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(105) Proposal to amend Art. 32.4 on indirect reference

(105) Add a second sentence to Art. 32.4-

“If there is no citation of a previous author’s name, unambiguous evidence can
indicate that a name should be accepted as a new combination or a transfer
(infrageneric to generic rank or suprageneric to family rank)”’

If this proposal passes we suggest the following example: “Ex. Kummer (Fiihrer
Pilzk. 21, 72. 1871) was the first to use Hypholoma at the rank of genus. Even though
he did not mention a basionym or refer to Fries, the author of Agaricus “trib?
Hypholoma, it is unambiguous that he made a transfer into Hypholoma (Fries) Kum-
mer, and published the new combination H. fascicularis (Fries : Fries) Kummer?

Art. 32.4 defines ‘indirect reference’ as “a clear indication, by the citation of the
author’s name or in some other way, that a previously and effectively published
description or diagnosis applies. Current Art. 32 Ex. 6 illustrates the “in some other
way”: a species combination that is validated by the addition of a species number;
although the reference is indirect, “it is perfectly unambiguous”.

It appears that different interpretations have evolved on what might be acceptable
as an indirect reference “in some other way” between taxonomists working in different
main plant groups (and to a lesser degree between the workers within one main
group). These interpretations concern the so-called “nude combinations”, as well as
what could be named “nude transfers”.

Before the Berlin Congress, a Committee for Valid Publication discussed the prob-
lems of “nude combinations”, and made a proposal (Art. 33 Prop. G). Even though it
was favoured unanimously by the Committee, the Rapporteurs were hesitant to
recommend the proposal. Partially this was because it was proposed as a Note under
Art. 33.2 and seemed to be partly in conflict with Art. 32.4. Rejection of the proposal
did not resolve the problems.

On the one side of the spectrum are mycologists. Many generic and species names in
Kummer (1871) are almost universally accepted as transfers to generic rank and new
combinations, respectively (Farr & Farr, 1981), even though the book contains only
one author’s name: Paul Kummer on the title page. Kummer’s names can be con-
sidered as validly published names of new taxa by virtue of the descriptions found in
the keys. If not accepted as transfers, but as names of new genera, his generic names
would be earlier homonyms of the Friesian tribes raised to generic rank by Quélet
(1872). If not accqpted as new combinations, but as names of new species, Kummer’s
species names would be earlier homonyms of new combinations to be ascribed to
numerous later authors. Kummer’s generic and species novelties are many, c. 500
names!

Among spermatophytologists, most have the same policy as mycologists. Examples
at the species level were discussed by Chapman (1986) and Green (1991), explaining
that if you do not accept the new combination and there is a description, you have to
accept it as the name of a new species. In many cases this would be an earlier
homonym of the new combination that (with full references) was published later.

We wish to stress that those “nude combinations” (and “nude transfers”) can be
accepted as such only if there are no arguments against it, see the example of Cereus
peruvianus in Chapman’s report.
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Bryologists are at the other end of the spectrum. For several decades they have
applied Art. 42 to monotypic cases of “nude transfers” to generic rank. Their refusal
to interpret them as transfers of sections or subgenera to generic rank, led to a number
of proposals to conserve a later formal transfer against such artificially created
“earlier homonyms”, e.g. Isoviita & Koponen (1984). Three cases are in Appendix IIIA
of the Berlin Code, two in the most recent report of the Committee for Bryophyta
(Zijlstra, 1990), and many more names in the Lejeuneaceae are considered to require a
conservation proposal — a kind of conservation that never occurred in any other
group of plants.

An example on the family level is provided by Balletto (1990). Applying the wide
interpretation of “indirect reference”, advocated above, he proposed to amend conser-
vation of Tricholomataceae. If his proposal to accept “(Fayod) Heim 1934” as the
authority for Tricholomataceae is approved, 21 currently rejected names (published
1970-1982) can be deleted from the corresponding entry of Appendix IIA of the Code.

For the sake of stability, we propose to legalize the broad interpretation of the Code.
The narrow interpretation leads to absurdities.

Literature cited

Balletto, C. 1990. Proposal to amend conservations of Tricholomataceae and Cortinariaceae
(Fungi). Taxon 39: 532-534.

Chapman, A. D. 1986. Proposals on valid publication and report of the special committee on
valid publication. Taxon 35: 756-779.

Farr, E. R. & Farr, D. F. 1981. Proposals to conserve or reject Hypholoma (Fr.) Kummer against
Nematoloma Karsten or Psathyrella (Fr.) Quél. (Agaricales). Taxon 30: 329-334.

Green, P. S. 1991. The Indo-Pacific strand Scaevola (Goodeniaceae) yet again! Taxon 40:
118-122.

Isoviita, P. & Koponen, T. 1984. Proposal to conserve Rhodobryum against Rhodo-Bryum.
Taxon 33: 736-739.

Kummer, P. 1871. Der Fiihrer in die Pilzkunde. Luppe, Zerbst.

Quélet, M. L. 1872. Les champignons du Jura et des Vosges. Mém. Soc. Emul. Montbéliard, ser.
2,5:43-332,

Zijlstra, G. 1990. Report of the Committee for Bryophyta: 1. Taxon 39: 289-292.

Proposed by: Gea Zijlstra, Herbarium, Heidelberglaan 2, NL-3584 CS Utrecht, The
Netherlands; and R. K. Brummitt, Herbarium, Royal Botanic Gardens, Kew, Surrey TW9 3AE,
UK.



	Article Contents
	p.364
	p.365

	Issue Table of Contents
	Taxon, Vol. 41, No. 2 (May, 1992), pp. 193-411
	Front Matter
	Hoplophyllum DC., the Sister Group to Eremothamnus O. Hoffm. (Asteraceae)? [pp.193-198]
	Observations on the Unique Form of Sweeping Hairs on the Styles of the Eremothamneae (Asteraceae) [pp.199-200]
	Phylogeny of the Caryophyllales: Gene Sequence Data [pp.201-209]
	Cladistics and the Chrysobalanaceae [pp.211-223]
	Genera of Cyperaceae: Interactive Identification and Information Retrieval [pp.225-234]
	Rediscovery of Senecio australis Willd. (Asteraceae) after Nearly Two Centuries [pp.235-252]
	Index Hepaticarum Supplementum: 1984-1985 [pp.253-306]
	Points of View
	Ecological Species Concepts: A Reply to Andersson [pp.307-309]
	Comments on the Ecological Species Concept [pp.310-312]
	Definitions and Models: A Reply to Bremer, Eriksson, and Grant [pp.313-314]
	Species: Where's the Problem? [pp.315-317]
	A Point of View on the Species Concept [pp.318-320]

	Nomenclature
	An Essay on Lectotypification [pp.321-323]
	Nomenclatural Notes on Some Mediterranean Algae, I: Phaeophyceae [pp.324-326]
	Stigmaphyllon bannisterioides, the Correct Name for a Well-Known Neotropical Species of Stigmaphyllon (Malpighiaceae) [pp.327-328]
	The Type of Ancistrocactus (Cactaceae) [pp.329-331]
	Lectotypification of Festuca capillifolia Dufour (Poaceae) [pp.332-333]
	Melissa calamintha L.: A Correction [p.333]

	Proposals to Conserve or Reject
	(1049) Proposal to Conserve Toninia against Thalloidima and Skolekites (Lichenforming Fungi) [pp.334-337]
	(1050) Proposal to Amend 2261 Suaeda, nom. cons. (Chenopodiaceae) [pp.337-338]
	(1051) Proposal to Conserve 5411a Coryphantha against Aulacothele (Cactaceae) [pp.339-340]
	(1052) Proposal to Conserve Commelina benghalensis (Commelinaceae) with a Conserved Type under Art. 69.3 [pp.341-342]

	Proposals to Amend the Code
	(64-73) Ten Proposals to Amend the Code, and Report of the Special Committee on Binary Combinations [pp.343-350]
	(74-80) Wherefore Art. 32.1(c)?, or Seven Proposals to Reunite Nomenclature with Reality [pp.351-353]
	(81) Proposal That the Wording of the Code Be Made Consonant with the Nature of Taxa as Hypotheses [p.353]
	(82-87) Six Proposals to Amend the Code [pp.354-355]
	(88) Proposal to Accord Official Recognition to Nomina Dubia [p.355]
	(89-90) Two Proposals to Bring Art. 7 into Conformity with Principle II [p.356]
	(91-92) Two Proposals to Amend Art. 8.3 [pp.357-358]
	(93) Proposal to Limit the Retroactivity of Article 8.3 [p.359]
	(94) Proposal to Amend Art. 10.2 [p.360]
	(95-101) Seven Proposals to Make Autonyms Coordinate with Their Homotypes [pp.361-362]
	(102-104) Three Proposals on Names in the Infraspecific Ranks [p.363]
	(105) Proposal to Amend Art. 32.4 on Indirect Reference [pp.364-365]
	(106-114) Nine Proposals to Restrict the Application of Art. 63 [pp.366-368]
	(115-120) Six Proposals to Amend the Code concerning Generic Names Based on Infrageneric Names [pp.369-371]
	(121-126) Six Proposals on Superfluous Names [pp.372-374]
	(127-133) Seven Proposals to Eliminate Superfluity and Illegitimacy from the Code [pp.375-377]
	(134) Proposal to Amend Art. 69.3 [p.377]
	(135) Proposal to Eliminate Hyphens from All Names and Epithets [p.378]
	(136-144) Nine Proposals to Remove Condensed Formulae and Their Equivalents from Competition with Names of Non-Hybrid Taxa [pp.379-381]
	Three Editorial Suggestions to Reorganize the Code [p.381]

	News and Notes [pp.382-383]
	Deaths [p.383]
	Lucien André Lauener F. L. S. (1918-1991) [pp.384-387]
	Carlo Hansen (1932-1991) [pp.387-389]
	IOPI News [pp.390-392]
	Reviews and Notices of Publications
	untitled [p.393]
	untitled [pp.393-394]
	untitled [p.394]
	untitled [p.395]
	untitled [p.395]
	untitled [pp.395-396]
	untitled [p.396]
	untitled [pp.396-397]
	untitled [pp.397-398]
	untitled [pp.398-399]
	untitled [pp.399-400]
	untitled [p.400]
	Notices [pp.400-410]

	Erratum to Baum and Jarvis [p.411]
	Back Matter



