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THE NOMENCLATURAL STATUS OF A RECENT NAME FOR A
WADER

GLEN INGRAM

Cox (1987: 86) concluded that the name
Calidris perplexa was a nomen nudum. He is
right but for the wrong reasons. Even so, he is
to be commended for attempting to clarify what
can only be called a nomenclatural mess.

Cox stated:
A holotype was not described by Smith (1982, 1984a,
1984b), and thus "perplexa" is a nomen nudum and should
not be perpetuated in future literature. Further argument
concerning the rightful nomenclator is here considered
irrelevant because Smith could not have properly named
a new species without a type specimen...

That is incorrect; there are many provisions to
be met before a name is available under the
articles of the International Code ofZoological
Nomenclature but that is not one of them. The
Code does not require a holotype, or a type
specimen, to be designated, or described, by a
proposer of a new specific name for that name
to be available for the purposes of Zoological
Nomenclature. The Code recommends that
holotypes be designated clearly (Recommenda
tion 73A), but designation per se is not
mandatory. However, if there is to be a type, the
Code gives strictures; it defines what types are.

It is a common misconception that proposers
of names for new species must designate types.
The Code is a very difficult, legalistic piece of
prose - it can be a trap for the unwary. Even
so, there is a simple point to be made here:
definition of what are the types of species is not
to be mistaken for a fiat that imposes designation
of types.

But Calidris perplexa is not an available name
and hence is a nomen nudum. There are two
different reasons for this and these correspond
to the two different ways the name has been
introduced into the literature.

Reason one
As Cox (1987) noted, the first use of the name

was in Smith (1982). However, Smith is not the

author of the name 'and this needs to be clarified.
The name perplexa first appeared in an editorial
comment within Smith's article. Thus the author
of the name is the editor-of Stilt. On the inside
back cover of the publication Peter Curry is listed
as the editor. Therefore Curry, not Smith, (1982:
10) said,

In placing the following description on record as part of
an unsolved problem, we ho'pe that other observers will
be alerted to the existence of "perplexa" and to look for
such birds, both in the field and in the hand.

The inverted commas around perplexa suggest
that Curry was not proposing a scientific name.
Even so, the name is not available for the
purposes of Zoological Nomenclature because of
the Principle of Binominal'Nomenclature (Article
5(a) and 11 h(iii) of the Code). The Principle
states that ''the scientific name of a species ...
is a combination of two names (a binomen), the
first being the generic name and the second the
specific name..." The name perplexa was not
accompanied by a generic name. It could be
argued that the genus for p,erplexa was obviously
Calidris from the article. Curry mentioned that
the bird had been confused with Calidris alpina,
and that" ... evidence points to there being an'
undescribed form of calidrine [sic] wader visiting
south-eastern Australia." However, the
assumption that the genus was Calidris is just
that - an assumption. Because the bird had been
confused with another species of Calidris does
not necessarily mean that 'the bird is a Calidris.
Further, there are several' genera of calidritine
waders and not just Calidris (vide Condon, 1975).

In summary, Curry's (1982) perplexa is not an
available name for the purposes of Zoological
Nomenclature because it' does not fulfil the
conditions of the Principle of Binomial
Nomenclature. And, as such, the name cannot
preempt the later name of Calidris
paramelanotos Parker, 19~2,

Reason two
In Smith (1984a, b) and, recently, Morimoto
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(1987), Calidris perplexa was presented as a
binomen, thus the name cannot be dismissed
because of the Principle of Binominal
Nomenclature. Even so, in each of the three
instances, Article 11 of the Code disqualifies the
names for availability. The relevant provision is
11e(ii), which says,

A name first published as a junior synonym after 1960
cannot be made available from that nomenclatural act.

In each instance (Smith 1984a, b; Morimoto
1987), the author said that Calidris perplexa was
a name that had been planned for a new species
of wader. Instead, Parker (1982) published
Calidris parame/anotos as the name for the new
species. In discussing this, there was no attempt
by either Smith or Morimoto to propose Calidris
perplexa as a name for a wholly new taxon. Each
instance of their use of Calidris perplexa is as a
synonym of the earlier name, Calidris
paramelanotos. That is, Calidris perplexa was
introduced into the literature as a junior
synonym.

In summary, Calidrisperplexa as used in Smith
(1984a, b) and Morimoto (1987) is an unavailable
name for the purposes of Zoological
Nomenclature according to the provisions of
Article 11 of the Code. And, as Cox (1987) noted,

the name should not be perpetuated in future
literature.
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