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OPINION 1121
CHANDA NAMA HAMILTON-BUCHANAN, 1822,
DESIGNATED UNDER THE PLENARY POWERS AS
TYPE SPECIES OF CHANDA HAI;IILTON-BUCHANAN, 1822
(PISCES)

RULING.- (1) Under the plenary powers, all designations of
type species hitherto made for the nominal genus Chanda Hamilton-
Buchanan, 1822, are hereby set aside and the nominal species
Chanda nama Hamilton-Buchanan, 1822, is designated as type
species of that nominal genus.

(2) The generic name Chanda Hamilton-Buchanan, 1822
(gender, feminine), type species, by designation under the plenary
powers in (1) above, Chanda nama Hamilton:-Buchanan, 1822, is
hereby placed on the Official List of Generic Names in Zoology
with the Name Number 2071.

(3) The specific name nama Hamilton-Buchanan, 1822, as
published in the binomen Chanda nama (specific name of type
species of Chanda Hamilton-Buchanan, 1822) is hereby placed on
the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology with the Name
Number 2655.

(4) The generic name Hamiltonia Swainson, 1839 (a junior
objective synonym of Chanda Hamilton-Buchanan, 1822) is hereby
placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names
in Zoology with the Name Number 2099 and with an endorsement
that it is not to be used, even if Chanda is found to be invalid,
without reference to the Commission.

(5) The specific name ovata Swainson, 1839, as published in
the binomen Hamiltonia ovata (a junior objective synonym of
Chanda nama Hamilton-Buchanan, 1822), is hereby placed on the
Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology
with the Name Number 1046.

HISTORY OF THE CASE Z.N.(S5.) 1946

An application for the use of the plenary powers to designate
Chanda nama Hamilton-Buchanan, 1822, as the type species of
Chanda Hamilton-Buchanan, 1822, was first received from Dr P.K.
Talwar (Zoological Survey of India, Calcutta) on 18 November
1970. It was sent to the printer on 18 March 1971 and published on
8 December 1971 in Bull zool. Nom., vol. 28:.104—105. Public
Notice of the possible use of the plenary powers in the case was
given in the same part of the Bulletin as well as to the statutory

e,

Bull. zool. Nomencl. Vol. 35 part 4, May 1979



224 Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature

serials and to an ichthyological serial.

The application was opposed by the Nomenclature
Committee of the American Society of Ichthyologists and
Herpetologists (Bull. zool. Nom. vol. 30: 69). It was supported by
Dr S. Khera (Zoological Survey of India, Calcutta); and by DrP.J.
Whitehead, Dr P.H. Greenwood and Dr E. Trewavas (British
Museum (Natural History), London), who submitted an alternative
set of proposals (Bull. zool. Nom. vol. 31: 107-110).

DECISION OF THE COMMISSION

On 7 April 1978 the members of the Commission were
invited to vote under the Three-Month Rule on Voting Paper (78)2
in Part 1 of the voting paper for or against paragraphs (3), (1) and
(4) [in that sequence] of the proposals set out in Bull. zool' Nom.
vol. 31, p. 110, and in Part 2 of the voting paper, for or against the
proposals in para (2), ibid. At the close of the voting period on
7 July 1978 the state of the votPing v&llas as follows:

art

Affirmative Votes — twenty (20) received in the following
order: Melville, Holthuis, Eisenmann, Brinck, Vokes, Cogger,
Sabrosky, Habe, Tortonese, Binder, Willink, Nye, Alvarado, Corliss,
Starobogatov, Heppell, Bernardi, Welch, Bayer, Ride

Negative Votes — none (0)

Part 2

Affirmative Votes — six (6) received in the following order:
Eisenmann, Vokes, Cogger, Habe, Nye, Heppell

Negative Votes — thirteen (13) received in the following
order: Melville, Holthuis, Brinck, Sabrosky, Tortonese, Binder,
Willink, Alvarado, Corliss, Starobogatov, Bernardi, Welch, Bayer

Ride abstained from voting in Part 2

No voting papers were returned by Dupuis, Kraus and
Mroczkowski.

The following comments were sent in by members of the
Commission with their voting papers:

Eisenmann: “If Hamiltonia is ruled - as suggested in
paragraph (2) of the modified proposals - a junior objective
synonym and we avoid placing it on the Index, it remains available
should Chanda prove to be invalid as a junior homonym of some
other name. I see no necessity for putting Hamiltonia on the Index
or for including paragraph (4) of the Ruling.”

Sabrosky: “I have examined Swainson (1839) in detail and
agree with Whitehead and others that Swainson was proposing
replacement names for the ‘barbaric’ names of Hamilton-Buchanan
(and other authors), when he clearly cited such names in
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parentheses or in a tootnote. I noted especially the footnote to
Opisthosomus Swainson (: 277): ‘Grunnellus Auct. ‘“Nomina
generica quae ex Graeca vel Latina lingua radicem non habent,
rejicienda sunt” - Illiger, Prod. xvii’. I agree, therefore, that
Hamiltonia was a replacement name for Chanda, hence the
type species of the two must be the same.

“Swainson cited Hamilton-Buchanan’s fig. 37 for his name
ovata, which is assumed to replace Chanda nama Hamilton-
Buchanan. It would seem common sense to admit that nama was
included by that bibliographic reference, but the case is somewhat
confused by the citation of fig. 37 twice. Moreover, it might be
argued that nama was not mentioned by name.

“Bleeker (1874), listed as the first actual type designation for
Hamiltonia, is said by Whitehead and others only to have ‘implied’
that ovata was the same as nama, and thus this might be challenged
as a valid type designation. Swain (1882), however, was clear. He
designated H. ovata as type of Hamiltonia and showed the
synonymy with C. nama, thus linking Hamiltonia and Chanda under
Art. 69a(iv). Because of some uncertainty regarding Bleeker’s
designation, Swain’s may be the earliest valid type designation.

“It seems to me that the case would be more easily handled if
Swain (or Bleeker) were clearly accepted as type designation, and
Hamiltonia listed as a junior objective synonym, without being
placed on the Official Index with an annotation. I agree with the
Secretary in principle that names on the Official Index should not
be subject to automatic revival, but I believe strongly that the Index
should not be loaded with mere junior synonyms that could at any
time become valid names if their senior synonyms were found to
be junior homonyms. It is a waste of time, and could mean future
work for the Commission, to place junior synonyms on the Official
Index. An Index should be reserved for names that must be placed
there as a result of action under the plenary power.”

Heppell: “1 am against placing Hamiltonia on the Official
Index at all. I merely endorse the recognition of it as an unjustified
replacement name.”

Ride: “I see no need to vote on Part 2. Hamiltonia is a junior
objective synonym of Chanda.”

NOTE BY THE SECRETARY TO THE COMMISSION

The difficulty that confronted those members of the
Commission who sent comments with their voting papers arises
from the peculiarity of the proposals by Whitehead, Greenwood &
Trewavas. They asked that Hamiltonia be recognised as a junior
objective synonym of Chanda, but not permanently rejected. Yet
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the objective character of the synonymy between Hamiltonia and
Chanda was the consequence only of a plenary powers decision as
to (a) which of two nominal species of Swainson’s was represented
by Hamilton-Buchanan’s fig. 37, and (b) which (in view of the
potential confusion between the actions of Bleeker and Swain
respectively) was to be the type species of Chanda. Hence, once the
plenary powers decision on the type species of Chanda had been
taken, the position of Hamiltonia was determined thereby, and not
by any other consideration whatever. Thus the placing of
Hamiltonia on the Official Index flows from the plenary powers
decision and not from the automatic application of the Code, and
that is why it must not be removed from the Index without
reference to the Commission.

ORIGINAL REFERENCES
The following are the original references to the names placed
on Official Lists and Official Indexes by the ruling given in the
present Opinion:
Chanda Hamilton-Buchanan, 1822, An account of the fishes of the
Ganges: 103, 370
Hamiltonia Swainson, 1839, Nat. hist. class. fishes amph. rept., vol.
2:176, 250
nama, Chanda, Hamilton-Buchanan, 1822, An account of the fishes
of the Ganges: 109
ovata, Hamiltonia, Swainson, 1839, Nat. hist. class. fishes amph.
rept., vol. 2:250

CERTIFICATE

I certify that the votes cast on Voting Paper (78)2 were cast
as set out above, that the proposals contained in that voting paper
have been duly adopted under the plenary powers, and that the
decision so taken, being the decision of the International
Commission on Zoological Nomenclature, is truly recorded in the

present Opinion No. 1121.
R.V.MELVILLE
Secretary
International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature
London
4 October 1978



