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Comments of general and special character on the first volume of the Med-Checklist
are submitted. General comments refer to the broader concept of genera, completeness
and usefulness of the given synonymy, method of giving the authorship of plant names
taken over from other authors and orthographic changes in authors’ names. A new
genus Therocistus Horus (Cistaceae) is described including 11 species and one sub-
species. 24 new nomenclatural combinations are proposed on the basis of taxonomic
reclassifications, a greater number of them for Rhodaxz (8) and Tzoca (3). Nomenclature
of “Cerastium fontanum subsp. macrocarpum’ was rectified both in the species and
subspecies ranks. Nomenclatural and bibliographic notes are submitted to the names
of 12 taxa.

P.0.B. 25, Jindiisska 14, 111 21 Praha 1, Czechoslovakia

INTRODUCTION

The flora of the Mediterranean area presents an outstanding phytogeo-
graphical phenomenon and its diversity and richness have always attracted
botanists with various research interests. Till now no publication, however,
has been compiled which would describe this flora in its whole geographic
range. By the merit of the organization OPTIMA we obtained the first volume
from the six planned volumes of this critical survey of Mediterranean flora.
The work should represent a synonymic catalogue of vascular plants of the
studied area. In most cases the nomenclature was revised both from nomen-
clatural and bibliographic viewpoints and therefore the work certainly will
be in this sense an important information source as this was otherwise
emphasized by the present author in his review published in Czech in this
journal (HoruB 1985b).

Some comments are given in the following text resulting from studying
this book; they are either of a more general or of a more special character,
the latter ones referring to some selected taxa. Special comments include
mostly bibliographic and nomenclatural amendments, but in some cases
different taxonomic opinions by the present author are also dealt with. The
bibliographic and nomenclatural revision has disclosed some imperfections
in the Index Kewensis, too, which are mentioned at the close of this paper.
Taxonomic and nomenclatural study resulted in some new taxonomic reclassi-
fications and proposals of new nomenclatural combinations, the set of which
is given in an Appendix to this paper. Most combinations are commented
on in the chapter containing special notes; comments on new combinations
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have not been added in cases when the present author has continued only in
completing cases already earlier explained by him or when no need of any
further explanation has existed. Changes in names connected with the accept-
ance of generic names Aegonychon, Buglossoides, Cynoglottis, Ixoca, Lithodora,
Oberna, Petrorhagia and Rhodax belong here.

At this revision material has also been partially used, which originally was
collected by the present author for his earlier planned work ‘““Catalogue of
Czechoslovak flora”, the edition of which has not been made possible (cf.
Hovrus 1972 : 112).

GENERAL COMMENTS

The circumseription of some taxa is very broad; this refers especially to
genera, e. g. Asplenium, Bassia (incl. Kochia), Cheilanthes, Cynoglossum,
Lappula, Stellaria and Thelypteris. Sometimes the circumseription is unna-
turally broad as in Lycopodium and Silene. On the other hand a narrower
circumscription of some genera is used, too, e. g. in Chenopodiaceae (Blitun,
Sarcocosma), and will be used also in further volumes of the work (e. g.
segregants of Scabiosa). This shows some inconsistence in the approach to
the use of the generic classificatory unit. A rather broad circumscription of
species is used in some cases, e. g. in Spergula arvensis and Cerastium fon-
tanum.

It is a pity, that the synonymy does not contain all names which would
represent the correct names in other possible (i. e. 4 equally justified)
taxonomic classifications, different from that accepted in this work. Though
in many cases such names are given in the synonymy, notwithstanding in
some places the corresponding names are fully or partially missing (e. g. the
combinations with generic names as Botrypus, Dichodon, Duschekia, Ixoca,
Kohlrauschia, Otites, Rhodax, Sceptridium, Steris ete.). Analogously, sometimes
basionyms for such possible taxonomic classifications are absent. For example
the synonymy of T'helypteris phegopteris does not include the name Polypo-
dium connectile, on which the often used (and from the taxonomic viewpoint
probably the most correct or the most suitable) name Phegopteris connectilis
is based. A similar case is omission of the name Stellaria viscida in the syno-
nymy of Cerastium dubium. Often the quotations of names are absent,
which in fact raise the necessity of using a certain subspecific epithet, i.e.
publication places of first uses of given epithets in the subspecies rank.

In cases of plant names taken over by the publishing author from another
author, the authorship of such names is abbreviated here only to the name
of the publishing author. Consequently, such cases as “Ki1T. ex’” are not given
in this book. It is, however, not certain that all names with the possibility of
the occurrence of “ex’ or “in’” in their authorships are correctly given in the
Med-Checklist 1. It has to be stressed, that exclusion of “‘ex’ authors —
e. g. “Kir. ex SCcHULTES”, what means an abbreviation of the authorship
to the second (publishing) author only, represents in many cases a certain
break in understanding the history of the knowledge of the respective taxon.
Especially in cases when the “first author’” was of a fundamental importance
for recognition of the taxon, this method does seem to be unsuitable (and
also somewhat unethical), though it is in a full correspondance with the
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rules; of the present Code ICBN. “WaLpsr. et Kir. ex WiLLp.” and “Kir.
ex SCHULTES” may be given here as typical examples. Some concrete data
on the last mentioned case are given at the beginning of the next chapter.

The present author considers as unsuitable the manner of changing the
original orthography of the name of the author against the mode used in the
pertinent publication. This refers here expecially to TcHiHATCHEFF, who is
siven by an abbreviation Ctuad., probably from the orthography CrHaCEV,
(see p. 198). Here the quotation is not a transeription of a name of an .mthor
written (printed) in another alphabet than in the Latin one, but a change
of the name of an author having published his whole work in the Latin
alphabet; TcHIHATCHEFF's book was written in French. The proposers, who
should solve problems of transcription of author’s names from other alpha-
bets to the Latin alphabet working on these problems in the period before
the Congress in Sydney for purposes of the Code, hardly had in mind such
licentious changes of author’s names. The method used in this case 1efers
virtually to the type “ad personam”, and not to the type “ad opus’, the
latter of which should always have been used (the author’s name as a com-
ponent of the bibliographic quotation!). By using this method unnecessary
difficulties can certainly arise in libraries and bibliographies.

SPECIAL NOTES

KITAIBEL ex SCHULTES

Two kinds of quotations of author’s names are used in the Med-Checklist
1 for the species names which ScHULTES obtained from KiraiBer for the
second edition of his Osterreichs Flora, 1814. In some cases, only “SCHULTES”’
is given (as an abbreviated authorship instead of “Kir. ex SCHULTES”), in
others “KiT. in ScHULTES”. Two volumes of SCHULTES” book contain 70 such
names; 40 of them belong to the first group (“ex’), 30 to the second (“in”").
An enumeration of these names will be published elsewhere. Cases of the

n”’ quotation may clearly be differentiated in ScHULTES’ book from the
“ex’’ cases according to whether KiTaiBeL’s name is added (or not) by ScHUL-
TES to the diagnoses of respective species names. The Med-Checklist 1 includes
eight names obtained by ScrULTES from KiTaiBEL. Their authorships are not
correctly given in all cases. “SCHULTES” (or, in my opinion, more correctly
“Kir. ex ScHULTES’’) should be given as the author to the following species
names: Arenaria frutescens (219), Campanula elliptica (128), Corispermum
canescens (301), C. nitidum (301) and Cucubalus marginatus (279). The author-
ship “Kir. in ScHULTES” (or, in my opinion, the more suitable method
“Kir. ap. ScHuLTES”) belongs to the names Dianthus compactus (186),
D. trifasciculatus (206) and Thesium serratum (139). Corrections of author-
ships have therefore to be done in the Med-Checklist 1 in two cases, i. e. in
Arenaria frutescens (SCHULTES) and Thesium serratwm KiT. in SCHULTES.

P. 17: Dryopteris affinis

Dryopteris affinis agg. includes several taxa differing morphologically,
karyologically and partly also in their genomes, which, with respect to their
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apogamous type of reproduction should be classified rather as small species
than subspecies (HoLus 1984a). Among the taxa included in the Med-Check-
list 1 and occurring also in Central Europe, the following two should be con-
sidered as separate species: subsp. borrer: (NEwWMAN) FRASER-JENKINS and
subsp. stilluppensis (SABR.) FRASER-JENKINS. On the other hand, in the classi-
fication of subsp. robusta FRASER-JENKINS, its rank seems to be overvalued
(see also FRASER-JENKINS 1982 : 206, and FRASER-JENKINS et SATLvO 1984 —
the latter authors already used the classification of this taxon in the rank
of variety) and its classification as a variety corresponds better to the
character of this taxon. A species binomial for subsp. stilluppensisis proposed
in the Appendix at the close of this study. For subsp. borreri the name Dryop-
teris pseudomas (WorLrLasToN) HoruB et Pouzar 1967 was used by the
present author (HoLus 1984a); according to the oral information by FrasEr-
JENKINS (Prihonice, 24. 10. 1985), the lectotype of its basionym Lastrea
pseudomas WorLLasToN selected by him belongs to the diploid taxon of the
aggregate, i. e. to D. affinis (LowE) FRASER-JENKINS s. s. The epithet
“borreri*, correct for this taxon in the subspecies rank, reached the species
rank in 1937 (see Med-Checklist 1 : 17, 1984); before that a justified species
binomial Dryopteris mediterranea FomiN 1934 was proposed for this species
(used by Horus and Pouzar in this taxonomic sense in an unpublished
manuscript written in the earlier sixties — cf. HoLus 1967 : 332). This Fo-
MIN's name is therefore used here in connection with classification of subsp.
robusta as a variety.

P. 46: Amaranthus blitum and A. cruentus

_ The standard flora manual of Czechoslovakia — DosTAL J. [et al.], Kvétena
CSR — was published in 1948 —1950. The text of its special part appeared
in three portions: p. 1—800 in April 1948, p. 801—1488 in June 1949, p.
1489—2269 in October 1950 (see p. 4 of the introductory part of the book).
The publication of the general introductory part of the book closed the work
in December 1950. Therefore it is necessary to change the year 1950 at the
combination Amaranthus hybridus subsp. paniculatus (L.) HEINY in DosrAL
to 1948 (IV.). Unfamiliarity of the successive edition of DosTAL’s book result-
ed in the fact that the authorship of the combination Amaranthus lividus
subsp. polygonoides was attributed to Prosst 1949, though it was validly
published a year earlier by HesNY in DostAL et al., Kvétena CSR, 447,
1948 (IV.). The combination is given in DosTAL’s book with a probably ascrib-
ed authorship — “(Zorr.) THELL.”.

P. 64: Alnus viridis

The correct name for Alnus viridis is A. alnobetula (Euru.) K. Kocn 1872,
based on Betula alnobetula ¥HRH., Gartenkalender (ed. HIRSCHFELD) 2 : 192,
1783 (see Pouzar, 1982), which was published earlier than Betula viridis
CHAIX 1785 (the basionym of the species name used till now). Pouzar (l. ¢.)
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proposed also a new combination Duschekia alnobetula (Eurn.). Pouzar, Ca-
sopis Narod. Muz. v Praze, Ser. Natur., Praha, 151 : 20, 1982 (V.). The present
author accepts the genus Dusc hekid Opiz as ta\ionomically justified (see
HorLuB 1967b) and as a consequence of the above-mentioned nomenclatural
change of the species name a new name for subsp. suaveolens is proposed in
the Appendix below.

P. 141: Campanula sibirica subsp. divergentiformis

Two mistakes have to be emended in the above name, accepted in the
Med-Checklist 1 as a correct name for the taxon the taxonomy of which is
somewhat uncertain (c¢f. Horus 1977). The first correction refers to the place
of publication of DomiN’s combnmtmn which should be “Plant. Cechoslov.
Enum., 222, 1935”. DomMIN’s Enumelatm was published separately under
the above proper title (though with the heading of the periodical Preslia
in the title page) in 1935 and later together with a part of a bibliographic
series (‘‘Bibliographia Cechoslovaca Botanica V1.’ ') listing publications from
the year 1934 as the 13.—15. volume of Preslia in 1936. All new nomenclatural
combinations by DomiN from this publication have to be quoted from
“Enumeratio” and with the publication year 1935, and not from the cor-
responding volume of Preslia from 1936, as is usually practiced. The present
author disclosed this circumstance earlier when he published his comments
on Flora Europaea ((Horus 1977). A separate edition of DomiN’s publication
is regrettably not mentioned in the compendium ‘“Taxonomic literature”
(STAFLEU et CowaN 1976). A survey of selected names from DomiN’s book
(more important for the present nomenclature) will be given elsewhere.

The second correction refers to the quotation of the basionym of the
accepted correct name. The authors of the Med-Checklist 1 accept the name
Campanula sibirica var. divergentiformis JAvorka Magyar Fl., 1073, 1925
as the basionym of the used correct name. It must be emphasized that
in this work JAvorkaA did not precisely classify infraspecific taxa between
variety and small species to formal ranks; therefore the present author desig-
nated them as “paragraph’ taxa (HoLus 1984b). 1t is not possible to consider
the above mentioned ‘“basionym’” as a name in the rank of variety, but only
as a name without having a precise rank (a case somewhat analogous to
(GAuDIN’s infraspecific taxa accepted by many authors erroneously as sub-
species). To the classification of JAVORKA’s taxon as a variety DomiN could
also probably contribute to a certain extent, as he gave JAVORKA’s name
in “Enumeratio” in the form “C. sibirica (var.) divergentiformis JAVORKA‘
this method of quotation shows (justified) taxonomic uncertainty of DoyiN
at giving the citation of the trinomial by JAvorkaA. The above-quoted place
in JAVOrRKA’s “Magyar Fléra” is, however, not the place of the first descrip-
tion of the taxon under consideration by JAvORKA nor the first use of the
epithet ‘‘divergentiformis”. In the previous year, JAvorkaA described this
taxon as Caempanula sibirica L. f. divergentiformis JAvorka, Bot. Kozlem.
20/1922 : 150, Budapest 1924, and this name overlooked by the authors of
the Med-Checklist 1 represents the real basionym of the accepted Domin’s
subspecies combination.
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P. 175: Cerastium banaticum subsp. speciosum

No real basionym is given for the combination Cerastium banaticum subsp.
speciosum (Boiss.) Jaras. The designation of C. speciosum (Boiss.) HAUSSKN.
1893 as a basionym for that subspecific combination is imperfect. The correct
basionym for the combination concerned is C. grandiflorum WALDST. et
Kirr. B (var.) speciosum (SPRUNNER ex) Borss. Fl. Orient. 1 : 727, 1867. —
See also Jaras, Annal. Bot. Fenn. 20 : 109, 1983.

P. 178: Cerastium fontanum subsp. macrocarpum

The nomenclature of this taxon has become so confused and difficult to
solve that the authors of such an indisputably nomenclaturally significant
work as Med-Checklist, along with the authors of Flora Europaea and
Atlas Florae Europaeae, could not avoid using a false name. The problems
of nomenclature of this taxon in the rank of species and subspecies will be
discussed separately in a more extensive paper (HoLuB in prep.), and therefore
problems of the subspecific name of this taxon used in the Med-Checklist 1
are only briefly examined here.

The radical taxonomic error of the above mentioned publication works
is the use of the epithet “macrocarpum’ from the name Cerastium macro-
carpum SCHUR Verh. Mitt. Siebenbiirg. Ver. Naturwiss. Hermannstadt 10 :
131, 1859 for the taxon under consideration (no matter whether it is classified
as a species or as a subspecies). This mistake originated from the mono-
grapher GARTNER (1939), who transferred this SCHUR’s species name fully to
(taxonomically not very clear) mountain plants of southeastern Alps to
which he added the taxon under discussion as its subspecies (ut subsp. luco-
rum). C. macrocarpum SCHUR according to its single locality, habitat and
accompanying plants clearly refers to C. fontanum Bauma. 1816 s. s. (HoLus
in prep.). In this correct taxonomic sense the name by SCHUR was also used
by the two first authors classifying this ScHUR’s taxon in the subspecies
rank — NymaN Consp. Fl. Europ., 108, 1878, and Korura Distrib. Plant.
Vascul. Mont. Tatr., 268, 1890.

A mistake of the authors of Med-Checklist 1 (GREUTER et al. 1984) is
mentioning the name Cerastium macrocarpum LEDEB. Fl. Ross. 1 :407,
1842, as an earlier validly published homonym of ScHUR’s above mentioned
name. In the quoted place of LEDEBOUR’s book this announced species bino-
mial is, however, missing; only the name Cerastium vulgatum L. v macro-
carpum LEDEB. is given there, in which the epithet “macrocarpum’ is fully
clearly published in the rank of variety. On the basis of this (not existing)
species name ““C. macrocarpum LEDEB. 18427 the valid and legitimate
species name C. macrocarpum SCHUR 1859 was (mistakenly) declared as an
illegitimate name (a late homonym) and therefore its author ScHUR was
omitted as the bracket author from the (taxonomically erroneous) subspecies
designation of the taxon under consideration including the epithet “macro-
carpum’’. This change was made for example by JarLas (Atlas Fl. Europ.
6 :105, 1983), when KoruLa was used to substitute the “illegitimate’ author
SCHUR as a bracket author.
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In the Med-Checklist 1 an unfortunate ““precision’ of the authorship was
made. Instead of the correct author B. Korura another namesake — A. Ko-
TULA (the author of the name Betula obscura, having, however, nothing
common with the plant under consideration) was given. B. KoTuLa accepted
the epithet “macrocarpum’ from ScHUR, whom he gave directly (according
to the customs of that time) as the author of the subspecies combination;
by this he also took over his type. B. Korvra himself did not give any de-
scription or data on the taxon other than a list of localities in the Tatra
Mts., from which clearly follows, that he had in mind again C. fontanum
Bauma. 1816 s. s. The lowland taxon ‘“‘subsp. macrocarpum’ (= subsp.
lucorum) is in Poland analogically as elsewhere in Central Europe confined
to lower elevations, the upper limit of its continuous occurrence being situated
in heights about 600 m a. s. 1. and only sporadically occuring higher. Zasac
(1975) knows from the surroundings of the Tatra Mts. (the region of Koru-
LA’s book) only one locality of “C. macrocarpum”, i. e. the valley Dolina
Koscieliska in comparison to a great number of localities of C. fontanum
s. 8. in this region. The altitude of this locality may be estimated at most at
950 m a. s. L.

The epithet “macrocarpum’” cannot be taken over neither from ScHUR
nor from any other author for the plants under consideration, and this nor
in the species rank (where ScHUR's name with GARTNER's ‘“‘emendation’
was taken over for example by Zasac, 1975), nor in the subspecies rank,
which in the present time is the most often used rank for this taxon. HoLus
(1985a, manuscript finished in 1975!) listed many subspecies names used in
the last time for this taxon (10 subspecies names in the last 40 years). The
correct name for the discussed taxon in the classification accepted in Flora
Europaea, Atlas Florae Europaeae and Med-Checklist 1 seems to be Cerastium
fontanum Bauma. subsp. lucorum (SCHUR) S00, Acta Bot. Acad. Sci. Hungar.
15 : 340, 1969 (an 1970 ?), which follows from the use of the subspecies
epithet “lucorum’ by GARTNER (1939).

When our taxon is classified as a species (what the present author considers
as taxonomically the most correct solution — cf. HoLus 1985a), the name
C. lucorum ScHUR 1877 is used by some authors besides the taxonomically
erroneous name C. macrocarpum SCHUR 1859. The use of the name C. lucorum
ScHUR 1877 (or C. lucorum SCHUR em. MOSCHL as given by SMEJKAL 1981)
is nomenclaturally erroneous as SCHUR used the epithet “lucorum’ distinctly
and clearly only as a name of a variety — Cerastium glanduliferum SCHUR
var. lucorum ScHUR, Verh. Naturf. Ver. Brinn 15 : 150, 1877 (and no real
alternative species name with that epithet was in fact proposed by him in
that place simultaneously). The correct species name of the taxon under
discussion was probably published only recently as Cerastium lucorum
(ScrUuR) MoOscHL, Mitt. Naturwiss. Ver. Steiermark 103 : 157, 1973 (cf. Ho-
LUB 1985a). The names including other epithets as “glandulosum™ or ‘‘nemo-
rale” will be discussed in the study under preparation (HoLus in prep.).

P. 186: Dianthus barbatus subsp. compactus

The combination Dianthus barbatus subsp. compactus was validly published
earlier than by STosaNOV in 1966 (which is accepted in the Med-Checklist 1
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as the correct name), e. g. by Dost4AL in 1948 — cf. DosrAL et al. Kvétena
CSR, 432, 1948 (IV.). An even earlier valid publication of this combination,
can, however, be found in Nyma~ Consp. Fl. Europ., Suppl. 2/1 : 58, 1889,
which seems to be the correct name of this taxon in the rank of subspecies.
On the other hand, attribution of this combination to HEurreL (Verh. Zool.
Bot. Ges. Wien 8 : 68, 1858) in Flora Europaea (1 : 199, 1964) is not justified;
HrurreL (1. c.) classified the taxon explicitly as a variety.

P. 202: Dianthus pontederae

When the taxonomic classification of Dianthus pontederae A. KERNER
1882 s. 1. is taken over from Flora Europaea (1 : 202, 1964) as isrealized in the
Med-Checklist 1, an earlier name exists for the species in this circumseription.
Admirably, this name is also given in the Med-Checklist 1 in the synonymy of
the above species with its true year — D. giganteiformis BorB. 1876. Necessity
of a cross replacement of the two names in the accepted classification (i. e.
subordination of D. pontederae to D. giganteiformis as its subspecies) was
apprehended by So6 who proposed the new combination in 1969 (Acta Bot.
Acad. Sci. Hungar. 15 : 339, 1969, an 1970 ?) — see also So0 Synopsis Syst.
Geobot. Fl. Veget. Hungar. 4 : 330, 1970.

However, an even earlier species name exists for D. giganteiformis Bors.
1876: D. sabuletorum HEUFreL, Verh. Zool. Bot. Ges. Wien 8 : 68, 1858.
This name was usually considered as illegitimate, i. e. as a homonym to a
name proposed by WirLromm. Virtually, no such real earlier homonym in
the species rank exists, though its presence repeatedly has been given in the
literature during the period of more than hundred years (HoLus 1984a).
Horus (l.c.) proposed also the names for two further subspecies of the species
accepted in the Med-Checklist 1 — subsp. pontederae (A. KErNER) HorLug,
Folia Geobot. Phytotax. 19 : 184, 1984, and subsp. kladovanus (DEGEN)
HoLus l.c.

P. 239: Petrorhagia illyrica subsp. haynaldiana

In the synonymy of this taxon only two names are given with full literature
quotations and both are either invalid or confused. The name Gypsophila
haynaldiana JANKA, Oesterr. Bot. Zeitschr. 20 : 316, 1870, given here as the
basionym of the accepted subspecies name is a ‘“nomen nudum” (nothing
but a designation of plants from an exsiccata collection which JANKA intended
to describe later and elsewhere), as any description is missing here and only
a hint at the taxonomic position of the new species between two other species
of the genus is given (i.e. being between G. illyrica and G. ochroleuca). This
“nomen nudum’ was incorrectly used by the monographers Barr et Hev-
wooDp (1964) as the basionym of a new combination Petrorhagia illyrica
subsp. haynaldiana, later generally taken over by following authors.

In the literature, the name Twunica haynaldiana (JANEA) NyMAN Consp.
Fl. Europ., Suppl. 2:57, 1889, is sometimes given, which, however, is
also based on the above mentioned invalidly published name by Janka
and as its protologue does not include any reference to some earlier descrip-
tion, it is also nothing else than a “nomen nudum?.
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The second name given in the synonymy in the Med-Checklist 1 — Tunica
haynaldiana (JANKA) BorsAs, Math. Természettud. Kozlem. 12 : 165, 1876,
is fully mistaken and confused. In the quoted place a paper by JANka (and
not by BorBAs) can be found, the name “Gypsophila haynaldiana JANRA
(and not Tunica haynaldiana) is given there, and this only as a synonym of
the accepted species name Gypsophila illyrica S. et Sm., to which species
JaNKA annexed his plants. JANKA (l.c.) mentioned some features of his plants
as being different from the description of Gypsophila illyrica published by
Boissier (Fl. Orient. | : 520), but he is not certain with the exactness of
Borssier’s description. In this publication place Jaxka did not make valid
his earlier ‘“nomen nudum”, as he did not clearly accept it and on the contrary
he distinetly placed it into the synonymy. This JANKA’S name from 1876
is (superfluously) quoted also in the Index Kewensis (Suppl. 1, [Add. Emend.
1 ©]478, 1906), here (in comparison with the Med-Checklist 1) containing the
correct name of the genus. 1t cannot be excluded, that the name 7Tunica
haynaldiana could virtually (and validly) be published by BorsAs in some of
his papers; it seems, however, that BorBAs came to the authorship of the
combination in the Med-Checklist 1 rather by a mistake, as the Hungarian
title of JANKA’s paper includes his name in connection with the whole citation
of his earlier paper, on which JANkaA here critically reassumes (see “Referen-
ces”” in the close of this paper).

All three above discussed names of the taxon under consideration are
invalid and it is impossible to base a correct name of the present classification
on any one of them, as this was made in the monograph by BaLL et HEv-
wooD (1964) and after that in all literature which has taken over thls mistake,
the Med-Checklist 1 including. The first description of Jaxka’s plant was
given, according to my knowlodwo, as late as 1890, by F. N. WiLLiams. The
name published by him must therefore serve as "the basionym of further
combinations: Tunica haynaldiana [JaNka ex] F. N. WiLLiams, Journ.
Bot. Brit. Foreign 28 : 197, London 1890. On the basis of the above analysis,
in all combinations with the epithet “haynaldiana™ it is necessary to accept
F. N. WiLriams (1890) as the correct author of the basionym and conse-
quently to give him always as the bracket author instead of JANKA.

P. 268: Silene otites subsp. pseudotites

Silene otites L. and 8. pseudotites Bess. ex REicuENB. have usually been
united in classifications into one species, as a rule as subspecies. S. pseudotites
(in its original conception) represents, however, in the species contents of
Silene otiles agg. a separate element occurring in southeastern France and
northern Italy (having been described from the surroundings of Trieste),
from where it probably also transgresses to northwestern Jugoslavia. The
use of this name for Central European plants is therefore not justified.

The conception of the species Silene otites including two subspecies in the
area of Czechoslovakia was accepted by the present author in 1971 (HorLus
in HoruB, MiEsiC¢EK et JAVORKOVA 1971), and this at the same time with
acceptance of the classification of this species group as a component of the
genus.Olites ADANS. 1763. The Central European plants, for which the name
“Silene pseudotites BEss.”” in general has been used, belong to the main species
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of the aggregate and not to the mentioned species described from the viecinity
of Trieste; in the taxonomic rank of subspecies (normally used for them)
they have no proper name either in Silene or in Otfites. If my earlier classi-
fication for the territory of Czechoslovakia (i.e. a species with two subspecies
belonging to the genus Otites) will be accepted, the correct name of the species
circumscribed in this way is Otites cuneifolia Rarin. 1840. In addition to the
type subspecies of this species (subsp. cuneifolia) more robust plants occur
(mostly in the eastern part of Czechoslovakia, but represented also in the
western part) with larger and elongated basal leaves, more branched inflo-
rescences (also in female plants) and somewhat smallor flowers and fruits
(“Stlene pseudotites auct.”’), for which a new name has to be proposed in the
rank of subspecies. PobrERrA (1922) described a taxon from sands of south-
eastern Moravia as Silene pseudotites var. arenaria (but before being classified
by him in herbarium determination labels as subsp. arenaria), and this name
is used by the present author in proposing the correct name of the taxon in
the rank of subspecies: Otites cuneifolia RAFIN. subsp. arenaria (Pope.)
Howrus (see the Appendix below).

P. 281: Spergula arvensis

In the synonymy of this broadiy circumscribed species the name Spergula
arvensis L. subsp. sativa (BoeNK.) CELAK. is given. As the name Spergula
sativa BOENN. 1824 is in fact only an illegitimate renaming of S. arvensis
L. 1753, it cannot represent a direct basionym for the combination S. arvensis
L. subsp. sativa (BoexN.) CELAK. 1875 and BOENNINGHAUSEN cannot be
given *as the bracket author as presented in the Med-Checklist 1. At the
acceptance of ““‘Spergula sativa™ (sensu auct.) as a separate small species or as
a subspecies of S. arvensis, a problem of its correct name originates, which
could not be solved by the present author till now.

P. 294: Atriplex nitens

As was demonstrated by KirRscHNER (1984) most recently, the name
Atriplex nitens SCHKUHR 1803 is illegitimate, as its protologue included
a reference to an earlier validly published name A. sagittatc BorkH. 1793.
After an analysis of the description belonging to it, the latter name proved
to be the correct name for the taxon known for a long time as A. nitens
SCHKUHR 1803 and recently also as A. acuminata WALDsT. et Kir. 1803.
The correct name of this species is as follows: Atriplex sagittata BOR¥ HAUSEN,
Rheinisches Mag. Erweiterung Naturk. 1 : 477, 1793.

P. 309: Salsola kali

FiIn the synonymy of this species the subspecies name subsp. tmgus (L)
Nvyman 1881 is given. This combination was, however, validly published by
CELAKOVSKY ten years before Nyman: Salsola kali L. subsp. tragus (L.)
CeLAk. Prodr. Fl. Bshmen [2:] 155, Prag 1871.
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P. 314: Suaeda maritima

“S06 in S06 et JAvorka 19517 is given to the accepted subspecies combi-
nation subsp. salsa as the author of this combination. The combination was,
however, validly published by JAvorkA in 1924 (cf. HoLus 1984b) and has
therefore a priority: Suaeda maritima (L.) DuMORT. subsp. salsa (L..) JAVORKA
Magyar Fl., 294, Budapest 1924. For determination of the nomenclatural
competency of the name subsp. prostrata (L.) Sod in So6 et JAVORKA 1951
accepted in the Med-Checklist 1 also as a correet subspecies name, a taxo-
nomic revision of the name subsp. salinaria (SCHUR) JAVORKA 1924 had to
be carried out, since HorLup (1984b) had called attention to this fact.

P. 328 —330: Tuberaria

The genus Tuberaria (DuNaL) SracH is composed of two groups of species,
which till now have usually been classified as sections — sect. Hutuberaria
WiLLK. 1859 (= sect. Tuberaria) and sect. Scirpoides WILLK. 1859. Between
these two taxonomic groups differences exist in morphology (in various
parts of the plant body) and karyology, which demonstrate their sufficient
evolutionary differentiation within the family Cistaceae, and consequently
also stress the usefulness of their generic separation. LOvE et KJELLQUIST
(1964) and MarRKova (1975) attained this classification, especially with respect
to karyological differences between these groups (difference in the basic
chromosome numbers: 2 = 7 in perennials and @ = 6 in annuals). A notable
stability of the basic chromosome numbers exists for individual genera
within the family Cistaceae. The two sections differ not merely from the
viewpoint of the basic chromosome numbers, but also by the presence of
polyploidy (4%, 6z, 8x), known only in the evolutionary derived; group
of annuals, what is generally a rare phenomenon within this family. Karyo-
logical differences stress the morphological differences, existing in the plant
lmbltus and character of biomorphs (perennials, heterophylly vs. annuals,
homeophylly), in the form of basal leaves, presence of stipules, character
and structure of the inflorescence, size of flowers and structure of gynoeceum
and seeds (see e.g. WiLLKOMM 1857—1862). Among the representatives of
the group of annuals cleistogamy was also stated, known in the family only
within this group.

Upon division of the genus Tuberaria (DuNAL) SPACH into two genera it is
necessary to retain the generic name in the sense of its type for one of included
genera. Index Nominum Genericorum (Farr et al. 1979) gives the type of
this generic name as not having been determined till now; however, this
does not correspond to my knowledge. LovE et KseLLQUIST (1964) and accord-
ing to these authors also Markova (1975) give Cistus Tuberaria L. (= Tu-
beraria vulgaris WILLK., the correct name of which species is 7. lignosa
(TWEET) SAMP.) as the type species of the genus T'uberaria (DUNAL) SPACH.
This typification is fully justified, with respect to the fact, that the generic
name T'uberaria was directly derived from the specific (substantive) epithet
of the pertinent species — Cistus T'uberaria L., firstly as a name of a section —
Helianthemum sect. Tuberaria DUNAL 1824, on which later the generic na-
me T'uberaria(DunaL 1824) SpacH 1836 was based. Duwnarn (in DC. Prodr.
Syst. Natur. Regni Vegetab. 1 : 270, 1824) included in his sect. Tube-
raria the species Helianthemum Tuberaria (L.) MirL. and the name Cistus
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Tuberaria L. is given also in the synonymy of one of the two species accepted
and illegitimately renamed by Spach within the genus — Tuwberaria annua,
T. perennis (= Cistus Tuberaria L.). SPAcH based his genus fully on the
DunNav’s section Helianthemum sect. Tuberaria and it is therefore necessary
to get the typification of that generic name from the species contents of
DUNAL’s section (and not to accept any of the illegitimate names by Sracu
as the type of the generic name). The above mentioned typification of
Tuberaria (DUNAL) SPACH is consistent with the division of this genus into
two sections by WiLLxomm (1857—1862) in his monograph of Clistaceae,
where Cistus Tuberaria L. was included in the type section “Butuberaria”
containing in addition to it only one other species — 7'. globulariifolia (Lax.)
WILLK. At the taxonomic division of this genus, the generic name 7Tuberaria
has to be retained for the taxonomic group mcludmg Cistus Tuberairia L.,
i.e. for the group of perennial species distinct by their large flowers. The group
contains only 3—4 species.

For the second section of WiLLkomM’s classification LOVE et KIJELLQUIST
(1964 : 76 —77) and MARKOVA (1975) used the generic name Xolanthes RAFIN.
1838. According to Love et Kirrnquist (1964) the type species of the
RAFINESQUE’s genus is Tuberaria guttata (L.) FOURR., a basic species of the
group of annual members of Tuberaria. The publication of this generic name
in 1838 was, however, preceded by a publication of its earlier orthographic
variant — Xolantha RarIN. (Carrateri Alcune Nuovi Gen. Nuovi Spec.
Animal. Piante Sicilia 2 : 73, 1810); for the typification of that RAFINESQUE's
generic name it is necessary to get out from its first publication place. Accord-
ing to MERRILL (1949) the description by RAFINESQUE from 1810 corresponds
to the description of Helianthemum MirL. 1754 and only one species of the
genus Xolantha — X. racemosa RAFIN. 1810 is according to all following
authors taxonomically identical with the species Helianthemum pilosum (L.)
BeNTH., a member of the H. apenninum agg., without any relationships to
the genus T'wberaria s. 1. Only at the later use of this generic name in his
work “Sylva Tellur.” from 1838 (in an orthographic change), RAFINESQUE
added Cistus guttatus L. to his genus as its second species; the original species
(and type) of this generic name remained, however, also henceforth included.
Therefore it is not possible to use the name Xolanthes Rarin. 1838 for the
genus accepted here by the present author. As no generic name is now
available, a new one — Therocistus — is proposed here with the following
diagnostic (differential) brief description:

Therocistus HoLus, genus novum

Etymol.: theros = annual, with respect to the important characteristic feature of members ot
the genus; Cistus — originally the species of the genus were classified to the genus Cistus L.
Syn.: Tuberaria SFAch sest. Scorpioides WinLkomM Icon. Deser. Plant. Nov. Crit Rar.
Europe Austro-Occid. Praecip. Hispan. 2 : 72, Lipsiae 1859 (‘1856).
Xolanthes RAFIN. 1838 sensu Love et KyeLLQuist, Portug. Acta Biol., Ser. A, 8 : 76, 1964:
Markova, Plant. Syst. Evol. 123 : 306, 1975; non Xolantha Rayin. 1810.

Diagn.: Plantae annuae; foliis versum caulis apicem sensim decrescentibus vel caulinis quaim
basalia majoribus, basalibus subsessilibus, valde caducis, superioribus plerumque stipulatis,
saepe alternantibus; inflorescentiis juvenilibus clare scorpioideis, vulgo ebracteatis; floribus
mediocribus vel parvis; petalis tantum maxime usque 10 mm longis; ovario sessili, stylo nullo,
stigmate applanato; embryone curvato. X == 6 in serie polyploidea.

Typus: Cistus guttatus 1. 1753.
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The genus includes 10—12 species distributed mostly in the Mediterranean
area and transgressing from there only to some neighbouring territories,
e. g. to the western Europe (as Th. guttatus). The majority of species are
centerd by their distribution to the West Mediterranean area. With exception
of only one species — T'h. echioides — all other species are members of one
species aggregate — T'h. guttalus agg., and are very closely allied to one
another.

Corrections to the Index Kewensis

On studying some bibliographical and nomenclatural problems, some
imperfections were found in the basic catalogue of species names of flowering
plants — Index Kewensis. The reference to the name Helianthemum pourretii
is fully missing; the same holds for the correct quotation of the publication
place of Helianthemum piloselloides — this name is given there only from
a secondary source. The place of publication for T'uberaria glomerata should
be corrected regarding the page (80 should be given instead of 71). It is
necessary to add the name Tunica haynaldiana F. N. WiLriams Journ. Bot.
(London) 28 : 197, 1890, which represents the first validly published name of
this taxon; earlier names Gypsophila haynaldiana JANKA and Tunica hay-
naldiana (JANKA) NYMAN, included in the Index Kewensis, are only invalidly
published names (nomina nuda). The correct quotations of the above men-
tioned missing names are given in the following Appendix at the relevant
newly proposed nomenclatural combinations (Rhodax pouwrretii, Rh. pilo-
sellovdes).

APPENDIX

New nomenclatural combinations

Aegonychon thessalicum (AupEN) HoLuB, status novus et comb. nova. — Bas.: Lithospermum
goulandriorum REcH. fil. subsp. thessalicum ALpin, Bot. Notiser 129 : 305, Lund 1976.

Alsine cupaniana JORD. et FOurR. subsp. postii (HoLymBoE) HOLUB, comb. nova. — Bas.: Stellaria
media (I..) ViLL. subsp. postii HoLmBoEr, Bergens Mus. Skrift.. Ser. 2, 1/2 : 70, Bergen 1914.

Buglossoides permixta (Jorvp. in . W. Scuurrz) HoLus, comb. nova. — Bas.: Lithospermum
permixtum JorpaN in F. W. Scuvrnrz Archiv Fl. France Allemagne 2 : 344, Bitche 1855.

Cynoglottis phocidica (L.-A. Gusravison) Hornus, comb. nova. — Bas.: Anchusa phocidica 1..-A.
GusTavssoN, Bot. Notiser 129 : 273, Lund 1976.

Cynoglottis serpentinicola (Recu. fil.) HoLus. comb. nova. — Bas.: Anchusa serpentinicoln
RecHINGER fil., Osterr. Bot. Zeitschr. 107 : 472, Wien 1960.

Dryopteris mediterranea Foxix var. robusta (Fraser-JENkins) HorLus, comb. nova. — Bas.:
Dryopteris affinis (LOWE) FRASER-JENKINS subsp. robustc OBERHOLZER et TAVEL ex FRASER-
JeNkiNs, Willdenowia 10 : 111, Berlin [Westberlin] 1980. — Syn.: Dryopteris affinis (Lowg)
FrAser-JENKINS subsp. borreri (NEWMAN) FrRASER-JENKINS var. robusta (FRASER-JENKINS)
Fraser-JENKINS et SALvO, Anal. Jard. Bot. Madrid 41 : 195, 1984.
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Dryopteris stilluppensis (SABR.) HOLUB, status novus et comb. nova. — Bas.: Aspidium filic-mas
Sw. var. stilluppense SABRANSKI, Osterr Bot. Zeitschr. 52 : 144, Wien 1902.

Duschekia alnobetula (EHrH.) PoUzZAR subsp. suaveolens (REQU.) HoLUB, comb. nova. — Bax.:
Alnus suaveolens REQUIEN, Annal. Sci. Natur. 5 : 381, Paris 1825. — Syn.: Alnus viridis
(Craix) DC. in Lam. et DC. subsp. suaveolens (REQu.) P. W. Barwn, Feddes Repert. Spec.
Nov. Regni Vegetab. 68 : 186, Berlin 1963.

Izoca intonsa (GREUTER et MELZHEIMER) HOLUB, comb. nova. — Bas.: Silene intonsa GREUTER et
Mevzueimer, Willdenowia 12 : 29, Berlin [Westberlin] 1982,

ITxoca pusilla (WALDST. et Kir.) SosAk subsp. albanice (K. MALY) HoLuB, comb. nova. — Bas.:
Heliosperma albanica K. MALY, Wissenschaftl. Mitteil. Bosnien Hercegowina 10 : 634, Wien
1907. — Syn.: Silene quadridentata (MURR.) PERs. subsp. albanica (K. MALY) H. NEUMAYER.
Osterr. Bot. Zeitschr. 72 : 285, 1923.

Ixoca widderi (KoroL-SELIGER et T. WrABER) HoLUB, status novus et comb. nova. — Bas.:
Silene veselskyi (JANKA) K. MALY ex NEUMAYER subsp. widderi KoroL-SELIGER et T. WRABER,
Biol. Vestn. 27 : 130, Ljubljana 1979.

Lithodora lusitanica (SAmp.) HoLus, comb. nova. — Bas.: Lithospermum lusitanicum SAMPAIO
Lista Espec. Represent. Herb. Portug., 123, Porto 1913.

Oberna suffrutescens (GREUTER et al.) HoLuB, status novus et comb. nova. — Bas.: Silene vulgaris
(MoENCH) GARCKE subsp. suffrutescens GREUTER, MATTAs et Risse, Willdenowia 14 : 34,
Berlin [Westberlin] 1984.

Otites cuneifolia RA¥IN. subsp. arenaria (Popr.) HoLuB, status novus et comb. nova. — Bas.:
Silene psudo-otites BESSER var. arenaria PopPERA, Publ. Fac. Sci. Univ. Masaryk 1922/12 : 20,
Brno 1922. [Syn.: Silene otites Sm. subsp. arenaria Popr. olim in sched.].

Otites velebitica (DEGEN) HoLuB, status novus et comb. nova. — Bas.: Silene otites (L.) Swm.
subsp. velebitica DEGEN F1. Velebit. 2 : 83, Budapest 1937.

Petrorhagia gasparrinit (Guss.) HoLus, comb. nova. — Bas.: Qypsophila gasparrinii GUssoNE
Fl. Sicul. Syn. 1 : 474, Napoli 1843 (ut ‘Gasparrini’).

Rhodax allionii (TiNneo) HOLUB, comb. nova. — Bas.: Helianthemum allionii TINEO, Plant. Rar.
Sicil. Minus Cognit., 43, Panormi 1846.

Rhodax frigidulus (CuaTrEC.) HOLUB, comb. nova. — Bas.: Helianthemum frigidulum CUATRE-
cAs, Trab. Mus. Ci. Natur. Barcelona, Ser. Bot., 12 : 361, 1929,

Rhodax nebrodensis (HELDR. ap. GUss.) HoLuB, comb. nova. — Bas.: Helianthemum nebrodense
HeLDREICH apud GussoNE Fl. Sicul. Syn. 2 : 18, Napoli 1844 (an 18437).

Rhodax piloselloides (LapeYr.) Horus, comb. nova. — Bas.: Helianthemum piloselloides 1iA-
PEYROUSE Hist. Abrég. Plant. Pyrénées, 301, Toulouse 1813.

Rhodax pourretii (TimB.-L.acr.) HoLus, comb. nova. — Bas.: Helianthemum pourretii TIMBAL-
LAGRAVE, Bull. Soc. Sci. Phys. Natur. Toulouse 2 : 65, 1§75 [= Reliqu. Pourret.].

Rhodaz rotundifolius (DUuNAL in DC.) HoLus, comb. nova. — Bas.: Helianthemum rotundifolivum
Dun~awL in DC. Prodr. Syst. Natur. Regni Vegetab. 1 : 277, Parisiis 1824. [Incl. Helianthemum
paniculatum DuNaL in DC. 1824].

Rhodax serrae (CamB.) HoLuB, comb. nova. — Bas.: Helianthemum serrae CAMBESSEDES, Mém.
Mus. Hist. Natur. 14 : 216, Paris 1827.

Rhodax viscarioides (HErRvIER) HOLUB, comb. nova. — Bas.: Helianthemum viscarioides HERVIER,
Bull. Acad. Internat. Geogr. Bot. 15 : 31, Le Mans 1905.
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Therocistus acuminatus (Viv.) HoLus, comb. nova. — Bas.: Cistus acuminatus Viviant Annal.
Bot. 1/2 : 172, tab. 25, fig. 1, Genuae 1804; Fl. Ital. Fragm. 1 : 13, tab. 14, fig. 1, Genuae
1808.

Therocistus brevipes (Boiss. et REut.) HoLus, comb. nova. — Bas.: Helianthemum brevipes
BoissiEr et REUTER Pugill. Plant. Nov. Afr. Bor. Hispan. Austr., 13, Genevae 1852,

Therocistus bupleurifolius (L.am.) HoLus, comb. nova., — Bas.: Cistus bupleurifolius LAMARCK
Encyel. Méthod., Bot., 2 : 22, Paris et Liege 1786.

Therocistus echioides (Liam.) HoLus, comb. nova. — Bas.: (istus echioides L.amarck Encyel.
Méthod., Bot., 2 : 21, Paris et Licge 1786.

Therocistus glomeratus (WiLLk.) HorLus, comb, nova. — Bas.: Tuberaria glomerata WiLLkoMm
Leon. Descr. Plant. Nov. Crit. Rar. Europae Austro-Occid. Praecip. Hispan. 2 : 80, Lipsiae
1859 (‘1856").

Therocistus guttatus (L.) HoLus, comb. nova. — Bas.: Cistus guttatus Lixxagus Spec. Plant.,
526, Holmiae 1753.

Therocistus quttatus (L.) HoLus subsp. littoralis (Rouy et Fouc.) HoLus, status novus et comb.
nova. — Bas.: Helianthemum guttatum MiLL. forme [proles] littorale Rouy et Foucauvp FL.
France 2 : 288, Asnieres et Rochefort 1895.

Therocistus inconspicuus (TurBauD ap. PErs.) HoLus, comb. nova. — Bas.: Helianthemum incon-
spicuum TmiBAUD apud Prrsoox Syn. Plant. 2 :77, Parisiis et Tubingae 1806 (‘1807).

Therocistus lipopetalus (MurB.) HoLuB, comb. nova., — Bas.: Helianthemum guttatum (1..) MILL.
subsp. lipopetalum MURBECK, Acta Univ. Lund., Sect. 2, 33/12: 13, Lund 1897. — Syn.:
Helianthemum lipopetalum (Mure.) A. W. HiLL, Index Kew. Suppl. 6 : 98, 1926.

Therocistus macrosepalus (CossoN) HoLus, comb. nova. — Bas.: Helianthemum guttatum MiLLe
var. macrosepalum CossoN Notes Quelques Plant. Crit. Rar. Nouv., 29, Paris 1849. — Syn.:
Tuberaria macrosepala (CossoN) WiLLk. Icon. Descr. Plant. Nov. Crit. Rar. Europae Austro-
Occid. Praecip. Hispan. 2 : 80, Lipsiae 1859 (‘1856’).

Therocistus praecox (W. GROSSER) HoLus, comb. nova. — Bas.: Tuberaria praecox W. GROSSER,
Engler Pflanzenreich 4/193, 14 : 59, Leipzig 1903.

Therocistus villosissimus (PomMEL) HoLus, comb. nova. — Bas.: Helianthemum wvillosissimum
PomEeL, Bull. Soc. Sci. Phys. Algérie 11 : 216, Alger 1874 [= Nouv. Mater. FI. Atlant.].

SUMMARY

The paper contains general and special comments on the first volume of the important work
“Med-Checklist”’. Among the general problems the following four questions are briefly mentioned:
1. a rather broad taxonomic circumscription of some genera (an unnatural conception of Lyco-
podium and Silene); 2. problems of giving synonymy (sometimes the names important at different
but also possible classification approaches are missing; basionyms of names following from such
possible classifications are absent; mentioning the names asserting the priority of epithets in the
respective rank, especially for subspecies, would be very useful); 3. problems of giving the author-
ship to the plant names taken over by the publishing author from another author (cases as
“KrraBEL ex SCHULTES”); 4. superfluous changes in the orthography of the name of the author
publishing in the Latin alphabet (the case C1HAGEY vs. TCHIHATCHEFF).

Special comments on single taxa contain a description of a new genus 7Therocistus HoLus,
a segregant of T'uberaria (DUNAL) SpAcH from the Cistaceae, described on the basis of morpho-
logical and karyological differences (with 1! species and one subspecies). The nomenclature of
“Cerastium fontanum subsp. macrocarpum’ is briefly discussed. Its correct name in the rank of
species is Cerastium lucorum (SCHUR) MOscHL, in the rank of subspecies C. fontanum Bauwma.
subsp. lucorum (ScHUR) S06. New taxonomic reclassifications are proposed in Dryopteris affinis

303



agg. (erection of subsp. stilluppensis to the rank of species) and Silene otites agg. (after exclusion
of S. pseudotites from the species S. otites a new name had to be proposed for the erroneously
named subspecies). Three overlooked names are mentioned: Alnus alnobetula (Enru.) K. Kooy
(= A. wviridis), Atriplex sagittnta BOrRKH. (= A. nitens SCHKUHR) and Dianthus sabuletorum
HEevFrreL (= D. giganteiformis Bors.). Nomenclatural problems of Spergula sativa (an illegitimate
name) are discussed. Some necessary changes in names of several taxa regarding the data on their
authorship or on quotation of their publication places are given (both for correct names and
synonyms in species and subspecies ranks); such comments are submitted to the names referring
to or given under the following species: Amaranthus blitum, A. cruentus, Cerastium banaticum,
Dianthus barbatus, Petrorhagia illyrica, Salsola kali and Suaeda maritima. Particular attention had
to be given especially to the problems of the name Petrorhagia illyrica subsp. haynaldiana.
From the bibliographic problems two were submitted: the separate publication of Domin's
“Enumeratio” in 1935 (mentioned at Campanula sibirica) and the successive edition of DosTir’s
Kvétena CSR in the years 1948 — 1950 (mentioned at Amaranthus). Four cases for correction of
the data in the Index Kewensis are also added.

As the result of the (mostly earlier) taxonomic study, 36 new nomenclatural combinations
are proposed in the Appendix, among them 12 for members of the newly described genus Thero-
cistus, 8 with Rhodax, 3 with [xoca, 2 each with Cynoglottis, Dryopteris and Otites, as well as
single combinations with Aegonychon, Alsine, Buglossoides, Duschekia, Lithodora, Oberna and
Petrorhagia. With exclusion of the name Duschekia alnobetula subsp. suaveolens, all other proposals
of changes in names follow from taxonomic reasons. Twenty-seven cases refer to reclassifications
to another genus with retaining the rank of the taxon and seven cases refer to reclassifications to
another genus combined with changing the rank of the relevant taxon.

SOUHRN

Sdéleni prindsi obecnéjsi i specidlni poznamky k prvnimu svazku vyznamného dila ,,Med-
Checklist**, katalogu mediteranni flory. Z obecnéjsich otéazek jsou zminény: 1. prilis Siroké pojeti
rodu (az nepfirozené u Lycopodium a Silene); 2. otdzky uvadéni synonymiky (nékdy chybéji
dulezitd jména spravna pii odlisnych a pritom stejné moznych ¢i opravnénych klasifikacnich
pristupech; schazeji basionymy takovych moznych klasifikaci; jsou opominuta jména zajistujici
prioritu epiteta v prislusném taxonomickém stupni); 3. zptisob uvadéni autorstvi jmen rostlin
prebranych publikujicim autorem od jiného autora (pripad ,,KrtaiBen ex ScHULTES®); 4. zby-
teéné zmény v ortografii jmen autortt publikujicich v jazycich s latinskou abecedou (pripad
Cinacev vs, TCHIHATCHEFRF).

Ve specidlnich pozndmkach k jednotlivym taxonum je popsan novy rod z okruhu Twberaria
(Du~aL) SpacH z Celedi Cistaceae — Therocistus HoLus — na zdkladé morfologickych a karyolo-
gickyceh rozdila (s 11 druhy a jednou subspecii). Je probrana nomenklatura taxonu ,,Cerastium
Jontanum subsp. macrocarpum', pro néjz je spravné jméno v druhové hodnoté Cerastium lucorum
(ScHuRr) MOscHL a v subspecifické hodnoté C'. fontanum Bauma. subsp. lucorum (SCHUR) So0.
Nové taxonomické reklasifikace byly provedeny v okruzich Dryopteris affinis agg. (povyseni
subsp. stilluppensis do druhové hodnoty) a Silene otites agg. (po vylouceni Silene pseudotiles
z okruhu S. otites bylo stanoveno nové jméno pro subspecii zaménovanou s vylouéenym taxo-
nem). Bylo upozornéno na 3 prehlédnutd spravna druhovéa jména: Alnus alnobetula (Kurii.)
K, Kocu (= A.viridis), Atriplex sagittata BorkH. (— A. nitens SCHKUHR) a Dianthus sabuletorun
HEev¥rEL (= D. giganteiformis BorB4is). Bylo poukdzdno na nomenklatorickou problematiku
jména ., Spergula sativa** (ilegitimni jméno). Pro jména vétsiho poétu taxont byly uvedeny nutné
zmény tykajici se autorstvi kombinace ¢ znéni publikaéniho mista jejich zverejnéni, at sc to
tyké jmen uvedenych v ““Med-Checklist 1°° jako spravna jména nebo jako synonyma; tyto po-
znamky jsou uvedeny pro druhy Amaranthus blitum, A. cruentus, Cerastium banaticum, Dianthus
barbatus, Petrorhagia illyrica, Salsola kali a Suaeda maritima. Podrobnéjsi studium bylo nutno
vénovat zvlasté problematice jména Petrorhagia illyrica subsp. haynaldiana. Zéroven bylo
upozornéno na publika¢ni problematiku Dominova dila ,,Enumeratio® z r. 1935 (u Campanula
sibirica) a na postupné vydavani Dostalovy Kvéteny CSR v 1étech 1948 — 1950 (u Amaranthus).
Rovnéz byly piipojeny poznamky k opravé Gdajiu v dile Index Kewensis (4 pripady).

Jako vysledek studia bylo navrzeno 36 novych nomenklatorickych kombinaci uverejnénych
v pfipojeném Apendixu, z toho 12 pro nové popsany rod Therocistus, 8 pro Rhodax. 3 pro Lrocu,
2 pro Cynoglottis, Dryopteris, Otites a jednotlivé kombinace pro Aegonychon, Alsine. Nuglossoidls,
Duschekia, Lithodora, Oberna a Petrorhagia. S vyjimkou jména Duschekia alnobetula subsp.
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suaveolens vyplyvaji viechny ostatni navrhy zmén jmen z taxonomickych diavodi. Nejvice
se jich tyké reklasifikaci do jiného rodu pii zachovéani piivodniho stupné taxonomické hodnoty
(27 pripadu) a reklasifikaci do jiného rodu spojenych téz jests se zménou tohoto stupné (7 pri-
padu).
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