





















































108 Zoological Nomenclature.

r. Specific names raised info generic.—It has sometimes been the practice
in subdividing an old genus to give the lesser genera so formed, the names
of their respective typical species. Our Rule 13 authorizes the forming a
new generic name in such cases; but we further wish to state our objections
to the practice altogether. Considering as we do that the original specific
names should as far as poasible be held sacred, both on the grounds of justice
to their authors and of practical convenience to naturalists, we would strongly
dissuade from the further continuance of a practice which is gratuitous in
itself, and which involves the necessity of altering old names or making new
ones,

We have now pointed out the principal rocks and shoals which lie in the
path of the nomenclator; and it will be seen that the navigation through
them is by no means easy. The task of constructing a language which shall
supply the demands of scientific accuracy on the one hand, and of literary
elegance on the other, is not to be inconsiderately undertaken by unqualified
persons. Our nomenclature presents but too many flaws and inelegancies
already, and as the stern law of priority forbids their removal, it follows
that they must remain a8 monuments of the bad taste or bad scholarship of
their authors to the latest ages in which zoology shall be studied.

[Families to end in ide, and Subfamilies in ine.]—The practice sug-
gested in the following proposition has been adopted by many recent authors,
and its simplicity and convenience is so great that we strongly recommend
its universal use.*

§ B. It is recommended that the assemblages of genera,
termed families, should be uniformly named by adding the
termination, ide, to the name of the earliest known, or most
typically characterized genus in them ; and that their subdi-
visions, termed subfamilies, should be similarly constructed
with the termination, ¢ne.

These words are formed by changing the last syllable of the genitive case
into ide or ine, as Striz, Strigis, Strngide, Buceros, Bucerotis, Bucerotide,
not Strizide, Buceride.

[The authorily for a species, exclusive of the genus, to be followed by a dis-
tinctive expression.]|—The systematic names of zodlogy being still far from
that state of fixity which is the ultimate aim of the science, it is frequently
necessary for correct indication to gppend to them the name of the person
on whose authority they have been proposed. When the same person is
authority both for the specific and generic name, the case is very simple;
but when the specific name of one author is annexed to the generic name
of another, some difficulty occurs. For example, the Musicapa crinila of
Linneus belongs to the modern genus, Tyrannus of Vieillot; but Swainson
was the first to apply the specific name of Linneus to the generic one of
Vieillot. The question now arises, Whose authority is to be quoted for the
name, Tyrannus crinilus? The expression, Tyrannus crinitus Linn., would
imply what is untrue, for Linneus did not use the term Tyrannus; and Tyran-
nus crinitus Vieill,, is equally incorrect, for Vieillot did not adopt the name,
crinitus. If we call it Tyrannus crinitus Sw., it would imply that Swainson
wag the first to describe the species, and Linn®us would be robbed of his
due credit. If we term it, 7¥ranmu, Vieill., crinitus, Linn., we use a form
which, though expressing the facts correctly, and therefore not without ad-

* There are some generic names that will not readily receive these terminations,
and as numerous other forms of family and subfamily names are already in good
use, a little more latitude might well be allowed in this matter.—v.
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vantage in particular cases where great exactness is required, is yet too
lengthy and inconvenient to be used with ease and rapidity. Of the three per-
sons concerned with the construction of a binomal title in the case before us, we
conceive that the author who first describes and names a species which forms
the ground work of later generalizations, possesses a higher claim to have
his name recorded than he who afterward defines a genus which is found to
embrace that species, or who may be the mere accidental means of bringing
the generic and specific names into contact. By giving the authority for the

" speafic name in preference to all others, the inquirer is referred directly to the
original description, habitat, &c., of the species, and is at the same time re-
minded of the date of its discovery; while genera, being less numerous than
species, may be carried in the memory, or referred to in systematic works
without the necessity of perpetually quoting their authorities. The most
simple mode then, for ordinary use, seems to be, to append to the original au-
thority for the species, when not applying to the genus also, some distinctive
mark implying an exclusive reference to the specific name, a8 Tyrannus cri-
nitus (Linn.), and to omit this expression when the same authority attaches to
both genus and species, as Ostrea edulis Linn.* Therefore :—

§ C. It is recommended that the authority for a specific
name, when not applying to the generic name also, should be
expressed thus, (ﬂﬁm.), a8 Tyrannus crinitus (Linn.).

| New genera and species to be defined amply and publicly.l—A large propor-
tion of the complicated mass of synonyms, which has now become the oppro-
brium of zoGlogy, has originated either from the slovenly and imperfect man-
ner in which species and groups have been originally defined, or from their
definitions having been inserted in obscure local publications, which have
Dever obtained an extensive circulation. Therefore, although under § 12 we
have conceded that mere insertion in a printed book is sufficient for publica-
tion, yet we would strongly advise the authors of new groups always to give,
in the first instance, a fufl and accurate definition of their characters, and to
insert the same in such periodical or other works as are likely to obtain an
inmediate and extensive circulation. To state this briefly :—

* If but one person’s name can be allowed as authority it should, without
doubt, be that of the author who has given the full name, as adopted, but in
catalogues and other works where no synonym is given, it would be well to write
also the name of the original describer, when not the same, enclosing it in a

renthesis for distinction. But in works giving synonymy this is unnecessary.

See the articles in this Journal referred to above ; also the amended rules of the
American Association.) The name of the authority should be regarded rather as
a matter of convenience than as a means of conferring a supposed konor on the
author, discoverer or describer,—a distinction which often becomes a disgrace if
coupled with bad and careless descriptions or objectionable names.

. There is a great disagreement among authors as to the punctuation that should
intervene between a name and the authority, the same author often using two or
more systems in the same volume, as is the case, for example, in the works of Cu-
'i?f, Apgassiz, and Linné, who often use indifferently a comma or else no punctu-
ation. The best usage appears to be without any punctuation, the authority in this
case being understood to be a noun in the genitive, though written in the nomi-
native form, or more frequently abbreviated.—v.

t Since pudlication implies both printing and distribution, it is obvious that the

te when a memoir was read (often only by title) is not to be regarded as the
dltg of actual publication of geners and species. And yet many Societies give,in
their publications only the dates when the papers were read,—often several
months or a year before their real publication. In this country this is especially
the case with the Proceedings of the Philadelphis Academy. Many Societies have
Mopted the more just and reasonable custom of giving the actual date of publi-
cation of each number, part, or signature.—v.
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§ D. It is recommended that new genera or species be
amply defined, published, and extensively circulated in the
first instance.

IThcnamatabegimtoaubdividmofgewatoagmingmdcr with the
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original gcmw.]—ln order to preserve speci mes as far as possible in an
unaltered form, whatever may be the changes which the genera to which

they are referred may undergo, it is desirable, when it can be done with pro- .

priety, to make the new subdivisions of ienera agree in gender with the old
groups from which they are formed. This recommendation does not, how-
ever, authorize the changing the gender or termination of a genus already
established. In brief:—

§ E. It is recommended that in subdividing an old genus in

future, the names given to the subdivisions should agree in

gender with that ot the original group.

[Etymologies and of new genera to be stated.]—It is obvious that the
names of genera would in general be far more carefully constructed, and
their definitions would be rendered more exact, if authors would adopt the
following suggestion :—

§ F. Itis recommended that in defining new genera the
etymology of the name should be always stated, and that
one species should be invariably selected as a type or standard
of reference.

In concluding this outline of a scheme for the rectification
of zoological nomenclature, we have only to remark, that al-
most the whole of the propositions contained in it may be ap-
plied with equal correctness to the sister science of botany.
We have preferred, however, in this essay to limit our views
to zodlogy, both for the sake of rendering the question less
complex, and because we conceive that the botanical nomen-
clature of the present day stands in much less need of dis-
tinct enactment than the zodlogical. The admirabie rules
laid down by Linneeus, Smith, Decandolle, and other bot-
anists %o which no less than to the works of Fabricius,
Illiger, Vigors, Swainson, and other zodlogists, we have been
much indebted in preparing the present document) have al-
ways exercised a beneficial influence over their disciples.
Hence the language of botany has attained a more perfect and
stable condition than that of zotlogy ; and if this attempt
at reformation may have the effect of advancing zoological
nomenclature beyond its present backward and abnormal state,
the wishes of its promoters will be fully attained.





