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Background: The International Botanical Congress takes place more or less every 
six years. In the week preceding this conference, a meeting of the Nomencla-
ture Section is held to consider proposals, both published and from the floor, to 
amend the International Code of Nomenclature for algae, fungi, and plants.

Objectives: To report on the most significant outcomes of the deliberations that 
took place during, and decisions taken at, the Nomenclature Section and the 
final plenary session of the XXth International Botanical Congress that was held in 
Madrid, Spain, in July 2024.

Methods: Decisions relevant to workers on South African algae, fungi and plants 
are summarised from the published reports of the relevant Permanent Nomen-
clature Committees and the General Committee, as well as from the published 
report of congress action.

Results: This contribution is a summary of the most important decisions taken at 
the Nomenclature Section meeting and International Botanical Congress in Ma-
drid, specifically highlighting those outcomes that are important for South African 
phycologists, mycologists and botanists.

Keywords: Madrid Code, nomenclature, offensive epithets, registration, typifi-
cation.

Background
The International Botanical Congress (IBC) is normally held every six years at 
different venues across the world. Bids from possible host countries are invited, 
after which the venue for the next conference is chosen by a selection commit-
tee. As a result of the impact of the global COVID-19 pandemic, the XXth IBC 
took place seven years after the 2017 IBC (Shenzhen, China), during the week 
of 21–27 July 2024, at the conference and events centre of IFEMA MADRID 
in the Barajas section of Spain’s capital. The 2024 IBC was attended by over 
3 000 participants from more than 90 countries.

Associated with each IBC is a meeting of the Nomenclature Section (NS), 
which is the only event where the chapters of the International Code of No-
menclature for algae, fungi, and plants (ICN or the Code) can be amended, 
based on published and floor proposals. The ICN contains the rules (articles) 
and recommendations that govern how algae, fungi and plants are named. 
Chapter F of the ICN contains articles that only relate to fungi and is the only 
chapter not amended at the IBC NS. The current San Juan Chapter F (May et 
al. 2019) was amended at the International Mycological Congress (IMC) held 
in Maastricht, the Netherlands, in August 2024.

The Madrid Nomenclature Section: outcomes 
and important changes to the Code following 
the XXth International Botanical Congress
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Proposals to amend the current version of the ICN, 
the Shenzhen Code (Turland et al. 2018), mostly have 
been published in the journal Taxon (mouthpiece of 
the International Association for Plant Taxonomy, IAPT) 
from June 2020 to October 2023. Unless automatical-
ly rejected in the preliminary mail vote (i.e., receiving 
more than 75% ‘no’ votes) and not reintroduced with 
the requisite support, the proposals were discussed 
and final votes were cast on them at the NS in Ma-
drid. For any proposal to amend the Code to succeed, 
a supermajority, i.e., at least 60% of votes cast, must 
be achieved (see Division III Prov. 5.1(a) of the ICN; 
Turland et al. 2018).

The NS also has the power to ratify recommendations 
from the General Committee regarding the conservation 
or rejection of plant names, suppression of works, and 
binding decisions on spelling and valid publication of 
names, among others. Proposals relating to the above-
mentioned matters are also published in Taxon, after 
which they are evaluated by the relevant Permanent 
Nomenclature Committee, with a final recommenda-
tion on the proposals made by the General Committee. 
During the final session of the NS, the reports of the 
General Committee are presented for ratification, and 
the Permanent Nomenclature Committees for the next 
intersessional period are elected.

Preparatory work
In the lead up to the meeting in Madrid, several dis-
cussion sessions were held regarding some of the more 
controversial proposals to amend the Code. The main 
purpose of these were to solicit opinions from users of 
plant names regarding the impact of these proposals, 
should they be accepted. Two of these sessions are 
worth highlighting, as they included several taxono-
mists from various herbaria and university departments 
in South Africa and Namibia, and were facilitated by at 
least one or two of the authors of this paper.

The first session (facilitated by A.M.M and also attend-
ed by R.R.K) was held during the IAPT Navigating No-
menclature Workshop held in Tulbagh, South Africa, 
19–22 October 2023. This workshop was attended by 
34 delegates from seven South African institutions (rep-
resenting 11 herbaria; Sadler 2024). Discussions were 
mostly centred around the proposals dealing with of-
fensive names.

The second was an online session (facilitated by R.R.K, 
with assistance from A.M.M) held on 28 May 2024. 
This meeting was attended by 54 people from 15 insti-
tutions (18 herbaria) from across South Africa and Na-
mibia. Information was provided and discussions held 
on some of the more controversial proposals and those 
that would have far-reaching effects for herbaria and 

taxonomists. These included proposals dealing with 
ethics in nomenclature, offensive names, institutional 
votes, typification, valid publication, DNA sequences 
as types, registration of names, automatic correction of 
spelling errors, gender of names and virtual participa-
tion in the Nomenclature Section meetings. The main 
aim of this session was to inform taxonomists and her-
barium curators of the proposed changes to the Code, 
and to openly discuss these matters to facilitate the 
guiding of proxy votes from the region.

In addition, G.F.S. conducted more than 50 one-on-
one interviews with users of plant names in general on 
proposals to amend the Code that could be construed 
as contentious. Interviewees included junior and senior 
students, university lecturers, collection managers, da-
tabase managers and members of a range of botanical 
(broadly defined) societies.

Madrid Nomenclature Section

As is tradition, the Nomenclature Section (NS) con-
vened in the week preceding the IBC (15–19 July 
2024). The Madrid NS was held in the conference hall 
of the impressive central campus main building of the 
Consejo Superior de Investigaciones Científicas (CSIC) 
(Figure 1). A total of 173 participants, representing 36 
countries, attended the 2024 NS meeting in person 
(Turland et al. 2024b; Figure 2). Among them they 
carried institutional votes of a total of 192 institutions 
from 48 countries. The authors of this paper represent-
ed South Africa at the NS in Madrid. Between them, 
the first two authors carried a total of 16 proxy votes 
from nine southern African herbaria (eight from South 
Africa, one from Namibia). Other African delegates at-
tending the NS in person were from Liberia (two indi-
vidual votes) and Nigeria (non-voting), while proxy in-
stitutional votes were presented from Cameroon (one 
vote), Ivory Coast (one vote) and Kenya (four votes) 
(Turland et al. 2024b).

The Madrid NS was significant in that it was broad-
cast live on the internet for the first time (Knapp et al. 
2024). Participants from across the globe could observe 
the discussions at the meeting in real time at no cost. 
This provided a valuable opportunity for people who 
could not physically attend the meeting to still follow 
the discussions. However, online observers could not 
participate in the discussions nor cast votes. A total of 
219 unique users accessed the livestream during the 
course of the week.

The NS had the massive task of discussing and voting 
on a total of 433 published proposals (plus an addition-
al 14 proposals submitted from the floor) during the 
five days of the meeting. This is the largest number of 
proposals submitted to amend the Code at an NS since 
the Stockholm meeting in 1950 where 550 proposals 
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Figure 1. The central campus main building of the Consejo Superior de Investigaciones Científicas (CSIC) where the Madrid Nomencla-
ture Section was held. Photograph: Ronell R. Klopper.

Figure 2. Attendees of the Madrid Nomenclature Section. Photograph: David García Herráez.
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were tabled. A synopsis of all published proposals with 
comments from the Rapporteurs was published in Feb-
ruary 2024 in Taxon (Turland & Wiersema 2024). Fol-
lowing ICN Division III Provisions 2.5 and 2.6 (Turland 
et al. 2018), a preliminary guiding vote (‘mail vote’) was 
held from February to May 2024, to assess the level of 
support for all the proposals. Individual members of the 
IAPT, members of the Permanent Nomenclature Com-
mittees, and authors of proposals to amend the Code 
were entitled to vote in this guiding vote. Results from 
the preliminary guiding vote were published in July 
2024 (Turland et al. 2024a). During the guiding vote 
(preliminary mail vote), a total of 106 (24.5%) propos-
als received more than 75% ‘no’ votes, meaning that 
they were automatically rejected, and could only be 
discussed at the NS through a proposal to discuss them 
being moved at the NS and supported by five people 
attending the NS (see Division III Provision 5.5 of the 
ICN; Turland et al. 2018). This left 301 published pro-
posals for discussion at the NS in Madrid.

The final decision of the Madrid NS on the 447 pro-
posals under consideration (433 published, 14 submit-
ted from the floor) are as follows: 142 were accepted, 
278 rejected, 22 referred to the Editorial Committee, 
one referred to a Special-purpose Committee, and five 
withdrawn. Further detailed information on the out-
comes of all proposals are available in the report of 
IBC action on nomenclature proposals (Turland et al. 
2024b; see also Turland 2025). The resolution from the 
NS was accepted by the final plenary session during the 
closing ceremony of the IBC on Saturday afternoon 27 
July 2024, whereafter the NS decisions came into effect 
(Turland et al. 2024b).

The most significant changes made to the ICN in Ma-
drid include the following:

•• Facilitating voluntary registration of names and types 
of algae and plants after valid publication to improve 
the rapid indexing of names and nomenclatural acts, 
and efficient data exchange (Brinda & Watson 2023).

•• Amendments that clarify aspects concerning the no-
menclature of fossil plants and remove impediments 
to their typification (Gravendyck et al. 2020, 2022).

•• Creating a mechanism by which offensive names 
published after 1 January 2026 can be rejected (fol-
lowing substantial amendments to proposals 120 
and 121, Hammer & Thiele 2021; see also Thiele & 
Smith 2024).

•• Addition of a new Article 61.6 to permanently and 
retroactively eradicate epithets with the offensive 
root ‘caf[f][e]r-’ by treating them as having been 
published as ‘af[e]r-’, meaning from Africa (Smith & 
Figueiredo 2021; see also Smith & Figueiredo 2024).

•• Changing the allocation of institutional votes to one 
vote per institution, regardless of the size of the 

collection and taxonomic activity, in order to reduce 
the geographic imbalance (following amendments to 
proposal 286, Ulloa Ulloa et al. 2024).

•• Changing Provision 5 of Division III to allow for 
the acceptance of recommendations of the Gener-
al Committee by a simple majority of votes (50%) 
(Smith et al. 2022).

•• Extending the responsibility to appoint committees 
to address controversial and other naming issues to 
the General Committee. Up to now such commit-
tees could only be appointed by an NS of an IBC, 
i.e., at more or less six-yearly intervals. This develop-
ment has the potential to fast-track the way in which 
nomenclature issues are dealt with in the future 
(Smith 2022).

At the 2024 NS, four Special-purpose Committees 
were established, as follows: on Types and Typification; 
Typeless Names and DNA Sequences as Types; Naming 
Ambiregnal Organisms; and Ethics in Nomenclature. 
During the next intersessional period, these commit-
tees should investigate the specific issues allocated to 
them, and report on these by proposing possible solu-
tions or action at the XXIst IBC, which will be held in 
Cape Town, South Africa, in 2029.

Seven reports containing 500 recommendations from 
the General Committee (reports 22–31; Wilson 2021, 
2022a, 2022b, 2023a, 2023b, 2023c, 2023d, 2024a, 
2024b, 2024c) were accepted at the final session of the 
NS. These reports included recommendations pertain-
ing to Art. 14 (to conserve 253 names; not to conserve 
84 names), Art. 14.13 (to treat six lists of fungal names 
as conserved), Art. 56 (to reject 79 names; not to reject 
15 names), Art. 34 (to suppress 13 publications), Art. 
38.4 (to treat eight names as validly published; 11 as 
not validly published) and Art. 53.5 (to treat seven sim-
ilar names as homonyms and 24 similar names as not 
homonymic) (Turland et al. 2024b).

Officials and members of the General and Permanent No-
menclature Committees for the intersessional period lead-
ing up to the next IBC were elected during the final ses-
sion of the Madrid NS. Despite being under-represented  
at the meeting itself, South Africa is well represented with 
members on most of these committees, namely on the 
Nomenclature Committee for Algae (Jonathan Taylor, 
North-West University), the Nomenclature Committee 
for Bryophytes [Jacques van Rooy, South African National 
Biodiversity Institute (SANBI), retired], the Nomenclature 
Committee for Vascular Plants (Ronell Klopper, SANBI & 
University of Pretoria and Madeleen Struwig, North-West 
University), the Committee on Institutional Votes (Mutha
ma Muasya, University of Cape Town), as well as on the 
Editorial Committee who will produce the new Madrid 
Code (Ronell Klopper, SANBI & University of Pretoria 
and Gideon Smith, Nelson Mandela University) (Turland 
et al. 2024b).
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The Madrid IBC was significant for Africa in several 
ways: an elegant way to permanently and retroactively 
eradicate offensive racial epithets, i.e., those with the 
root ‘caf[e]r-’ or ‘caff[e]r-’, was accepted by a vote of 
63% in favour, despite efforts to retain these epithets. In 
addition, the next IBC and NS will be hosted on the Af-
rican continent for the first time, in Cape Town, South 
Africa, during July 2029 (see https://ibccapetown2029.
co.za/).

The new Madrid Code (Turland et al. 2025) is expected 
to be available from the University of Chicago Press by 
July 2025.

Summary of decisions 
relevant to South African 
Bryophyta and vascular 
plant names, and all 
algae and fungi names
A summary of decisions from the General Committee, 
which was ratified at the Madrid NS, on names that are 
relevant to South African vascular plants (indigenous 
and naturalised) and bryophytes, and all algae and 
fungi names are given below. For information on oth-
er decisions from the General Committee, the relevant 
reports (reports 22–31; Wilson 2021, 2022a, 2022b, 
2023a, 2023b, 2023c, 2023d, 2024a, 2024b, 2024c) 
and the report of congress action from the NS (Turland 
et al. 2024b) should be consulted. The original pro-
posals, as published in Taxon, or the reports from the 
relevant Permanent Nomenclature Committee provide 
further information on these proposals and the impact 
of the respective committee decisions.

In the following list of names, the number in brackets 
preceding the decision and names is the number un-
der which the proposal was published and reported on. 
Abbreviations (publication titles excluded) used are: 
cons.  =  conserved; nom. cons.  =  conserved name; 
orth. cons. = conserved with a specific spelling (orthog-
raphy); typ. cons. = conserved with a conserved type; 
rej. = rejected.

Conserved names

Algae

(2273) cons. Gelidium bipectinatum against Fucus serra 
(Gelidium serra); (2365) cons. Cyanospira G.Florenz. & 
al. (Cyanophyceae) against Cyanospira Chodat (Eugle-
nophyceae); (2608) cons. Peridinium splendor-maris 

(=Blepharocysta splendor-maris) (Dinophyceae) (typ. 
cons.); (2711) cons. Gracilariopsis against Gracilar-
iophila (Rhodophyta: Gracilariaceae); (2742) cons. 
Stenokalyx against Stenocalyx; (2832) cons. Pseu-
dokephyrion Pascher against Dinobryopsis Lemmerm. 
and Kephyriopsis Pascher (Chrysophyceae: Dino-
bryaceae); (2833) cons. Phalacroma (Dinophysales: 
Dinophyceae); (2916) cons. Discosphaera Haeckel 
(Rhabdosphaeraceae, Prymnesiophyta, Algae) against 
Discosphaera Dumort. (Hypoxylaceae, Xylariales, As-
comycota, Fungi).

Bryophyta

(2468) cons. Haplocladium (Müll.Hal.) Müll.Hal. against 
Haplocladium Nägeli.

Vascular plants

(2483) cons. Scilla (Hyacinthaceae) (typ. cons.); (2495) 
cons. Avena sterilis (Gramineae) (typ. cons.); (2508) 
cons. Microlepia against Scyphofilix (Dennstaedt
iaceae); (2555) cons. Tetraria (Cyperaceae) (typ. 
cons.); (2580) cons. Astroloba against Poellnitzia (As-
phodelaceae); (2594) cons. Selaginella, nom. cons., 
against additional name Didiclis (Selaginellaceae); 
(2618) cons. Bulbostylis, nom. cons., against addition-
al name Nemum (Cyperaceae); (2627) cons. Senega 
against Senegaria, Anthallogea, Corymbula, Leptro-
chia, Pylostachya and Sexilia (Polygalaceae); (2628) 
cons. Hedyotis pentandra Schumach. (=Pentodon 
pentandrus) (Rubiaceae) against H. pentandra (Retz.) 
Forsyth f. (Vahliaceae); (2631) cons. Commelina erec-
ta (Commelinaceae) (typ. cons.); (2633) cons. Arcto-
tis calendula (=Arctotheca calendula) against A. tristis 
(=Arctotheca tristis) (Asteraceae: Arctotideae); (2654) 
cons. Aloe glauca (Asphodelaceae: Alooideae) (typ. 
cons.); (2655) cons. Aloe melanacantha against A. mu-
ricata (Asphodelaceae: Alooideae); (2657) cons. Telos-
ma against Stephanotella (Apocynaceae); (2659) cons. 
Chenopodium giganteum (Chenopodiaceae; Amaran-
thaceae sensu APG) (typ. cons.); (2676) cons. Lepisorus 
(Polypodiaceae), nom. cons., against additional name 
Macroplethus; (2677) cons. Bromus inermis (Poace-
ae: Bromeae) (typ. cons.); (2692) cons. Zephyran-
thes (Amaryllidaceae), nom. cons., against additional 
name, Sprekelia; (2718) cons. Holothrix (Orchidaceae: 
Orchideae), nom. cons., against additional name, Bar-
tholina; (2723) cons. Polypodium adiantiforme (=Ru-
mohra adiantiformis) against P. adianthoides (Dryopteri-
daceae); (2724) cons. Lepisorus (Polypodiaceae), nom. 
cons., against additional names Lemmaphyllum and 
Neocheiropteris; (2726) cons. Pinus halepensis (Pina-
ceae) (typ. cons.); (2733) Change conserved type of 
Withania, nom. cons. (Solanaceae) (typ. cons.); (2745) 
cons. Mesembryanthemum vanputtenii (=Lampran-
thus vanputtenii) (Aizoaceae) (orth. cons.); (2746) 

https://ibccapetown2029.co.za/
https://ibccapetown2029.co.za/
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cons. Cereus imbricatus (=Opuntia imbricata, Cylin-
dropuntia imbricata) (Cactaceae) (typ. cons.); (2750) 
cons. Panicum crus-galli (=Echinochloa crus-galli) 
(Poaceae, Panicoideae) (typ. cons.); (2774) cons. Cas-
sytha baccifera (=Rhipsalis baccifera) against Cactus 
parasiticus (Cactaceae); (2782) cons. Calanthe, nom. 
cons., against additional names Phaius, Cyanorkis and 
Gastorkis (Orchidaceae, Collabieae); (2786) change  
conserved type of Ipomoea, nom. cons. (Convolvula-
ceae) (typ. cons.); (2805) cons. Eulophia, nom. cons., 
against additional name Geodorum (Orchidaceae); 
(2820) cons. Potentilla (Rosaceae: Potentilleae) (typ. 
cons.); (2861) cons. Rubus ulmifolius against R. creti-
cus, R. vulgaris and R. inermis (Rosaceae); (2881) cons. 
Triraphis (Poaceae: Chloridoideae: Triraphideae) (typ. 
cons.); (2899) cons. Oxalis eckloniana C.Presl against 
O. eckloniana F.Dietr. and O. bifolia (Oxalidaceae).

Fungi

(1538) cons. Cantharellus tubaeformis (Basidiomycota); 
(1516) cons. Usnea fulvoreagens (lichenised Ascomy-
cota, Parmeliaceae) (typ. cons.); (2053) cons. Mega
spora verrucosa (Ach.) Arcadia & A.Nordin against M. 
verrucosa Hafellner & V.Wirth (lichenised Ascomycota); 
(2072) cons. Lichen fuscovirens (=Collema fuscovirens) 
against L. pulcher (lichenised Ascomycota); (2235) 
cons. Leptogium (lichenised Ascomycota) (typ. cons.); 
(2392) cons. Physaraceae against Fuliginaceae (Myx-
omycetes); (2394) cons. Metschnikowiaceae against 
Nectaromycetaceae and Torulopsidaceae (Ascomycota: 
Saccharomycetes); (2395) cons. Metschnikowia against 
Torulopsis (Ascomycota: Saccharomycetes); (2412) 
cons. Peziza medicaginis against Sporonema phacidioi-
des (Ascomycota: Leotiomycetes); (2413) cons. Peziza 
cinnamomea (=Pezicula cinnamomea) against Nae-
maspora grisea (Ascomycota: Leotiomycetes); (2415) 
cons. Cercospora (Ascomycota: Mycosphaerellaceae) 
(typ. cons.); (2417) cons. Tricholoma sciodes against 
Agaricus hordus (Basidiomycota); (2418) cons. Agaricus 
cingulatus (=Tricholoma cingulatum) against A. ramen-
taceus (Basidiomycota); (2419) cons. Agaricus psam-
mopus (=Tricholoma psammopus) against A. concolor 
(Basidiomycota); (2425) cons. Discula (Diaporthales: 
Gnomoniaceae) (typ. cons.); (2465) cons. Blastomyces 
Gilchrist & W.R.Stokes against Blastomyces Costantin 
& Rolland (Ascomycota: Onygenales); (2515) cons. 
Phyllosticta yuccae against Leptodothiorella notabilis 
(Ascomycota: Dothideomycetes); (2519) cons. Tolypo-
cladium inflatum against Cordyceps subsessilis (Asco-
mycota: Sordariomycetes: Hypocreales); (2520) cons. 
Geoglossum uliginosum Hakelier against G. uliginosum 
(Pers.) P.Crouan & H.Crouan (Ascomycota: Geoglossa-
ceae); (2563) cons. Lichen ferrugineus (=Blastenia fer-
ruginea) (Teloschistaceae, lichenised Ascomycota) (typ. 
cons.); (2610) cons. Ditiola mucida (=Holwaya muci-
da) against Acrospermum caliciiforme (=Crinula cali-
ciiformis) (Ascomycota: Leotiomycetes); (2614) cons. 

Lichen flavus Bellardi (=Pleopsidium flavum) against  
L. flavus Schreb. (Acarosporaceae: lichenised Ascomy-
cota); (2652) cons. Lecidea parmeliarum (=Abrothallus 
parmeliarum) against Endocarpon parasiticum (Ascomy-
cota: Dothideomycetes: Abrothallales); (2668) cons. 
Apioporthe corni (=Aurantioporthe corni, Cryptodia-
porthe corni) against Sphaeronaema aurantiacum and 
Myxosporium nitidum (Ascomycetes, Diaporthales); 
(2687) cons. Phyllopsora against Triclinum and Cro-
cynia (Ramalinaceae, lichenised Ascomycota); (2712) 
cons. Lichen cervinus (=Acarospora cervina) (Acarospo-
raceae, lichenised Ascomycota) (typ. cons.); (2722) 
cons. Bilimbia (Ramalinaceae, lichenised Ascomycota); 
(2794) cons. Coccotrema against Lepolichen (Ascomy-
cota, Lecanoromycetes, Coccotremataceae); (2835) 
cons. Umbilicaria spodochroa (lichenised Ascomyco-
ta) (typ. cons.); (2864) cons. Microsphaera alphitoides 
(=Erysiphe alphitoides) (Ascomycota: Erysiphaceae) 
(typ. cons.); (2867) cons. Tuber aestivum Vittad. against 
T. aestivum (Wulfen) Spreng. and T. blotii (Ascomycota: 
Pezizomycetes); (2868) cons. Tuber magnatum against 
T. griseum (Ascomycota: Pezizomycetes); (2869) cons. 
Tuber melanosporum against T. nigrum (Ascomycota: 
Pezizomycetes); (2874) cons. Typhula (Basidiomyco-
ta: Agaricales) (typ. cons.); (2875) cons. Macrotyphula 
against Sclerotium (Basidiomycota: Agaricales); (2876) 
cons. Phyllotopsidaceae against Sclerotiaceae (Basidi-
omycota: Agaricales); (2890) cons. Entoloma sericeum 
against Agaricus pascuus (=E. pascuum) (Basidiomyco-
ta); (2891) cons. Puccinia psidii (=Austropuccinia psi-
dii) against Caeoma eugeniarum and Uredo neurophila 
(Basidiomycota: Pucciniaceae); (2955) cons. Didymi-
um against Mucilago and Spumaria (Physarales, Myx-
omycetes); (2968) cons. Fuscidea against Maronea (li-
chenised Ascomycota).

Rejected names

Vascular plants

(2494) rej. Salvinia adnata (Salviniaceae); (2509) rej. 
Allosorus (Pteridaceae); (2527) rej. Kadalia (Melasto-
mataceae); (2546) rej. Solanum rubrum (Solanaceae); 
(2620) rej. Poa amabilis (=Eragrostis amabilis) (Poa
ceae); (2634) rej. Arctotis ludwigii (Asteraceae); (2737) 
rej. Cleome capensis (Cleomaceae); (2658) rej. Atriplex 
bengalensis (=Chenopodium bengalense) (Chenopodi-
aceae; Amaranthaceae sensu APG); (2811) rej. Mollugo 
triphylla Burm.f. (Molluginaceae).

Fungi

(2236) rej. Lichen conspurcatus (Roccellaceae); 
(2507) rej. Ramularia gibba (Ustilaginomycotina: En-
tylomatales); (2713) rej. Lecidea cornea (lichenised 
Ascomycota); (2872) rej. Huea (Ascomycota: Teloschis
tales); (2877) rej. Sclerotium fulvum (Basidiomycota: 
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Agaricales); (2871) rej. Tuber cibarium (Ascomycota: 
Pezizomycetes).

Suppressed works

Bryophyta

(23) Stephani (in Hedwigia 27: 276–302. 1888) as to 
new generic names in that work; (24) Stephani (in Hed-
wigia 29: 1–23, 68–99, 133–142. 1890) as to new ge-
neric names in that work.

Vascular plants

(27) Diels, Plantae Chinenses Forrestianae (in Notes 
Roy. Bot. Gard. Edinburgh 7: 1–410. 1912–1913).

Fungi

(16–18) Unpaginated index of Traité des champignons 
and two editions of Tabula plantarum fungosarum by 
J.-J. Paulet.

Binding decisions regarding 
confusable names

Algae

Considered confusable (to be treated as homonyms): 
(104) Actinostephanos Khursevich (Bacillariophyta) and 
Actinostephanus F.Wen & al. (Gesneriaceae).

Considered not confusable: (72) Cosmarium geminatum 
P.Lundell and C. gemmatum W.B.Turner (Streptophyta: 
Desmidiaceae); (76) Trigonium Cleve (Bacillariophyta: 
Trigoniumaceae) and Trigonum A.K.Mahato & P.Mahato 
(Streptophyta: Zygnemataceae); (85) Argostemma (Ru-
biaceae) and Agrostemma (Caryophyllaceae).

Vascular plants

Considered not confusable: (48) Scilla (Hyacinthaceae 
subfam. Hyacinthoideae) and Squilla (Hyacinthaceae 
subfam. Urgineoideae).
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