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(121-126) Six proposals on superfluous names

There is a conflict between Art. 63.1 on the one side and Arts. 7.11, 7.13 and 22.4 at the
other side: names that seem to be illegitimate and yet have their own type. The Code
only provides a solution for the potential conflict of Art. 63.1 with Art. 7.12 or 10.4:
Art. 63.3 rules on names that are not illegitimate, even though they are supposedly
nomenclaturally superfluous.

I think there is an increasing recognition of the conflict, especially in the case of
Art. 7.13 (see the Nomenclature Editor’s Notes — Taxon 31: 745. 1982 and 32: 298.
1983). When one seems not to be aware of the conflict, as was the case with
Hyphodontia, mentioned below under Prop. 123, taxonomists often consider the
names concerned to be legitimate. Therefore I propose to continue the way, begun in
Montreal 1959 (added a Note to Art. 63 concerning Art. 7.12) and continued by addi-
tions in Leningrad 1975 and Sydney 1981. Art. 63.3 needs more additions.

With Art. 7 Prop. G and Art. 63 Prop. D to the Berlin Congress, I tried to provide a
solution. Both were rejected. I think the most important reasons for rejection were
uncertainty on which names would be covered by Art. 7 Prop. G and the Rapporteurs’
Comment that these names are illegitimate. It was in correspondence after the Con-
gress only that I understood the background of this comment: in the Rapporteur’s
opinion there is no conflict!

Of the following proposals, Prop. 121 stands more or less on its own; it tries to
tighten up the exception, provided in Art. 7.13. Props. 122-124 represent my viewpoint
that these names are legitimate. Props. 125-126 take the opposite position: illegitimate.
The opposite of Prop. 123 was proposed by Jeffrey (Prop. 58; see Taxon 41: 156. 1992):
to delete the phrase amended in Prop. 121. The epilogue formulates a third position:
no conflict!

In Props. 122-124, the main elements are presented separately, to allow acceptance
of one and rejection of another.

Proposals

(121) In Art. 713, first sentence, replace “definitely indicated” with “definitely
designated”.

This was suggested by the Rapporteurs’ comments to Art. 7 Prop. G (Taxon 36: 191.
1987). It makes the final part of the first sentence read “unless the author of the
superfluous name has definitely designated a different type”.

If this proposal passes the following example should be added: “Ex. Fries (Epicr.
Syst. Mycol. 174-175. 1838) described Agaricus descissus and, at the same time, he
reduced A. auricomus Batsch (Elenchus Fung. f. 21. 1783) to a variety of A. descissus.
Even though one might suppose that Fries considered the main variety to provide the
type, he did not definitely designate it, and A. descissus was nomenclaturally
superfluous when published?”

The example was provided by Kuyper, who wondered if this kind of case, normally
treated under Art. 63.1, with my Berlin proposals would become legitimate. I am con-
vinced that the majority of taxonomists consider this example to be a normal case,
treated under Art. 63.1; not governed by the exception phrase of Art. 7.13. Prop. 121
makes this interpretation explicit.
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(122) Add to Art. 63.3 (alternative to Prop. 125):

“A name that was nomenclaturally superfluous when published is not illegitimate if it
was published as an avowed substitute for an older legitimate name (see Art. 7.11).
When published it is incorrect, but it may become correct later”

This situation occurs when an author unites 2 genera of which the youngest name is
a later homonym and publishes an avowed substitute for that homonym as the name
for the newly circumscribed genus.

If Prop. 122 passes, “Art. 7.11” should be added to the enumeration of provisions in
Art. 57.1.

(123) Add to Art. 63.3:

“A name that was nomenclaturally superfluous when published is not illegitimate if
the author of the name has definitely designated a different type (see Art. 7.13). When
published it is incorrect, but it may become correct later”’

Before Berlin, I had this in Art. 7 Prop. G as well as in Art. 63 Prop. D. It is better in
Art. 63 only. The Berlin Rapporteurs commented that the proposal “would remove
illegitimacy from superfluous names that are not, under the present Art. 7.11,
automatically typified”

I was surprised to understand that the Rapporteurs consider these names to be
illegitimate. I always thought the loophole in Art. 7.13 has the intention to make these
names available for use. For Pursellia (see Taxon 35: 831. 1986), Crosby confirmed that
he considered it to be legitimate. Another example is Hyphodontia, proposed for con-
servation (Taxon 31: 744. 1982) without the authors of the proposal realizing that the
name might be illegitimate. In the case of Falklandiella, the Committee for Algae
voted against the proposal to conserve this name (Taxon 36: 68. 1987) because they
considered it to be legitimate. Falklandiella is on the draft List of Names in Current
Use. If this proposal passes this would be a good example: “Ex. Falklandiella Kylin
(Gatt. Rhodophyc. 391. 1956) was nomenclaturally superfluous when published
because it included the type of Dasyptilon Feldmann (Bull. Mus. Hist. Nat. (Paris),
ser. 2. 22: 308. 1950). Because Kylin designated F. harveyi (J. D. Hooker) Kylin to pro-
vide the type, Falklandiella is the correct name when Falklandiella and Dasyptilon are
treated as different genera?

(124) Add to Art. 63.3 (alternative to Prop. 126):

“An infrageneric name that was nomenclaturally superfluous when published is not
illegitimate if its type is provided by a species name the epithet of which was taken
from the infrageneric epithet (see Art. 22.4). When published it is incorrect, but it may
become correct later”

When an author describes a new section, the epithet of which is derived from one of
its constituent species, and at the same time includes the type of another section, then
under Art. 22.4 the type of this section is the same as that of the species name (unless
the original author of this section name designated another type). As a case of
automatic typification, the case shows some resemblance with those covered by Art.
63.3, and by Prop. 123 above.

If Prop. 124 is accepted, “Art. 22.4” must be added to the enumeration of provisions
in Art. 57.1.
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(125) Add at the end of Art. 7.11 (alternative to Prop. 122): “unless the name is
illegitimate under Art. 63.17

(126) Add at the end of Art. 22.4 (alternative to Prop. 124): “or the type of another sub-
division of this genus in the same rank is included?

Epilogue

Until now, I spoke of a conflict between Art. 63.1 on the one side and Arts. 7.11, 7.13
or 22.4 on the other side. There is another possibility: to say the names concerned are
illegitimate, even though they have their own type. For me, this would imply the
existence of a new category of names. I asked W. Greuter, the Rapporteur, what is the
sense of having these illegitimate names have a type of their own. He answered that
the rule has its meaning and usefulness: It becomes apparent upon transfer “to
another rank and/or combination?”’

I cannot grasp the possibility that an illegitimate name can serve as an “epithet-
bringing synonym”, in a way comparable to the procedure illustrated in Art. 72, Ex. 3.
The example of Falklandiella (see Prop. 123) demonstrates how the situation would
be: In generic rank, either Falklandiella would require conservation, or a new name
would have to be published, based on Ptilota harveyi J. D. Hooker. In infrageneric
rank one could have Dasyptilon sect. Falklandiella, albeit not with the authorship
“(Kylin) xxx”, because Kylin’s name is illegitimate.

We should not have this possibility. The Code is complex enough already and I
think this interpretation is not widespread.

Proposed by: Gea Zijlstra, Herbarium, Heidelberglaan 2, NL-3584 CS Utrecht, The
Netherlands.
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