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TAXON 38(3): 474-492. AUGUST 1989 

NOMENCLATURE 

REGARDING PROPOSALS TO AMEND THE INTERNATIONAL CODE OF 
BOTANICAL NOMENCLATURE: PROCEDURES 

W. Greuter', J. McNeill2 and D. H. Nicolson3 

The "Berlin Code" (Greuter, 1988), incorporating changes adopted at the XIV International Bo- 
tanical Congress (IBC) in Berlin, was published in July 1988. In accordance with Division III of the 
Code (Provisions for Modification of the Code), the Code may be modified only by action of a plenary 
session of an International Botanical Congress on a resolution moved by the Nomenclature Section 
of that Congress. The next Congress will be held in Tokyo in 1993 and its Nomenclature Section will 
meet there from 23-27 August. 

Anyone proposing changes in the Code should be familiar with the basic procedure: (1) After each 
new edition appears, proposals to amend it are published in Taxon (see below), 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 Recommendation, and republishes them with appro- 
priate comments from the Rapporteurs but without the justification accompanying the original pub- 
lication. (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 combination 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 Nomenclature Section in Berlin expressed concern at the greatly increased number of proposals 
to amend the Code that had been presented at that Congress, and explored various means to deal 
with what was perceived as three different problems (cf. Greuter et al., 1989: 195-205). One was the 
sheer volume of printed matter associated with proposals, with its correlated cost and labour and its 
effect on delaying the publication in Taxon of papers on other topics; the second was the swelling 
number of proposals to be dealt with by the Section, which could lead to rushed, and hence, perhaps, 
ill-advised decisions; and the third was the frequency of changing the rules. 

Timetable and Regulations for Proposals 
In the light of the debate in Berlin, the editors of Taxon, in association with the Rapporteurs, have 

decided that in order to deal with the first of these problems, the following timetable and regulations 
will apply to proposals submitted to Taxon for consideration by the Nomenclature Section of the 
XVth International Botanical Congress in Tokyo: 

1. Taxon will open for proposals in August 1989 for publication in the February 1990 issue (vol. 
39(1)). 

2. Taxon will close for proposals in November 1991 for publication in the May 1992 issue (vol. 
41(2)). 

I Rapporteur-general, Botanischer Garten und Botanisches Museum Berlin-Dahlem, K6nigin-Luise- 
Strasse 6-8, D-1000 Berlin 33, F.R.G. 
2 Vice-rapporteur, Royal Botanic Garden, Edinburgh EH3 5LR, Scotland, U.K. 
3 Nomenclature Column Editor of Taxon, Department of Botany (and to whom reprint requests 
should be sent). NHB166, Smithsonian Institution, Washington, DC 20560, U.S.A. 
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3. The Synopsis of Proposals by the Rapporteurs will appear in the February 1993 issue of Taxon 
(vol. 42(1)), and will be accompanied by the mail ballot forms, to be returned to the Vice-rapporteur 
by mid-June 1993. 

4. The rationale for a set of proposals must be presented concisely; any comprising more than 375 
words of general expository text (approximately half a page of Taxon) is liable to be rejected by the 
editors. Additional explanation of individual proposals should be avoided, but where essential must 
be extremely brief; any exposition with more than 125 additional words per proposal is also liable to 
be rejected by the editors. 

Authors who consider that the topic which their proposals address is of such importance (or com- 
plexity) as to justify greater space, may, of course, seek to include this material in a separate article 
to be considered as a feature article in Taxon (or some other journal); it will then be reviewed in the 

regular way and considered for acceptance in competition with papers on other topics. Material 
accompanying amendment proposals in the Nomenclature section will, however, be limited to the 
maximum length indicated in 4 above. 

The above text limitation does not apply to reports of Special Committees appointed to report to 
the XV International Botanical Congress; nevertheless, these should be as concise as possible. 

Points to Note in Making Proposals 
In making proposals, specific points that should be noted include: 

1. Proposals to amend the Code at the Tokyo Congress must be based on the text of the Berlin Code 
(1988) and not on a previous Code. 

2. 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. 

3. 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. 

4. Proposers are, however, encouraged to provide a list of all the Articles and Recommendations 
believed to be affected by a given proposal. This is of help to 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. 
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