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Abstract. Following the discussion initiated by the opinion article by Guedes et al. (2023) “Eponyms have no place in
21st-century biological nomenclature” published in Nature Ecology & Evolution, in which the authors demanded to ban and
cancel all eponyms (scientific names and epithets of taxa, which are derived from names of persons) in biological nomencla-
ture, and, in particular, responding to comments by Thiele (2023) about the supposedly fallacious nature of the Slippery Slope
argument (which I discussed in my earlier opinion articles), I provide here additional arguments in favor of the continued use
of eponyms in particular and against politically (or so-called “ethically”) motivated censorship in biological nomenclature in
general. I conclude that allowing “culture wars” in biological nomenclature and possible cancellation of scientific names that
are considered (or may be considered) by some people as “objectionable, offensive, or inappropriate” will result in the nomen-
clatural chaos caused by a large-scale disruption of well-working nomenclatural codes and naming conventions. Biological
nomenclature is vitally important not only to the science of biological taxonomy but also to all other sciences and fields of
human activities dealing with the living world. That nomenclature, time-proven and, indeed, sometimes loaded with com-
plicated but also fascinating and instructive history, should not be disrupted because of ever-changing politically motivated
claims and Protean vogues. It should not become a new battlefield for culture wars.
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In his recent comment on the opinion article by
Guedes et al. (2023) “Eponyms have no place in
21st-century biological nomenclature”, in which the
authors expressed their opinion that all eponyms
(scientific names and epithets of taxa, which are
derived from names of persons) should be banned
and cancelled in modern biological nomenclature,
Thiele (2023) mentioned the so-called Slippery Slo-
pe argument [referring to our discussion in Taxon
(Mosyakin, 2022a, 2022b; Thiele et al., 2022, etc.)]
in the following context: “..one of the principal

arguments used against the proposals to deal with
the most egregious eponyms is the ‘slippery slope’
argument — that such proposals will open a flood-
gate and taxonomists will necessarily need to re-
ject all or most eponyms if they begin to reject a
few [references to two articles by Mosyakin, 2022a,
2022b]”. He further continued that “This fallacious
argument relies on a notion that all shades of grey
need to be declared either black or white and igno-
res the fact that societies deal successfully with sha-
des of grey all the time”.
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Fig. 1. Pandora (1896), a painting by John William
Waterhouse (1849-1917), oil on canvas. Public domain
(https://commons.m.wikimedia.org/wiki/File:John

William Waterhouse - Pandora, 1896.jpg).

Indeed, I used the Slippery Slope argument in
our earlier discussion (Mosyakin, 2022a, 2022b).
Moreover, in my opinion, the article by Guedes
et al. (2023), who rather unconditionally deman-
ded the total cancellation of eponyms in biological
nomenclature, and the comment by Thiele (2023),
who argued that only “some, but not all, eponyms
should be disallowed”, clearly illustrate the Slippery
Slope case, as predicted in my articles (Mosyakin,
2022a, 2022b).

Indeed, if you demand to ban and reject only some
eponyms that you for some reasons dislike or find
“culturally offensive” or “inappropriate” (see Ham-
mer, Thiele, 2021; Smith, Figueiredo, 2022; Smith et
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al,, 2022; Thiele et al., 2022), then some people will
undoubtedly emerge, who will follow the suit and
demand to ban and cancel all eponyms, using the
same or similar categories of political, social, histori-
cal, or ethical (or “pseudo-ethical”?) arguments.

If you demand to ban eponyms referring to
George Hibbert as “a promoter and beneficiary of
slavery” (see Hammer, Thiele, 2021; Thiele et al.,
2022), and even eponymic toponyms referring to
the former country of Rhodesia (named after Ce-
cil . Rhodes, widely considered to be an imperialist,
colonialist and racist; see Smith, Figueiredo, 2022),
there will be some people who will demand to ban
and cancel the eponyms (and also eponymic topo-
nyms?) linked to Christopher Columbus (consid-
ered by some as a cruel colonialist and slave trader;
see, e.g., Tinker, Freeland, 2008, and additional ref-
erences in Mosyakin, 2022a), Joseph Banks (char-
acterized by some as “an enabler of slavery” in Brit-
ish colonies; see references in Mosyakin, 2022b),
Michel Bégon (a French colonial administrator and
naturalist for whom the mega-diverse plant genus
Begonia L. was named, but who also hoped to solve
the labor shortages in American colonies of France
by importing African slaves; see Rushforth, 2003:
801), Aristotle, who provided philosophical justifi-
cations of slavery and of inferiority of women, and
even Carl Linnaeus and Charles Darwin, because
some people believe that these two outstanding
scientists held some views that are now considered
racist (see further details and relevant references in
Mosyakin, 2022a, 2022b).

If you demand to ban and cancel all eponyms
in biological nomenclature, why should someone
not demand, with equally “valid” justifications, to
ban and cancel all eponyms in the nomenclature
of minerals (hundreds of names, such as alexan-
drite, columbite, dolomite, gadolinite, goethite, per-
ovskite, vivianite, etc.; see Senning, 2019b), chemi-
cal elements (e.g., gadolinium, curium, einsteinium,
fermium, mendelevium, nobelium, lawrencium,
rutherfordium, seaborgium, bohrium, meitneri-
um, roentgenium, copernicium, etc.; see Senning,
2019a), or astronomical objects in International
Astronomical Union’s nomenclature (starting with
lunar craters Aristoteles, Copernicus, Fra Mauro,
Humboldt, Oppenheimer, Plinius, Seleucus, Tycho,
etc., and finishing with Tombaugh Regio, Hillary
Montes, Tenzing Montes, and other eponymic sur-
face features of the distant dwarf planet Pluto; see
IAU, 2023-onward), or even standard SI and non-SI
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units (ampere, becquerel, curie, farad, joule, hertz,
newton, ohm, volt, watt, etc.)?

So, this is a classical Slippery Slope and Pandora’s
Box (see Fig. 1) situation: your initially good inten-
tions (with which, as the proverb says, the road to
hell is sometimes paved) will be transformed into
not so good consequences, and even brought ad ab-
surdum. If you start culture wars in natural sciences,
you will soon have eager followers (not necessarily
experienced in biological taxonomy and nomencla-
ture) who will definitely bring your good intentions
to the final destination. And that destination will
be the nomenclatural chaos caused by a large-scale
disruption of the well-working system and naming
conventions of biological nomenclature.

Definitely, that chaos will be accompanied by
well-expected confrontation and even conflicts be-
tween various groups of researchers and users of
scientific names of organisms, as we see already
in rather hot discussions that erupted on pages of
scientific journals (see, e.g., recent discussions in
Taxon and Nature Ecology ¢ Evolution: Antonel-
li et al., 2023; Jost et al., 2023; Mabele et al., 2023;
Orr et al,, 2023; Roksandic et al., 2023, etc.), popu-
lar magazines, online media, and professional on-
line platforms, such as ResearchGate (see selected
references in Mosyakin, 2022a, 2022b, 2022c). In
that respect, I think that the statements by Thiele
et al. (2022: 1152: “Societies everywhere manage
shades of grey very well...”) and Thiele (2023: ..
societies deal successfully with shades of grey all
the time”) about the assumed ability of societies
(as well as many professional communities) to deal
with the ideological (or “ethical”) “shades of gray”
are really naive. Most unfortunately, we see right
now how “societies deal successfully with shades of
grey” [sarcasm intended - SM] and how politically
motivated agendas, totalitarian ideologies, cultural
extremism, manipulative media technologies, and
shameless propaganda are taking over whole coun-
tries and/or large strata of societies, bringing to this
world the level of ideological and political confron-
tation unseen since the times of the Cold War or
even World War II. Do we really need to open an-
other ideological front in biological nomenclature?

Biological nomenclature (and especially its sta-
bility and predictability of its rules) is too important
not only to the science of biological taxonomy but
also to all other sciences and fields of human activ-
ities dealing with the living world, such as biodi-
versity inventory and conservation, global change

ecology, agriculture, biotechnology, medicine, use
and management of natural resources, international
conventions and national legislation, to name just a
few. Biological nomenclature (with eponyms being
its large, unalienable, and important part) is vitally
important for and equally open to all people repre-
senting all nations, racial, ethnic and ethnocultural
groups, sexes and genders, ages, religions, political
parties and views, the whole diversity of humans liv-
ing on that beautiful but not so peaceful (as we cur-
rently see, e.g., in Ukraine) planet.

That nomenclature, time-proven and, indeed,
sometimes loaded with complicated but also fasci-
nating and instructive history, should not be dis-
rupted because of ever-changing politically mo-
tivated claims and Protean vogues. It should not
become a new battlefield for culture wars. It should
remain the realm of peace, stability, acceptance,
atonement, reconciliation, diversity, inclusivity,
political neutrality, scientific freedom, meritocracy
(see Abbot et al., 2023), mutual understanding and
tolerance in our present-day turbulent world.

Concluding remarks: a story of the text above

The main part of the present note has been written
following the discussion in Nature Ecology & Evoluti-
on (see Antonelli et al., 2023; Jost et al., 2023; Mabele
et al., 2023; Orr et al., 2023; Roksandic et al., 2023)
in response to the already mentioned opinion article
by Guedes et al. (2023), in which the authors rather
boldly stated that “naming species in honour of a
specific person is unjustifiable and out of step with
equality and representation. Reforming taxonomy to
remove eponyms will not be easy [Yes, they admitted
that “little obstacle”! — SM] but could [Only “could”!?
Or probably could not? - SM] bring multiple benefits
[not convincingly presented in the article - SM] for
both conservation and society” (Guedes et al., 2023:
1157). After our preliminary exchange of email mes-
sages with editors of the journal, I pre-submitted to
Nature Ecology & Evolution a much shorter and “sof-
ter” version of the text above, for preliminary consi-
deration by the editors. However, the editors decided
that this text is not suitable for publication in their
respected journal because they have already presen-
ted “a balanced suite of views” and have drawn a line
under the topic. I have accepted their decision with
respect and understanding.

However, I think that this text (in its somewhat
expanded and strengthened version) could be of
some interest to people who follow the ongoing
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discussion in recent publications expressing opin-
ions in favor of or against the politically or “ethi-
cally” motivated censorship and possible cancella-
tion of scientific names of organisms, those names
which for some reasons are considered, or just may
be considered, by some people as “objectionable, of-
fensive, or inappropriate”.

I have already expressed my main arguments in
several discussion articles (Mosyakin, 2022a, 2022b,
2023b) and formal proposals (Mosyakin, 2021,
2022¢, 2023a, 2023¢c; Hayova et al., 2023, etc.) to
amend the International Code of Nomenclature for

access to published articles. I also hope that I will
be able (if time and circumstances allow) to present
additional strong arguments in favor of eponyms in
biological nomenclature in a larger article (now un-
der preparation).
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EnonimMu B 6ionoriyHiii HOMEHKIATypi Ta apryMeHTH

"

"cnuspkoro cxuny" i "ckpunpku ITangopu”

C.JI. MOCJKIH
IncturyT 6oraniky im. M.I. Xomogaoro HAH Ykpainu,
By Tepemenkiscpka 2, Kuis 01601, Ykpaina

Pedepar. Ha fonoBHeHH: [ucKycii, posnouarol y crarti "EnoniMam Hemae Miciis B 6iooriuHiit HOMeHKIaTypi 21-ro cTo-
mitta" (Guedes et al., 2023; ony6rmikoBana y xxypuaii Nature Ecology ¢ Evolution), y sikiit aBTOpyU BUMaranu 3a60pOHUTHI Ta
CKacyBaTy BCi emoHiMM (HayKOBi HAa3BU Ta €IITETV TAKCOHIB, SKi IIOXOAATD Bif iMeH ocib) y 6iomoriuHiit HOMEHK/IATYpi, a
TaKOX, 30KpeMa, y BifilioBigb Ha koMeHTapi (Thiele, 2023) mpo XMOHICTb apryMeHTY "CIM3bKOTO CXITY' (KWl S 3aCTOCYBaB
Y CBOIX IOTIepeNHiX AMCKYCITHNX CTATTAX), A HABOJPKY TYT JJOAATKOBi apIyMeHT! Ha KOPMCTD IOJJa/IbIIOr0 BUKOPUCTaHHA
eNOHIMIB i IPOTHM BIPOBAKEHHS MOMITUYIHO (260 "eTHYHO") MOTMBOBAHOI LjeH3ypy B 6iooriyHilil HOMeHKIaTypi. 5 BBa-
Kalo, 110 BIIPOBA/PKEHHSA "KY/IBTYPHUX BilfH' y 6i07IOTiUHill HOMEHK/IATYpi Ta MOXJIMBE CKaCyBaHHJ HAyKOBUX HasB, fAKi
IesiKi oM BBaXKaloTb (a00 MOXYTb BBaKaTH) "HebOaXaHVMU, 00pas3/IMBUMM YU HETOPEYHUMM ', IPU3BEAYTh JO HOMEH-
K/IaTyPHOTO Xa0Cy 3aBIAKM IIMPOKOMACIITAOHOMY MOPYIIEHHIO IIPUHIUIIB Ta IPAaBUI HOPMATbHO IPAI[IOI0YNX HOMEH-
K/IaTyPHUX KOfleKCiB. BiosorivHa HOMEHK/IATypa € XUTTEBO BAXXIMBOIO He JIMIle M1/ Oi0/OTi4HOI CCTeMAaTHKN SIK HayKu,
aje i 171 BCIiX iHIIMX HayK i ramysei MoAChKOI His/IbHOCTI, AKi MalOTh CIIpaBy 3 >KMBUMM OpraHisMamu. L1a HoMeHKmaTypa,
nepeBipeHa 4acoM i, CripaB/ii, iHOZi HacMYeHa CyIepeydInBOIO, ajie ¥ BOHOYAC 3aXOIUIIIYO0K0 Ta IIOBYA/IbHOK iCTODIi€I0, He
HoBUHHA OyTH 3pYifHOBaHA Ha JOTOAY MiH/IMBYMM HOTITUYHO BMOTMBOBAHMM KOHLIENLiAM Ta IIBUKOIUIMHHYM BIIOJO0aH-
HaAM. bionoriuHa HOMEHK/IaTypa Ta CCTeMaTyKa He OBMHHI CTaTH Iie OfHNMM II0/IeM OUTBI J/L1 "Kyanypme BiltH".

KirouoBi cmoBa: aprymeHT "cm3bKoro cxuiy', apryMmeHt "ckpuubku [Tangopn', 6ionorivHa HOMeHKIaTypa, 60TaHiYHa HO-
MEHKJIaTypa, elOHIMY, "Ky/IbTYpPHIi BilfHI, TAKCOHOMis
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