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Artic1e 8.1.3.2 refers to having а fixed fonnat and gi\'es а few examp1es. 1 guess уои 
аге right to avoid mandating specific fonnats here they will change оуег time in any 
case but then this cou1d 1ead to debates over whether а particu1ar format is 'wide1y 
accessible'. At some point someone cou1d choose to publish а рарег in а minority 
fonnat which might pose iS8ues [ог current and future acces8ibility who i8 to say 
whether this is valid ог not? То ayoid such disputes уои might choose to add а 
1'ecommendation as to which formats wou1d Ье preferred/acceptable at the date of 
writing, and in this instance уои 8hou1d ргоЬаЫу use ап exteгna1 1i5t e.g. [гот а 
suitable агсЫуе or standa1'ds body rather than dt'eam ир опе of уош own. 
М. Jackson 

Format issues and retrievability in the future Text content and print 
Technica1 progres8 18 irresistible, and the practice ofbio1ogica1 nomenc1ature is not an 
exception. The authors of the proposed amendment well appreciate this, as weB as 
the connected problems. These pгoblems inc1ude the threat, first, of comp1ete 108s of 
irreplaceable primary documents in view of the evident1y insufficient reliability of the 
current inte1'net facilities, and, second, oftampe1'ing with these documents. No doubt, 
these threats а1'е геа! and very serious, and the cont1'adiction between them and the 
urgent necessity to legalise online потепсlаtшаl activity i8 acute, but brooks по 
de1ay in its reso1ution. Is the1'e any exit? 1 believe yes. We shou1d on1y addre8s ош 
own histo1'Y, 1 mean the histo1'Y of our discipJine, biologica1 nomenc]ature. Long 
before the fi1'st Codes we1'e established, scientists kept seeking [О1' means to make the 
nomenclatu1'e of living beings stable and 1'еliаЫе in spite of the abundance of 
taxonomists, with аll the dive1'sity of their views, habits and idiosyncrasies. And the 
necessary device was eventualIy discovered, the type principle. 

1 don't think it is 1'easonable to sсшtiпisе he1'e the functions of the type principle. 
1 dare to hope that the vast majO!'ity of the people inte1'ested in the p1'esent issue do 
understand, ог at least [ее! subconsciously the profound impo1'tance of, the imple­
mentation of the type principle. That 1S why 1 simply Р1'ОРОБе to seek [о1' ап 

equivalent of the type specimen as app1icable to online publications containing 
nomenclatural acts. 

The first to соте to mind i5 а hard (рарег) сору of ап online publication, kept in 
а scientific libra1'Y 01' the like, which must Ье specified as pennanent1y connected with 
the аррНсаЫе пате (i) in the prima1'Y publication and (ii) in at least one online 
deposito1'Y of scientific names (Zoologica1 Record 01' the like). Ce1'tainly it is 
Р1'еfешЫе if sеvешl to тапу identical раре1' copies of the prima1'Y document were 
sto1'ed in 1'elevant depositories. It is а subject [О!' fU1'the1' discussion if these hard 
copies а1'е to Ье considered analogues of syntypes (of equal legal virtue) or of а 
holotype and paratypes, and if there should Ье seve1'al obligato1'Y depositories where 
these copies are to Ье kept. 

Fortunately we now have widesp1'ead and quick communication tools, which make 
efficient discussion possible, with clear and speedy 1'esuJts. We have at least three 
years befO!'e the ХХI Zoological Cong1'ess (2012). Given 2009 [О!' discussing the basic 
principles and seeking [о1' the best [оnn of the type equivalent, 201 О [о1' elaborating 
the actua! Code amendments based оп the consensus about the basic p1'inciples and 
inst1'uments, and 2011 for discussing these specific amendments, we have а chance to 
meet that Congress with а finalised proposal of the amended Code. In Биттагу, 1 
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feel it premature to discuss the present Proposal in detail before the basic principles 
are sufficiently discussed. А.Р. Rasnitsyn 

With ап increasing number of taxonomic publications coming to BioMed Central's 
open-access online journals (including both ВМС Evo/ulionary Biology and Parasites 
& Vectors), 1 would like to reaffirm how beneficial it would Ье for the ICZN to update 
the Code as soon as possible to ret1ect the fact that the primary mode of scientific 
communication is now online, rather than print. Not only are new scientific journals 
(such as those from BioMed Central and PLoS) соттопlу опНпе only, but 1 ат 
hearing оп ап increasingly regular basis about traditional journals announcing plans 
to drop print. Without question, а serious commitment to preservation of the 
scientific record is vital- not just for taxonomy, but for аН research. Online 
publishers stlch а!> BioMed Central have shown tha1 commitment, and as long as 
ptJblishers are meeting best practices for digital preservation, it seems clearly 
desirable that these publications should 'count' as publications from the perspective 
of zoological nomenclature. Note that e-рubIiсаtiоп does not, Ьу апу means, rule out 
the use of paper as опе form of preservation for 'born-digital' content, and it is а 
form of preservation tha1 libraries archiving digital content are free to tlse. Digital 
ptJbIications, incorporating the right to reuse and create derivative works, offer тапу 
benefits for taxonomy and taxonomic databases, so it would Ье very unforttlnate {'or 
the Code to continue 10 act as ап obstacle {'or taxonomists keen 10 work with 
open-access journals. М. Cockerill 

Format issues and retrievability in the future - Images 
Ап earlier comment said 'As long as we have blnary coтputers, и'е }уш also have at 
least ASClI, and very likely also UТР-8 and XML'. This isstle i8 not whether it i5 
blnary or not, but how much (or how complex) technology i8 required to get 1t {'rom 
the stored form to the Ьнтап form, which in this case is the alphantlmerpunctobet. 
This is something we сап probabIy keep in ош sights with textual information, btlt 
when it comes to digital images and other multimedia there is по eqtlivalent of ASCII 
and we are already in deep trouble. J. Croft 

Arcblving issues 
As [ar as lightning strikes, etc., destroying electronic-only publications, this i5 easily 
dealt with. If even jtlst а few dozen major libraries, herbaria, or museHms established 
servers to mirror each other's contents, we could rest assнred that ош electronic 
documents are at least as secure as our paper libraries. Гvе recently found а paper, 
ptlblished in 1989, that does not exist in апу of ту 10саl 1ibraries, or even in the 
personal library оГ the aнthor! Yet 1 сап stiIl find usenet postings from that era, 
redundantly archived in а number of locations. 1 think this will inevitably Ье а blg 
win for libraries. The cost of running а server is а {'raction of the subscription fee for 
а major journal. And if something shotlld Ьарреп that causes the simultaneotls loss 
of аН the servers at libraries around the world, chances are good that nomenclatural 
priority will not Ье among ош most pressing concerns. That's ту little rant оп why 
ореп access, electronic publishing is а good and inevitabIe thing. T.W. Smith 

ТЬе large (physical) libraries are handicapped Ьу the need f'or ever more (expensive) 
physical storage space, оп the опе hand, and Ьу being few and far between (and thus 


