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(115-120) Six proposals to amend the Code concerning generic names based on
infrageneric names

When a taxon of infrageneric rank is raised to generic rank there are three possibilities
for the generic name: The author (1) uses the epithet of the infrageneric name and uses
the same spelling, (2) derives the generic name form the name of the infrageneric
taxon, but alters the spelling, or (3) selects a new name.

The present wording of the Code does not provide clear guidance for the treatment
of names in the second category. Four ways of treating these names can be found in
the literature. The following example will be used to illustrate the problem: Meisner in
1826 published Polygonum sect. Aconogonon. In 1837, Reichenbach raised the section
to generic rank, using the spelling “Aconogonum”. (This seems to be intentional,
because there are several more cases with the same change, e.g. Amblygonon/Ambly-
gonum.) The following variants in spelling and author citation can be found in
published treatments of this name:

1. Spelling of generic name accepted, author of infrageneric name not cited in paren-
theses: “Aconogonum Reichenb?. Ex.: Index kewensis (IK) original issue, Suppl. 6
and 7, and Index nominum genericorum (ING).

2. Spelling of generic name accepted, author of infrageneric name cited in paren-
theses: “Aconogonum (Meisner) Reichenb?. Ex.: IK Suppl. 13 and ING card dating
from 1960.

3. Spelling of generic name ‘corrected’ to the spelling of the infrageneric epithet,
author of infrageneric name not cited in parentheses: “4dconogonon Reichenb’. Ex.:
IK Suppl. 16 (this variant seldom occurs; perhaps a mistake for the next?).

4. Spelling of generic name ‘corrected’ to the spelling of the infrageneric epithet,
author of infrageneric name cited in parentheses: “Aconogonon (Meisner)
Reichenb. (Aconogonum’)”. Ex.: Kral (1969) and Draft list for Names in Current
Use (NCU) project.

According to Art. 60, a name does not have priority outside its own rank. For many
taxonomists, this implies that an author is free to make a name that is derived from the
epithet of an infrageneric name. A large majority of ING collaborators apparently
used this as a guideline.

On the other hand, among others several colleagues in the Royal Botanic Gardens in
Kew have this policy only in cases in which the infrageneric epithet was a plural adjec-
tive, and the change is imposed by Art. 20.1, e.g. for Stelechocarpus J. D. Hooker &
Thomson (FL. Ind.: 94. 1855), based on Uvaria sect. Stelechocarpae Blume (Fl. Javae
21-22: 13. 1830). In other cases, their present policy is to consider such generic names
as orthographic variants, to be corrected to the spelling of the basionym (variant 4
above).

There may be some logic in this policy. To find out whether it would promote or
disturb stability, I analysed 49 cases in various plant groups, names whose entries in
ING are by 18 different ING collaborators. This preliminary examination has shown
that most published indices in almost all cases accepted the spelling used when the
generic name was published. IK forms an exception with a substantial minority of
cases in which correction to the basionym spelling took place, either long ago or
recently, e.g. Catopheria, corrected into Catoferia by Ramamoorthy (1986).
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All cases that can be located in ING are under investigation. A full survey of the
trends in treatment of these cases in many indices will be given in a separate article by
Farr & Zijlstra (in preparation).

Proposals

Six proposals are presented below. Props. 115 and 118 are alternatives that accept the
spelling used at the generic rank or the spelling of the “generic basionym”, respec-
tively. Prop. 115 endorses possibility 1 as illustrated above, Prop. 118 endorses
possibility 4.

If Prop. 115 is supported, Props. 116 and 117 present alternatives for the author cita-
tion of the generic name and Props. 119 and 120 alternatives for typification of the
generic name. If Prop. 118 is supported, Props. 116, 117, 119 and 120 are unnecessary.

(115) Add a new Art. 60.2 (alternative to Prop. 118):

“60.2. When a taxon of infrageneric rank is raised to generic rank and the author of
the generic name created a name that is derived from an infrageneric epithet, the spell-
ing of the generic name as published should be accepted. If the spelling difference
only concerns i/j or u/v interchange, established custom should be followed?

(116) Add a new example under Art. 60.2 (alternative to Prop. 117):

“Ex.: Phyllostegia sect. Haplostachya A. Gray (Proc. Amer. Acad. Arts 5: 342. 1862)
when raised to generic rank is called Haplostachys Hillebrand (F1. Hawaiian Isl. 346.
1888), not Haplostachya (A. Gray) Hillebrand?”

(117) Add a new example under Art. 60.2 (alternative to Prop. 116):

“Ex.: Phyllostegia sect. Haplostachya A. Gray (Proc. Amer. Acad. Arts 5: 342. 1862)
when raised to generic rank is called Haplostachys (A. Gray) Hillebrand (F1. Hawaiian
Isl. 346. 1888), not Haplostachya (A. Gray) Hillebrand?

(118) Add a new Art. 60.2 and a new example (alternative to Prop. 115):

“When a taxon of infrageneric rank is raised to generic rank and the author of the
generic name created an orthographic variant of the infrageneric epithet, the spelling
of the generic basionym should be retained, except when it is a plural adjective. If the
spelling difference only concerns i/j or u/v interchange, established custom should be
followed?”

“Ex.: Polygonum sect. Aconogonon Meisner (Monogr. Polyg. 55. 1826) when raised to
generic rank is called Aconogonon (Meisner) Reichenb. (Handb. 236. 1837,
‘4conogonum’), not Aconogonum Reichenb., nor Aconogonum (Meisner) Reichenb?”

(119) Add a second sentence to Art. 7.12 (alterative to Prop. 120):

“A new generic name that, under Art. 60.2, is derived from an infrageneric epithet is
typified by the type of the name on which it is based, unless the author of the generic
name definitely designated a different type”
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Prop. 119 is most consistent with Prop. 115. The case is comparable with an example
in which an author in 1890 raised A subg. B to generic rank, and could not use B for
the generic name (because then he would have created a later homonym); therefore he
named the genus C. I think it is uncontroversial to say then that C has the same type as
subg. B, unless the author designated a different type. Such a freedom to choose a new
type is also permitted under Art. 7.16 that applies to some of the cases under con-
sideration.

(120) Add a second sentence to Art. 7.12 (alternative to Prop. 119):

“A new generic name that, under Art. 60.2, is derived from an infrageneric epithet is
typified by the type of the name on which it is based, even if the author of the generic
name definitely designated a different type?

Concluding remarks

Preliminary study suggests that stability is best served by accepting the spelling of the
generic name (Prop. 115). The phrase “derived from” (an epithet) is taken from Art.
22.4. Those who wish to “correct” the generic spelling to that of the “basionym”
should vote for Prop. 118.

While both Props. 115 and 118 are intended to promote stability by providing
explicit guidance for cases in which the spelling of a generic basionym has been
altered, adoption of either will result in names that do not conform because of past
inconsistency. For names on the draft NCU lists, explicit NCU acceptance of the spell-
ing that is in use will conserve that spelling. If the lists of the NCU project are not
accepted in Tokyo, conservation of some spellings will be necessary if they are to be
preserved.
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