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(95-101) Seven proposals to make autonyms coordinate with their homotypes

Article 2 states that every individual plant is treated as belonging to a number of taxa
of consecutively (sic) subordinate rank. This implies, for example, that a member of a
genus is also a member of a subgenus, section, subsection, series, subseries, species,
subspecies, variety etc. There is therefore a conflict with the current rules on the
“establishment” of autonyms (Arts. 16.1, 19.4, 22.2, 26.2), for it implies that the latter
should be treated as coordinate with and established by their corresponding
homotypes, in a manner analogous to the treatment of similar names (“name
groups”) under the Zoological Code. Such treatment would greatly simplify and even-
tually stabilize the nomenclature of subordinate taxa, and the necessary changes are
proposed below. One immediate advantage would be the automatic indexing and
dating of all autonyms by way of existing indexes of family, generic and specific
names. At present, no complete indexes exist for the names of subordinate taxa sup-
posedly “establishing” autonyms for the first time; the area of uncertainty which con-
sequently exists as to their correct dating would be eliminated.

(95) Reword Art. 6.8, as follows:

“6.8. Autonyms are such names as are established automatically under Articles 16.1,
19.4, 22.2 and 26.2 and in accordance with Art. 2.1”.

(96) Amend Art. 7.21, as follows:

For “from which it is derived” substitute: “by the valid publication of which it is
established”.

(97) Amend 19.4, to read:

“19.4. The valid publication of a legitimate name of a family also validly publishes the
autonyms of all nominotypical infrafamilial suprageneric taxa, i.e., those that include
the type of the family name (Art. 2.1)”

The word nominotypical is used here in the sense in which it is used in the
Zoological Code.
(98) Reword Art. 22.2, as follows:

“22.2. The valid publication of a legitimate name of a genus also validly publishes the
autonyms of all nominotypical infrageneric supraspecific taxa, i.e., those that include
the type of the generic name (Art. 2.1; see also Arts. 32.6 and 57.3)”

(99) Amend Art. 25.1, as follows:
Delete « if any” and substitute “(cf. Art. 2.1)”.

(100) Reword Art. 26.2 and the following examples, as follows:

“26.2. The valid publication of a legitimate name of a species also validly publishes the
autonyms of all nominotypical infraspecific taxa, i.e., those that include the type of
the specific name?”
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“Ex. 2. The valid publication of the name Lycopodium inundatum L. (1753) also
validly published the name of the nominotypical variety L. inundatum L. var. inun-
datum, the type of which is that of the name L. inundatum L?

“Ex. 3. Utricularia stellaris L. f. (1782) includes U. stellaris var. coromandeliana A. DC.
(1844) and U. stellaris var. stellaris (1782) validly published for the nominotypical
variety. When U. stellaris is included in U. inflexa Forssk. (1775) as a variety, the cor-
rect name of the variety is U. inflexa var. stellaris (L. f.) P. Taylor (1961), there being no
earlier adoptable epithet applicable to the taxon?”

(101) Amend Art. 57.3, to read:

“An autonym is treated as having priority over any heterotypic name for a subordinate
taxon published at the same time as the name that established it”

If the above proposals be accepted the following editorial changes will be needed.

In Art. 57 Ex. 7, for “(1879) automatically established at the same time” read
“(1753) automatically established”.

The first sentence of Art. 57 Ex. 8 is to read: “Under Salix tristis Ait. (1789) are
included var. tristis (1789) automatically established and var. microphylla Anderson
(Salices Bor.-Am. 21. 1855)”.

In Art. 57 Ex. 9 delete “since the publication of the latter name” and substitute
“since the publication of Synthlipsis berlandieri A. Gray (1859)”; for “is treated as hav-
ing” substitute “has”.

Art. 60 Ex. 3 is to read as follows, and is to be transferred to Art. 57 as Ex. 10:
“Lythrum intermedium Ledeb. (1822), when treated as a variety of L. salicaria L.
(1753), is to be called L. salicaria L. var. intermedium (Ledeb.) Koehne (Bot. Jahrb.
Syst. 1: 327. 1843), the priority of the autonym dating from 1822, not L. salicaria var.
glabrum Ledeb. (F1. Ross. 2: 127. 1843).

Proposed by: C. Jeffrey, Herbarium, Royal Botanic Gardens, Kew, Richmond, Surrey TW9
3AE, UK.
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