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TAXON 47 - MAY 1998 

(46) Proposal concerning the names of apomictic species aggregates 

Heinrich E. Weber' 

(46) Add a paragraph after Art. 56.1: 

"56.Ibis. Certain species names that have been in use for a long time for aggregates 
of numerous species are to be used only in this broad sense and not for segregate 
species. Such names are listed as rejected at the segregate species level, in App. IV, 
with mention of the conditions for their use at the aggregate level." 

The need for "conserved names for certain apomictic species aggregates" was 
already pointed out by Brummitt & Kent (in Taxon 41: 596. 1991), who made a 
similar proposal for the four concrete cases of Alchemilla vulgaris L., Euphrasia 
officinalis L., Rubus fruticosus L., and Taraxacum officinale F. H. Wigg.. After a 
lengthy discussion, in which most speakers favoured the proposal (see Englera 14: 
198-205. 1994), it was defeated on a card vote (206: 202), apparently largely be- 
cause it was restricted to the four names mentioned above and did not provide for 
adding other names, e. g. Ranunculus auricomus L. 

The arguments in favour of the proposal remain unchanged: for names like the 
four cited as examples, there has been a constant tradition of well over 100 years of 
using them only in an aggregate sense, but this usage has never been sanctioned by 
the Code. Each of these aggregates contains many apomictic segregate species. 
Those that include the types of the four cited aggregate names are currently known 
as Alchemilla acutiloba Opiz, Euphrasia rostkoviana Hayne, Rubus plicatus Weihe 
& Nees, and Taraxacum campylodes Hagerup. From time to time a few people try to 
apply the binomials traditionally used for the aggregates to these segregate species. 
However, all major floras as well as the main specific taxonomic literature on these 
aggregates, and virtually all botanists, horticulturists, etc., have applied the four 
names in question only at the aggregate level, and to break with this very well es- 
tablished tradition by using them for a segregate species would be confusing. "To 
require, for example, the name Taraxacum officinale to be applied in the restricted 
sense of the extremely local Scandinavian endemic T. campylodes would bring ridi- 
cule on plant nomenclature" (Brummitt & Kent, l.c.). 

In view of the resolution of the Tokyo Congress, which "urges plant taxonomists, 
... to avoid displacing well established names for purely nomenclatural reasons ... 
by change in their application ...", the Code should provide for avoiding the nomen- 
clatural confusion that would be caused by a change in the application of well 
known names of apomictic species aggregates. 
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