Berlin 26/2/2004

· Names are used because old concepts are not well define and no benefits exist to refer to them; link is only to type specimen = name

· Better don't standardise literature and type specimen; Bibliographic citations are too varied

· Type citation 

· no problem for names

· for specimen store as much info as available, not just catalogue number

· lectotype (as a type of type)

· synonymy means (at least) inclusion of type

· homotypic/heterotypic 

· avoid use of ‘censu’ because it is often misapplied

· new concept is created when a name changes (e.g. misapplication) creating a “congruent” concept

· only scientific names are ‘proper names’; common names are property of a taxon

· check out NomStatus field in DB

· a use for a TDWG schema would be as 

· data dictionary

· universal access thing

· a possible partner in zoology would be Yde Jong in Amsterdam

· relationships between concepts: RelNameQualifier

· no absolute distinction between nomenclature and taxonomic relationships

· not all basyonyms are synonyms, but they have at least the same types

· names are in fact protonyms (Richard Pyle?)

· names need original author

· including the authorname is a recommodation to avoid homonym problems; often omitted

Berlin Model

· “dummy” concept – they are treatments to taxonomists

· W. wants conservationists to state that there are no problems using a (particular) concept

· Species are facts -> determinations are concept building

· Attributing of facts done by original author don’t change concept (RK: debatable) 

· Determination might create dummy concepts

· The model/standard needs to support taxonomists in creating monographs

· Need to be able to state: “If it is this treatment, that this taxon is the same”

· Factual data (e.f. molecule sequences) can serve as the definition of a new concept

· Saying something is not something else implies a new concept

· Unnamed concepts should be allowed

· World is there and it is not exact

· If collection data from providers, some entries result in different concepts even though they might refer to the same concepts – better call it “taxonym”

· Building concepts in ITIS:
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· With plant names 50-60% no problems to map name to concepts (no revision), 90% in Zoology

· “use system to get contents”

· taxonomer = librarian

· TDWG schema should help to connect checklists

ABCD

· AuthorTeam (number of people ordered!)

· Versioning of ABCD stored concepts

· Deltas to store differences

· Informal grouping of taxt (can be crossed)

· It is practical to have a different schema for every kingdom

· Actual schema file is going to be reorganised

· Typified name: 

· Not from identification

· Original author assigns specimen to be a type

· Several names can have it as a type

· Possibly not according to code 

