hybrids, or to make the 
rank of section equivalent to subgenus, it would not be necessary to make a separate formal proposal 
for amending every single passage where 'x' or 'section' is mentioned in the Code. By the same token, 
if acceptance of a proposal would require renumbering or rewording of the remainder of an Article 
or Recommendation, it is not necessary to make separate proposals for such changes. Making separate 
proposals for derivative changes only increases unnecessarily the text of the Synopsis and, especially, 
the number of mail votes to be cast and tabulated. 

(3) Proposers are encouraged to provide a list of all the Articles and Recommendations believed to 
be affected by a given proposal. This is to help the Editorial Committee for the new Code whose main 
job is to ensure that any amendments adopted are fully integrated with the existing text and consistently 
implemented throughout. Details of examples that could illustrate the effect of a proposal are also 
welcomed by the Editorial Committee. 

Proposals to conserve or to reject have their own sequence of numbering in Taxon and should, 
therefore, be made separately from proposed changes in the Articles and Recommendations. The 
Nomenclature Section in Sydney instructed the General Committee to issue special guidelines defining 
the minimum requirements for the acceptance for publication in Taxon of proposals to conserve or 
reject. These guidelines will be published in Taxon at a later date. (See Englera 2: 106. 1982.) 

We are indebted to Dr. E. G. Voss, Rapporteur-gin6ral for the Sydney Congress and currently 
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Secretary of the General Committee on Botanical Nomenclature, whose "Advice on proposals to 
amend the Code" (Taxon 26: 309-310. 1977), forms the basis of this outline. 

W. Greuter, Rapporteur-gengral, Botanischer Garten und Botanisches Museum Berlin-Dahlem, 
KOnigin-Luise-Strasse 6-8, D-1000 Berlin 33, Germany, and 

J. McNeill, Vice-rapporteur, Department of Biology, 
University of Ottawa, Ottawa KIN 6N5, Canada 

Proposals (1, 2). Add the rank superorder denoted by -anae. 

Summary 
Superorder, a rank between subclass and order, is proposed to be added to the International Code 

of Botanical Nomenclature. The prefix "super-" and the termination, "-anae" are proposed with -anae 
considered to be the proper ending over the presently competing termination "-iflorae." 

In recent publications reviewing the classification of flowering plants, the rank superorder has been 
used although such a rank is not currently specified in the International Code of Botanical Nomenclature 
(Stafleu et al., 1978). Dahlgren et al. (1981), Rouleau (1981), Takhtajan (1980), Thorne (1981) and 
David A. Young (unpublished) all use the rank; only Cronquist (1981) does not use the rank. Rouleau 
and Takhtajan use the termination -anae, while Dahlgren, Thorne and Young use the termination 
-iflorae. This competition for support of one ending over the other is clouding the value of the rank, 
and has the potential for adding to the already confusing nature of botanical nomenclature for users 
outside the field of botany. To resolve this we propose to amend the International Code to include 
"super-" taxa, and to provide a specific solution to the competing terminations. 

Proposal (1). Amend Art. 4.1 as follows: 
After "... the prefix sub (sub-)" add "or the prefix super (super-)," and after "Subclassis" add 

"Superordo." 

Proposal (2). Amend Art. 17 as follows: 
In Art. 17.1 add a new first sentence: "If the name of a superorder is based on the stem of a name 

of a family based on a generic name, it must have the termination -anae." 
In Art. 17.3 amend the first sentence by adding the word "super-order" as follows: "When the name 

of a superorder, order or suborder ... ." 

Rationale for the Proposals: 
The growing use of the rank superorder, as seen in the recent revisions of the higher taxa of the 

flowering plants, is an indication that it shall remain an established rank. The proposed amendment 
to Art. 4.1 merely reflects what is already established practice. It also provides for the prefix super- 
to be used at taxonomic ranks other than superorder as proposed here. We do not wish to propose 
amending the Code to provide for terminations for ranks other than this one rank; however, future 
workers may eventually find such ranks useful, and could then propose specific modifications. 

The purposes of amending Art. 17 are twofold. First we wish to provide for establishment of the 
rank superorder in the same way other ordinal and subordinal names are established. Second we wish 
to establish a specific ending for the taxon, -anae. Although more workers (three versus two) currently 
use -iflorae, such a termination is not appropriate in groups of plants other than the flowering plants. 
The expressed purpose of botanical nomenclature is to provide reasonable provisions for all groups 
of plants, from the algae to the flowering plants. The termination -iflorae would be singularly inap- 
propriate in the algae, fungi, ferns and gymnosperms. It may be argued that the current exceptions for 
ranks at the subclass and above as noted in Recommendation 16A could be extended to include 
superorder. We reject this suggestion as there are no exceptions at the ordinal rank, and the potential 
for confusion of this point between superorder and order is too great. It is useful to differentiate 
between the algae, fungi and cormophytes, as currently done in the Code, at ranks above the subclass. 
However, for the rank of superorder to be useful, one would need to subdivide the cormophytes 
further so as to restrict the termination -iflorae for the Magnoliophyta, and then provide one or more 
suitable terminations not only for the remaining members of the cormophytes, but the remaining 
groups of plants as well. There could be a never-ending array of terminations at a single rank, and 
such confusion is simply not needed. 
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