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TAXON 48 - MAY 1999 

On the paper by N. Turland and G. Davidse: "Registration of plant names: 
undesirable, unnecessary, and unworkable" 

T. V. Egorova1, D. V. Geltman1, I. A. Gubanov2, V. S. Novikov2, M. G. Pimenov2 & 
I. V. Sokolova1 

In the paper of the American botanists Turland & Davidse (1998), a question im- 
portant for plant taxonomy, concerning registration of new plant names, is thor- 
oughly examined. Before proceeding to answer the points raised by Turland & Da- 
vidse, let us outline in brief the subject to be discussed. 

The question of registration was first discussed at a session of the Nomenclature 
Section of the XVth International Botanical Congress (IBC) held in 1993 in Tokyo. 
As a result of these discussions, provisions on registration as an additional condition 
for valid publication of new plant names were included in Art. 32.1, 32.2, and 45.2 
of the current International code of botanical nomenclature (Tokyo code) of 1994. 
According to these provisions, new names published on or after 1 January 2000 
should be registered, and only then they will be considered as validly published. 
Besides, if it will turn out that, when being registered, a new name does not fulfil all 
other necessary conditions for valid publication, such a name will not be registered 
before it completely corresponds to all the rules. During registration, probable or- 
thographical mistakes in plant names will be corrected. The final decision on regis- 
tration is to be made by IBC XVI, in 1999 in St Louis. 

The inclusion of a provision on registration in the Code obviously convinced the 
governing body of the International Association for Plant Taxonomy (IAPT) that 
registration will be accepted by the Nomenclature Section of the forthcoming IBC. 
Therefore, IAPT carried out preparatory work for implementing the future process 
of registration. Certain botanical institutions world-wide were invited to organise 
national Registration Offices, so that botanists will have an opportunity to register 
new plant names in their own country. For Russian botanists, the Secretary General 
of IAPT, W. Greuter, invited the Komarov Botanical Institute in St Petersburg to 
organise such an office, and this was accepted. From national offices for registration, 
information on registered names, together with publications, is to be passed on to the 
centre (or centres) for registration, whose location has not yet been chosen, where 
the integral central database of registered names will be created and put on the Inter- 
net, and summary lists published on CD-ROMs. Without a centralised system of 
registration, to which the American colleagues object, a creation of such a database 
and lists is obviously impossible. Since new names will be registered in each coun- 
try, we do not see where the dependence of registration on IAPT bureaucracy might 
lie, which is condemned by Turland & Davidse. 

Besides setting up national offices for registration, the IAPT offered accredited 
status to the best known and most authoritative periodicals of the world. In Russia, 
such a status was given to Botaniceskij zurnal, Bjulleten' moskovskogo obscestva 
ispytatelej prirody, Novosti sistematiki vyssih rastenij, Novosti sistematiki nizsih 
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rastenij, and Turczaninovia. Publication in one of the accredited periodicals relieves 
authors from having to care about the registration process: new names will be sub- 
mitted for registration directly by the editorial bodies of these periodicals. Authors 
publishing new names in books or in non-accredited periodicals should fill in regis- 
tration forms and send them, together with the protologues, to a national office for 
registration or directly to a registration centre. 

Supposedly, in 1999 a rehearsal of registration was to take place. But at present, 
preparation for this appears to have been stopped, perhaps due to disagreements that 
arose between the Officers of IAPT and a group of its members. 

Turland & Davidse, referring to published sources, note that registration was con- 
ceived with the purpose of avoiding a number of shortcomings that exist in current 
nomenclatural reference works (Index kewensis, Indexfilicum, etc.), namely: inexact 
dates of some names, as well as some missing names published in sources unknown 
or inaccessible to the compilers of the reference works. Such omissions, besides 
causing loss of these names from taxonomists' field of vision, may lead to the inad- 
vertent publication of later homonyms. But these cases, in the opinion of the Ameri- 
can colleagues, are much too rare to serve as an argument in favour of creating a 
system of registration, which would duplicate or, perhaps, completely replace such 
information services, which have proved to be of advantage, as Index kewensis. In 
our opinion, missing names and inexact dates are not so rare in the reference works 
known to us; and besides, cases are known when new names from works published, 
for example, in the former USSR were included in Index kewensis with delay. Reg- 
istration would not only reduce to a minimum missing new names, or avoid them 
completely, but would also make available most quickly information on all new 
plant names published in the world as well as in each separate country: botanists 
will, in their own interest, send their publications to a national office for registration 
or to a registration centre as quickly as possible, to make the new names they pro- 
pose validly published. Besides, a point of extreme importance, a system of regis- 
tration would relieve compilers of global and regional lists of new plant names from 
having to perform special, very laborious and not always productive searches. 

Let us name some more advantages, which would result for botanists from a sys- 
tem of registration. In the considered opinion of I. A. Gubanov, who for several 
years compiled for the Bjulleten' moskovskogo obscestva ispytatelej prirody lists of 
new plant names published in Russia, a considerable part of these names is not val- 
idly published, and their authors learn of this fact only after publication of the lists. 
Only after the lapse of some time will these invalid name become validly published, 
but in the meantime they may already have been used in various works, and authors 
of the latter will not suspect that they are dealing with names that are non-existent in 
terms of nomenclature. In a process of registration, it would be seen at once by expe- 
rienced persons when a given name does not satisfy the rules of valid publication, 
and its author would soon learn about it, then would validate it and submit it again 
for registration. Moreover, to avoid having to care for registration themselves, 
authors would probably prefer to publish names of new taxa in the accredited jour- 
nals, which would improve the quality of their descriptions, make the comparison 
with related taxa more precise, assist to avoid mistakes in new names, and, above 
all, would to a large degree guarantee validity to the names. Besides, bearing in 
mind the need to register their names, authors would be induced to exert greater care 
in the establishment of new taxa and new combinations, since any published name 
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would soon become known to taxonomists world-wide and, therefore, a subject to 
potential criticism. Thus, obligatory registration would lead to a reduction in number 
of new names soon reduced to synonymy. 

All the foregoing, from our point of view, speaks in favour of registration. What 
kind of problems will this new information system entail? Turland & Davidse con- 
sider as a major inconvenience of registration the fact that, after its acceptance, the 
date of valid publication of a name will be determined not by the date of the publi- 
cation, but the date of reception of the material at a registration office or centre. 
However, neither in the Tokyo Code nor in information documents received by the 
Komarov Botanical Institute have we seen a direct indication that the date of regis- 
tration will be considered as the date of valid publication of the name. It was only 
pointed out that the date of registration will be of importance. Only in Art. 13.2 of 
the Draft BioCode (Greuter & al. 1996, 1998) and in one of the implementation 
proposals (99) submitted to the St Louis Congress (Borgen & al. 1998) is it specified 
that the date of registration is to be the date of the name. 

We are firmly convinced that the date of the name should be the date of publica- 
tion in which all conditions for its valid publication were fulfilled, i.e., the rule in the 
current Code should continue to work as before. It should not be allowed that prior- 
ity of a name be determined by the date of its registration, i.e. would depend on 
merely procedural aspects as well as on circumstances such as, in particular, the 
functioning of mail services. It is well known that botanists of different countries are 
not in an equal position with respect to the latter factor. It would be unjust to the 
authors of names if the name of a taxon described earlier but registered later than 
another name would, when the taxa are combined, be reduced to synonymy. In our 
opinion, the fact of registration itself is much more essential than its date. It would 
be advisable to establish a period of time (probably half a year, or even one year) 
during which a new name would have to be registered. In that case the authors, be- 
ing informed about registration, would have enough time to register their names. 
The date of registration can be specified in nomenclature paragraphs alongside with 
the date of publication of the name, but at the end of bibliographic citations and in 
parentheses, so that the problem described by Turland & Davidse, connected with 
looking for a publication where a new name has appeared, will not arise. 

A serious obstacle for establishing registration, according to Turland & Davidse, 
is its dependence on computer technologies, since information on registered names, 
kept in a central database, could be obtained quickly only via the Internet, to which 
not all botanical institutions have access. Besides it is expensive, as is an informa- 
tion itself. Another way of supplying botanists with appropriate data is publication 
of lists of the registered new names. But it is not clear so far where such lists will be 
printed and how they will be distributed. We also consider fast access to information 
on registered names via the Internet to be a complex problem, but it can be solved. 
First, Internet access, at least for medium and large botanical institutions, will un- 
doubtedly spread in the future. Second, the registration centre or centres could prob- 
ably send the information from the central database by electronic mail to national 
offices free of charge, since the latter will be suppliers of the information to the da- 
tabase. 

We cannot but agree with our American colleagues, that the system of registration 
demands stable financial support, the sources of which are not yet known. Not to 
mention personnel cost, considerable resources will be required also for postage, for 
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mailing the printed material from national offices to the registration centres. For the 
authors of new names, however, these charges will not be burdensome, since they 
will not need to send the papers with protologues abroad, which would be expensive 
(for Russian botanists at least), but to the national Registration Office. 

There are some more problems related to registration, mentioned in the paper by 
Turland & Davidse: the relations between the system of registration and the existing 
information services (e.g. Index kewensis) - whether the new system will duplicate 
or completely replace them; the fate of non-registered names; storage opportunities 
for printed material received at the registration centres; unawareness of some bota- 
nists of the need for and procedures of registration. However, these problems are 
solvable and should not present a serious obstacle to the establishment of registra- 
tion. 

To conclude, well understanding as we do certain difficulties that will result from 
registration of new plant names, we consider this information system to be useful 
and necessary, while requiring some additional study, complete elucidation of all 
legislative and procedural features of registration, and their detailed discussion. 

The opinion expressed in this note is shared by the following staff members of the 
Komarov Botanical Institute: L. V. Averyanov, A. E. Borodina-Grabovskaya, V. I. 
Dorofeev, N. N. Imkhanitzkaya, G. Yu. Konechnaya, T. V. Krestovskaya, L. I. 
Krupkina, M. S. Novoselova, A. K. Sytin, and 0. V. Cherneva. 
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