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Revised nomenclature of infrageneric groups of Alchemilla in Eurasia

Revize nomenklatury eurasijskych infragenerickych taxond rodu Alchemilla

Alexander Plocek

ProoEk A. (1982): Revised nomenclature of infrageneric groups of Alchemilla in
Eurasia. — Preslia, Praha, 53 : 456—53.

Infrageneric nomenclature in the genus Alchemills is re-examined in an attempt to
find correct names for the Eurasian infrageneric taxa tentatively recognized by the
author. Evidence is presented for changes in the names that have been in general
use in Europe for certain Alchemilla groups. These changes include subsect. Huvulgares
for subsect. Heliodrosium, subsect. Calicinae for subsect. Calycanthum, subsect. Alpn-
nicolae (or subsect. Alpinge if the wider concept of sect. Alchemilla would haye been
accepted) for subsect. C’hzrophyllum and ser. Hirsutae for ser, Vulgares. The following
validations are made when no legitimate name has been availalble subsect. Azpmwolae
PLOCEK, subsect. Sericeae PLOCEK, ser. Sericatoe PLOCEK, ser. Retinerves PLOCEK, ser.
Venosae PLOCEK, and subser. Venosae PLooEK. The synopsis of the recognized groups
includes the bibliographic references to all the names involved, the enlarged synonymy,
types to all the valid names, as well as many critical notes.

Nad Krdlovskou oborou 29, 170 35 Praha s Crechoslovakia.

It seems that the modern accounts of Alchemilla, (RoTEMALER 1962, WAL-
TERS et PAWEOWSKI 1968, Pawrowskr 1972, FROENER 1975, and other
works) supply a thin factual basis from which the justified des1gna.t10ns for
the Eurasian Alchemilla groups could be chosen. Apart from the incorrect
infrageneric names being sometimes accepted (contrary to the provisions
of the botanical Code, STAFLEU et al. 1978), no bibliographic citations are
offered, no types are mentioned and usually no synonyins (or misleading when
mentioned) are referred to. The completely re-examined nomenclature is
presented in the following synopsis. Still, there are some persisting nomen-
clatural difficulties related to the accepted arrangement. Note that the
Code itself has been developing certain infrageneric attitudes recently (e.g.
the amendments of Art. 22 decided at Seattle 1969, and of Art. 35 decided at
Leningrad 1975, which are both of substantial influence upon the present
names). The arrangement is incorporated in Procex (1982) and further
commenteéd there.

According to the customary practice, synonyms are subdivided to the homotypiec (=), hetero-
typie(=) and others (—) including the invalid names or those having other rank than that of
the taxon to which are referred to. The synonyms are reasoned nomenclaturally, from inclusion
of their type under the accepted taxon; I do not suggest taxonomic differences between a synonym
(as originally conceived) and the recognized taxon. The accepted names are not always treated
in the exactly same meaning as they are in the place of their publication. So, subsect. BEuvulgares
includes three taxa which its author, CAmMUS, recognized separately (subsect. Pubescentes, subsect.
Calicinae and sect. Splendentes), the contents of ser. Subglabrae is likewise enlarged (to include
ser. Qlabrae which PAwrowskr maintained as different), while ser. Pubescentes, ser. Calicinae
and ser. Elatae are each restricted in sense. Types designated as such may sometimes be considered
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as lectotypes. The original wording of the names is emphasized, if necessary, by the inverted
commas. If the type binomial represents a synonym, the accepted epithet follows in the brackets.
When basionym and its type are included in the square brackets,both have already been mention-
ed (with more details) in the preceding part of the text.

ANNOTATED SYNOPSIS OF ALCHEMILLA IN EURASIA

Alchemilla LinNaEUS (1753 : 123); typusl): A. vulgaris L. (syn. A. monti-
colae OpizI).

1. sect. Pentaphylleae Camus (1900 : 457) (‘Aichimilla sous-genre 1. Eualchi-
milla section IV. Pentaphylleae’); typus: A. pentaphylled L.

— sect. Pentaphylloe BUSER (e.g. 1894a : 1 ut ‘I.2) Pentaphyllae’), nom.
invalidum (nudum).

I1. sect. Alpinae Camus 3) (1900 : 440) (‘Alchimilla sous-genre 1. Eualchimilla
section 1. Alpinae’); typus: 4. alpina L. (sensu stricto).

— sect. Alpinae BUSER (e.g. 1891 : 4 ut ‘Alchimilla 1. Alpinae’), nom.
invalidum (nudum).

— subg. Argentaria JUzEPCZUK (1941 : 308), nom. invalidum (ob Art. 36).

1. subsect. Alpinicolae PLOCEK, nom. nov.; typus: 4. alpina L.; diagnosis
latina: ut seriei Sazatiles (BusirR) RoTHM. em. PAwrowskr (1972 : 4).
= subsect. Alpinaet) (Camus) RoTHMALER (1936 : 209), nom. rejiciendum

1) Lin~vaxrus (l.c.) listed under Alchemilla three species (1. vulgaris, 2. alpina, 3. pentaphyllea).
The first has been chosen by BrirToN et BROWN (1913) as the generic type. As for the type of
A. vulgaris L., it has never been identified with certainty (see e.g. WALTERS 1966 : 163, BusEn
1898, RoTHMALER 1937 : 167). Following the choice by BUuseR (1898), I refer the Linnean binomial
to A. monticola Oriz, though as & synonym (nom. ambiguum).

2) Here and elsewhere in this synopsis, I interpret the Roman numerals in Buser’s names as
sections. The support comes from Busger (1892a) where the term section is added to each Roman
numeral. See also JaQueT (1904).

3) On his validation of sect. Pentaphylleae, sect. Alpinae, and sect. Vulgares, Camus (1900)
evidently did not attribute these names to BusEr but to himself, which prevents the Rec. 46 C
of the Code from being applied; the author’s reference ‘BusEr ex Camus’ would be improper.

4) When RoTHMALER (1936) recognized ‘sect. Brevicaules subsect. Alpinae (BUSER)’, he
attempted to change the status of the invalid name, sect. Alpinee BUuser, and the result is like-
wise invalid. But since he gives a reference to Camus, who offers the starting point of the name
Alpinae (at the rank of section), and because of the provision of the Code about autonyms, the
taxon by ROTHMALER is in fact to be referred to as sect. Alchemilla subsect. Alpinae (CaMUS)
Rorrm. Without any change of its circumscription, ROTEMALER (1938) proposed for the same
subsection the name subsect. Chirophyllum, which was followed by most Alchemilla writers to
date, e.g. WALTERS et PAwLowsKI in Flora Europaea, or FROENER (1975). They were evidently
wrong, however, in accepting the illegitimate name instead of the correct subsect. Alpinae.
Now, my taxonomic concept is different in giving Rothmaler’s subsection the rank of section.
Its correct name is subsect. Alpinae (CaAmuUs) RoTM., which is legitimate at the place of its pub-
lication. However, acceptation of the former leads to rejection of the latter. The obvious reason
is that the correct name cannot at the same time represent a basionym (‘a name-bringing
synonym’) of another name. Subsect. Alpinae might be retained as an autonym but the use of
these below the rank of subsection is prevented from Art. 22 of 1972 and 1978 eds. of the Code.
The next name, subsect. Chirophyllum, is disqualified by its illegitimacy, and none other is avail-
able. A new name is therefore chosen and validated.
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hoc loco; [basionymum: sect. Alpinae Camus (1900), typus: 4. alpina L.].
= subsect. - Chirophyllum RoTEMALER (1938 :59), nom. illeg.; typus: A.
alpina L.

a. ser. Saxatiles’) (Buser) RoTHMALER (1936 : 209); basionymum: ‘Saxa-
tiles’ BUSER (1906b : 198); typus: A. saxatilis BUSER.

b. ser. Hoppeanaet) (BusEr) ROTHMALER (1936 : 209); basionymum: ‘Hop-
peanae’ BUSER (1906b : 205); typus: 4. hoppeana (REICHENB.) Daira
TORRE.

2. subsect. Sericeae’) PLOCEK, subsect. nov.; typus: A. sericca WILLD.;
diagnosis latina: ut seriei Sericeae (BUSER) RorHM. ap. PAWELOWSKI
(1972 : 5).

I11. sect. Alchemilla

= sect. Splendentes BUSER](1891 : 14) (‘Alchimilla 111. Splendentes’); typus:
A. splendens CHRIST.

= sect. Pubescentes BUSER (1891 : 9) (‘Awchimina I1. Pubescentes’); typus:
‘A. minor HuDpsSON’ (4. vutgaris b. A. minor Hupsox, Fl. angl. ed. 1. 59,
1762, fide BusEr 1891) (syn. 4. glaucescentis WALLR.).

= sect. Calicinae BUSER (1893 : 278) (‘Alchimilla IV. — Calicinae’); typust):
‘4. glabra PorreT’ (A. vulgaris B. 4. glabra Poirer, Dict. encycl. Suppl. 1,
285, 1810, fide BUsEr 1892a) (syn. 4. fissae GUNTH. et ScHUMM.).

— sect. Vulgares BUSER, nom. invalidum (nudum).

= sect. Vulgares?) CaAMUS (1900 : 446) (‘Alchimilla sous-genre 1. Eualchimilla

5) The designation ‘série de 1’A. sawvatilis’ Buser (1894a : 2, cum dg.) has generally been
considered as the starting point of ser. Saxatiles. J. Holub (personal communication) however
thinks that the phrase does not establish the infrageneric name under the provisions of the Code.
So instead of that of 1894, another name seems to be permissible under Arts.21 and 22: the one
published in 1906. Although accompanied with no diagnose, that of 1894 is implied. Thus the
valid name of no definite rank is established (under Art. 35), irrespective of its intended sub-
ordination by BUSER to the invalid sect. Alpinae (see Art. 43). The first serial treatment occurred
in RoTHMALER (1936) under sect. Brevicaules subsect. Alpinae. Though in my present arrangement
ser. Saxatiles applies to a different section as well as subsection (in particular, sect. Alpinae
subseet. Alpinicolae), I retain the citation of (Buser) RoramMaLER. The Code does not object to
such treatment. I follow this procedure when similar situations are encountered.

6) This name is evidenced by the same arguments as those considered in ser. Saxatiles.

7) Irrespective of the rank at which the group has been recognized, it seems that the only
name that has ever been applied to it is the Sericeae. JuzEPczUK (1941 : 309) considered the
starting point of this name in Busgr (1906a : 6) which paper I was not able to see. It however
might appear there as a name of no definite rank (according to the common practice by Buser),
if not as & nomen nudum. I know only of the existence of the Sericeae at a definite rank in a serial
combination that RoTaMALER (1936 : 209) made for BUSER’s unspecified basionym, but so far
the latter is doubtfully valid, and so is the combination. If the latter is really out of question,
ger. Sericeae ap. Pawrowskr (1972 : 5) looks promissing, in fact being invalidated by no in-
dication of the type. Apart from these and other complications at the serial or undefinite rank,
the group as & subsection has so far not been reported, hence a name for a new subsection is
raised.

8) This type is not cited in Busger (1893), which paper is closely linked with the earlier one
(Buser 1891) where under sect. Calicinge nom. nudum A, fissa GUNTH. et ScHUMM. (as ‘4. glabra
Poir.’) also occurs. This typification follows the generally established usage of the Calicinae.

9) Validated by CAmuUs at this rank as a double superfluous name (a heterotypic synonym
of both sect. Pubescentes BUusgERr and sect. Calicinae BUSER).
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section III. Vulgares’), nom. illeg.; typus: 4. vulgaris L. (syn. A. monti-
colae OPIZII).

sect. Brevicaules'?) ROTHMALER (1935a : 34), nom. illeg.; typus: 4. pasto-
ralis BUSER (syn. 4. monticolae Op1zir).

— subg. Pes-Leonis JuzepczUK (1941 : 311), nom. invalidum (ob Art. 36).

I

1. subsect. Kuvulgares CAMUS (1900 : 450) (‘Alchimilla sous-genre I. Bualchs-
milla section III. Vulgares sous-section III. Euvulagres’); typus: ‘4. vul-
garis L. (syn. 4. monticolae OPIzII).

== subsect. Pubescentes (BusERr) Camus (1900 : 448) (‘4lchimilla sous-genre I.
Eualchimilla section II1. Vulgares sous-section II. Pubescentes) [ba-
sionymum: sect. Pubescentes Bustr (1891); typus ‘A. minor HuDpsON’].

= subsect. Vulgares (Camus) RoTEMALER (1935b : 1), nom. illeg.; [basio-
nymum: sect. Vulgares Camus (1900), nom. illeg.; typus: 4. vulgcms L]

= subsect. Heliodrosium'') ROTHMALER (1938 :59), nom. illeg.; typus:
A. pastoralis BUSER (syn. A. monticolae OPIZII).
— subsect. Alchemilla FROENER (1975), nom. invalidum.

a. ser. Pubescentes (BUSER) ROTHMALER (1936 : 209); [basionymum: sect.
Pubescentes BUSER (1891); typus: ‘A. minor Hupson’].

— cikl Qlaucescentes Juz., cikl Flabellatae Juz., cikl Plicatae Juz., cikl
Hirsuticaules Juz., cikl Coloratae Juz. (nom. invalida ap. JUZEPCZUK
1941).

b. ser. Sericatae PLOCEK, ser. nov.; typus: 4. sericata WiLLp. — Plantae a
ser. Pubescentes differunt characterum combinatione variabili notis sequen-
tibus saepius includentibus: pilis subappressis vel suberectis, statura
+ rigidiore et strictiore, foliis radicalibus magis profunde lobatis, inci-
suris inter lobos conspicuoribus, dentium forma magis regulari.

— cikl Sericatae Juz., cikl Pseudosericatae Juz. (0b Art. 36 nom. invalida
ap. Juzepczuk 1941).

c. ser. Hirsutae (LixpB.) RoTHMALER (1935b : 1) (‘sect. Brevicaules sub-
sect. Vulgares ser. Hirsutae’); basionymum: ‘Hirsulae’l?) LINDBERG
(1909 : 40); typus: A. pastoralis BUSER (syn. 4. monticolae OPIZII). ‘

— Strigosulde BUser (1894b : 7 ut 3. Vulgares b. Strigosulae, 1901 : 473 ut
Vulgares Strigosulae), nom. invalidum (nudum).

= ser. Huwvulgares3) (Camus) RoTHMALER (1936 : 209) (‘ser. Huwvulgares
(E.-G. Camus)’), nom. illeg.; [basionymum: subsect. Euvulgares CamMus
(1900); typus: A. vulgaris L.].

10) On release this name was superfluous for sect. Splendentes BUSER, sect. Pubescentes BUSER
sect. Ualicinae BUSER, and sect. Alpinae Camus. Sect. Brevicaulon RorEMALER (1941 : 245) is
an orthographie variant of sect. Brevicaules.

11) Published by Rothmaler as a double superfluous name, a homotypic synonym for sub-
sect. Huvulgares Camus, and a heterotypic synonym for subsect. Pubescentes (Busgr) Camus.
Pawzrowskr (1956 : 497), WALTERS et PAwrowskr (1968), etc., used this name illegitimately, as
well as Rothmaler.

12) The names Hirsutae and Subglabrae byl Linpsere, and Buser’s Sazatiles, Hoppeanae,
Heteropodae and Fissiformes are validated as those of no definite rank. A nomenclatural treat-
ment is ensured by the provisions of the novelty Art. 35 of the Code ed. 1978.

13) The combination is superfluous for ser. Hirsutae (LiNpB.) RorHMALER (1935b).
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= ser. Vulgares'?) (Camus) RoTaMALER (1939 : 128), nom. illeg.; [basio-
nymum: sect, Vulgares Cayus (1900), nom. illeg.; typus: 4. vulgaris L.].

— subser. Hirsutae!) (Lixps.) RoTHMALER (1939 : 128); [basionymum:
Hirsutae LinpBERG (1909); typus: 4. pastoralis BUSER].

— podgruppa Barbulatae Juz., cikl Aemulantes Juz., cikl Valdehirsutae Juz.,

cikl Pastorales Juz., cikl Propingquae Juz., podgruppa Imberbes Juz.,

cikl Retropilosae Juz., cikl Nemorales Juz., podgruppa Eruentes JUz.

p.p. (ob Art. 36 nom. invalida ap. Juzrrczuk 1941).

ser. Alchemilla FROENER (1975), nom. invalidum.

. ser. Heteropodae PAWEOWSKI (1956 : 500); typus: A. heteropoda BUSER.

Heteropodae BUSER (1901 : 471) (‘Vulgares Heteropodae’); typus: A. hete-

ropoda BUSER; diagnosis: vide ‘Species heteropodae’ ap. BUSER (18944 : 29).

— subser. Heteropodae auct., an nom. validum?

ser. Subglabrae PAWELOWSKI (1956 : 498); typus: 4. glabra NEYG.

Subglabrae LINDBERG (1909 : 41); typus: 4. alpestris (F. W. ScHMIDT)

BusEer (syn. 4. glabrae NEYG.).

= Fissiformes BUSER (1901 : 468) (‘Vulgares Fissiformes’); typus: A. de-
missa BUSER; diagnosis: vide ‘Vulgaires fissiformes” ap. Buser (1894c¢ : 35).

— § 3. Vulgares d. Conniventes BUSER (1894b : 7), nom. invalidum (nudum).

— subser. Glabrae RoTHMALER (1939 : 131), nom. invalidum (nudum).

— podgruppa Appressipilae Juz., podgruppa Glabratae Juz., cikl Acutidentes
Juz., cikl Obtusae Juz. (ob Art. 36 nom. invalida ap. JuzEpczuk 1941).

= ser. Qlabrae PAwWrLowsKI (1956 : 497); typus: 4. coriacea BUSER.

e

e

f. ser. Splendentes (Buser) ROTHMALER (1936 : 209); [basionymum: sect.
Splendentes Buser (1891); typus: A. splendens CHRIST].

2. subsect. Calicinael6) (Buser) Camus (1900 : 446) (‘Alchimilla sous-genre 1.
Eualchimilla section 111. Vulgares sous-section I. Calicinae’); [basionymum:
sect. Calicinae Buser (1893); typus: ‘4. glabra PoirET’].

14) Being commonly cited as ser. Vulgares BUSER, it seems that only this combination ensures
the valid existence of the Vulgares at the rank of series. The name is in fact illegitimate because
of the illegitimate basionym.

15) The names for groups which occur in WALTERS (1960) and WALTERS et PaAwrowskr (1968)
as subser. Hirsutue LinvB., subser. Heteropodae BUSER, subser. Subglabrae LiNDB. and subser.
Glabrae RoTeM. are nomenclaturally incorrect, at least under the provisions of the present Code.
The first should be subser. Hirsutae (LiNpB.) RoTEM. (1939), the second might be subser. Hetero-
podae (Buser) RoruM., but I have so far not found the place of the validation (not 1936, neither
1939, nor 1962); the next is subser. Subglabrae (LinpB.) RoTEM. (1939), the last is in fact subser.
Glabrae RoraM. (1939) nom. invalidum (nudum). Though in 1962 Rothmaler referred the latter
name to Buser, the only known evidence of Buser’s recognition of such a group is the phrase
‘Vespéee suivant (A. coriacea) est le pendant du vulgaris velu dans la série Glabres’ (BUser
1891 : 19), which at most defines a nomen nudum for a taxon, but I should prefer to say that no
taxon is defined. The status of all the four groups was changed to series by Pawlowski, first in
1953, the basionym having never been indicated. As it should be after 1 Jan 1953 (Art. 33), the
combinations were thus invalidated, until 1956, when Pawlowski published the Latin key which
also provides the necessary diagnoses for each of the four series. Though he does not indicate
the types directly, it does not become critical until 1 Jan 1968 (Art, 37), and the respective new
names are established.

16) This taxon is referred to as subsect. Calycanthum in thoe literature, as for instance in
Flora Europaea (WALTERS et Pawrowski 1968), or as subsect. Elatae RorEM. em. FROHNER
(1975). Both names are incorrect. The first is superfluous to both subsect. Calicinae and subsect.
Elatae, the latter, because of FROENER’s amendment, to subsect. Calicinae, though on publication
by RoTHMALER his subsect. Elatae is a legitimate name.
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subsect. Elatae RoTHMALER (1934 : 342); typus: 4. mollis (BUSER)
RotamMm. )

subsect. Calycanthum RoTHMALER (1938 : 342), nom. illeg.; typus: A.
fissa GUNTH. et SCHUMM.

ser. Calicinae (BUuserR) RoTHMALER (1936 :210); [basionymum: sect.
Calicinae BUSER (1893); typus ‘4. glabra POIRET’].

. ser. Retinerves PLOCEK, ser. nov.; typus: 4. retinervis Busgr. — Plantae

floribus quoad latitudinem per proportionem brevibus a ser. Calicinae
recedunt, aliter characteribus saltem nonnullis e sequentibus sunt dis-
tinctae: habitu minore vel parvo, statura rigidiore, foliis rete nervorum
valde conspicuo, oligolobatis, oligodentatis, dentibus productis, -+ acutis,
indumento parum evoluto pilis appressis vel suberectis vix supra medium
caulis excedentibus (rarius usque ad caulium apicem attigentibus vel
e contrario per toto ad caules et petiolos deficientibus), floribus plerum-
que g'abris si typicis tum plane apertis hypanthiis brevibus episepalis
bene evolutis valde elongatis.

cikl Durae Juzepczur (1941 : 406) p.p., nom. invalidum.

ser. Elatae (Roram.) RoTHMALER (1936 : 210); [basionymum: subsect.
Elatae RoTHM. (1934); typus: 4. mollis (Buskr) RorEM.].
cikl Ozysepalae JUzEPCZUK (1941 : 393), nom. invalidum.

subser. Euelatae PAWLOWSKI (1954 : 42) (‘sect. Brevicaulon subsect.
Calycanthum ser. Elatae subser. Euelatae’); typus ut seriei.

subser. Subelatae PAWLOWSKI (1954 : 43) (‘sect. Brewvicaulon subsect.
Calycanthum ser. Elatae subser. Subelatae’); typus: 4. zapalowiczit PAwe.

. ser. Venosae PLOCEK, ser. nov.; typus: A. venosa Juz. — Plantae charac-

terum combinatione variabili, elatae vel minores, plerumque graciles
sed rigidiores, interdum flexuosae et parvae vel magnae et robustae,
indumento saepius pauciore quam hoc seriei Klatae pilis appressis usque
suberectis, foliis glabris vel frequenter infra usque continuo pilosis sed
superficiei glabra, rarius utrinque dense pilosis, inflorescentia pilosa, si
glabra tum saltem pilis singulis ad axillos ramulorum obsita (rarius plane
glabra), hypanthiis glabris vel pilis singulis usque numerosioribus tectis,
pedicellis glabris vel pilosis.

cikl Subsplendentes JuzEPczZUR (1941 : 401), nom. invalidum.

subser. Venosae PLOCEK, subser. nov.: typus ut seriei. — Plantae floribus
quoad latitudinem per proportionem brevibus his subseriei Elatae simi-
libus.

B. subser. Semielatae PAWEL. (‘sect. Brevicaulon subsect. Calycanthum ser.
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SOUHRN

Préce se podrobné zabyvé nomenklaturou v rodu Alchemilla, ve snaze zjistit sprdvnd jména
pro curasijské druhové skupiny v tomto rodu autorem v soudasnosti pfijimané. Uvahy se opi-
raji o verzi botanického Kédu z r. 1978. Dovozuje se, mimo jiné, Ze taxény v evropskych kvéte-
néch b&7né oznadované jako subsect. Heltodrosium, subsect. Calycanthum, subsect. Chirophyllum
& ser. Vulgares jsou takto pojmenované neopravnéné. Prvni subsekce se mé ve skuteénosti na-
zyvat subsect. Huvulgares, druhé je sprévnd subsect. Calicinae, pfi¢emz namisto subsect. Chiro-
phyllum je nutné zavést jméno subsect. Alpinicolae PLOCEK, anebo (v souladu s Sirim taxono-
mickym pojetim seet. Alchemdlla, zde neptijatym) subsect. Alpinae. Ser. Vulgares jo nesprévné
jméno pro ser. Hirsutae. Pro nékteré rozlisené skupiny nebylo nalezeno v literatute Z4dné opriv-
néné pojmenovéni (vyskytovala se nanejvys jen oznadeni neplatnd nebo z jinych divoda nepfi-
jatelnd), a tak je nezbytné provést nasledujici validizace: subsect. Alpinicolas PLOCEK, subsect.
Sericeae PLOCEK, ser. Sericatae PLOOEK, ser. Retinerves PLOCEK, ser. Venosae PLOCEK a subser.,
Venosae PLoOEK. Rozlifené taxény jsou uvedeny v soustavném piehledu, s bibliografickou eitaci
véech jmen, s rozsifenou synonymikou, s Gdaji o typech u vSech platnych jmen (véetnd syno-
nymnich) a 8 pozndmkami k ieSeni nékterych spornych otézek.
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