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In a recent paper, Trivedi (2005), a free lance writer stationed at
Washington, D.C., has brought to the attention of the scientific world
anew move in taxonomy. BIOPAT (= Patrons for Biodiversity), a
German non-profit organization, is offering names of newly
discovered speciesfor purchase. They keep in touch with museums
and universities, which are members of BIOPAT, and which often
have newly discovered animals and plantsto be named and described.
BIOPAT puts a price tag for naming each such new and undescribed
species to be named after persons who can pay for it. The price
ranges from USD3,500 to USD13,000. “.... the more attractive or
rare the species, the higher the price”. So far more than 100 species
have been sold by the organization this way, and USD450,000 have
been collected. Trivedi says "The proceeds are split between the
institution of the species’ discovery and field research projectsinthe
country of species origin”. Thus field studies and bioconservation
projectsare being funded.

Trivedi has cited the example of the Vlasimisky family. Stan
Vlasimisky, the head of the family and an affluent businessman, has
purchased from BIOPAT coining of names of newly discovered
species of an orchid, two frogs, alizard, abutterfly and a beetl e after
his own name, his wife's, and of his four children. For example, a
beetle has been named after Mr. Vlasimisky as Eupholus vlasimiskyi.

The Wildlife Conservation Society (WCS) has followed the foot-
steps of BIOPAT, but has taken to an on-line auction of naming new
species. The Australian Museum in Sydney too has such a name
selling project, but has been less successful than BIOPAT.

In the year 2000 ICZN (= International Commission on Zoological
Nomenclature) pointed out the possibility of “fraudulent species
description” on attaching financial gainto naming of species. But the
present President of ICZN, while not denying the demerits of this
practice as pointed out earlier by the Commission, expresses at the
sametime aplus point init. He says that governmental funding of
field research and bioconservation projects is very inadequate, and
selling and auctioning of new species for naming has succeeded in
providing finances. There are some othersalso, who believethat this
new taxonomic practiceis useful.

When discussing merits and demerits of sale of new species for
naming, let usrecall how anew speciesis made out. Current notion
of a species is that of a biological species, which was defined by
Mayr (1940) as "Species are groups of actually or potentially
interbreeding natural populations, which are reproductively separated
from similar other populations'. Definitions, conveying the same
meaning, were given by Mayr in several of his subsequent
publications. When a field worker or a collector collects a strange
animal or plant, in order to ascertain that it isanew speciesit should
befound out whether it isreproductively isolated from other similar
organisms, the species identity of which is on record. But

determination of this reproductive isolation is very difficult, as it
requires either extensive field observations or arranging breeding
experiments. These steps are often not feasible. In most cases the
isolation is inferred from distinctness of phenotypic features, and
generally thusidentified and named species are stable, though in some
cases synonymisation and thus merger of some species hasto be done
(some recent examples of this: Kalaichelvan et al., 2003; Verma &
Kalaichelvan, 2004). But, if financial aid factor is appended to field
study and taxonomy projects through sale or auction of naming of new
species, some premature decisions as to novelty of species are likely
to be encouraged, as such projects generally suffer from lack or
inadequacy of supporting funds. Compromising ethicswill definitely
lead to the creation of "artificia biodiversity', which will further require
massive work by taxonomists to standardize and sort synonymies.
Will, then, this sale of species names not hamper growth of biological
sciences?

The other new trend of naming species after prominent politiciansis
deplorable. Recently three slime-mold beetles have been named by
Miller and Wheeler (2005) after three eminent leaders of USA,
Agathidium bushi (after President Bush), Agathidium cheneyi (after
Vice-President Cheney) and Agathidiumrumsfeldi (after Secretary of
Defence Donald Rumsfeld). It is not reasonable to club together this
trend with the sale of species names, but | would like to emphasize
here that politicians, asit is gain enough popularity, and go down in
history. It is scientists, who remain in relative oblivion, and need
recognition. Will it not be better to adhere to the old practice, namely
that, if a person’s name or “proper noun” isto be used in naming a
species, ascientist’s name is chosen?
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