PREGLEDNI CLANCI - REVIEWS
UDK 630% 188

Sumarski list br. 3-4. CXXVI (2003), 153-159

POVIJEST I POSTOJECI PROBLEMI FITOCENOLOSKE
NOMENKLATURE I KLASIFIKACIJE

THE HISTORY AND RECENT PROBLEMS PHYTOCOENOLOGICAL
NOMENCLATURE AND CLASIFICATION

Sead VOJNIKOVIC'

SAZETAK: Velik broj biljnih zajednica je istraZen i opisan prije nego §to je
postala obavezna uporaba postojeceg Kodeksa fitocenoloske literature. To je
dovelo do toga, da znacajan broj istih odstupaju od pravila Kodeksa, sto je
stvorilo probleme u klasifikaciji i nomenklaturi u fitocenologiji.

Preimenovanje bilinih zajednica u smislu postivanja pravila Kodeksa vrlo
Jje aktualna u Bosni i Hercegovini. Kvalitetno rjiesavanje ovoga slozenog pro-
blema moguce je samo zajednickim i koordiniranim radom, fitocenologa i
odrednih institucija unutar iste fitogeografske regije u kojoj se nalaze odre-
dene biljne zajednice. Prilikom imenovanja bilinih zajednica, uz obvezno po-
Stivanje pravila Kodeksa imenovanja sintaksonomskih jedinica, treba imati u

vidu i prakticno glediste koristenja sintaksonomije u Sumarskoj operativi.

Kljucne rijeci: fitocenoloska nomenklatura i klasifikacija, asocijaci-

Ja, Kodeks fitocenoloske nomenklature

UVOD - Introduction

Izdvajanje, imenovanje i klasifikacija novih asoci-
jacija zahtjevan je i kompleksan zadatak, kojem treba
posvetiti veliku pozornost. Ovo je i razumljivo, buduci
asocijacija nije jasno omedena jedinka, cit.: “Biljna
grupacija se formira (a ne rada od sebi sli¢ne), zivi, tra-
je i nestaje, ali ne u smislu radanja i umiranja jedinke.
Asocijaciju sac¢injavaju stalno promenljive, nikad ne-
mirujuée biljne grupacije, koje ne mogu imati realne
granice, kojima raspolaze svaka jedinka” (Cernjav-
ski P. 1950), te je ne mozemo definirati jednostavno
pomocu odredenih morfoloskih pokazatelja.

Na podru¢ju ex Jugoslavije, do sada je opisano i
publicirano oko 800 Sumskih asocijacija. a objektivno
se moze procijeniti da postoji oko 340 Sumskih asoci-
jacija, koje se odlikuju odredenim floristickim sasta-
vom i gradom u odredenim ekoloskim uvjetima (Lo-
vri¢.A. Z., Bertovi¢ S., 1980). Mora se napome-
nuti da u bivsoj SFRIJ stupanj razvoja nove fitoceno-
loske sinsistematike nije bio na istoj razini. U prihva-
¢anju pravila Kodeksa fitocenoloske nomenkalture od

Mr. sci. Sead Vojnikovié dipl. ing. $um.. Sumarski fakultet Sa-
rajevo, Zagrebacka 20, 71 000 Sarajevo, Bosna 1 Hercegovina:
e-mail: svonikovie @yahoo.com

bivsih republika prednjacile su Slovenija i Hrvatska,
dok je Bosna i Hercegovina zaostajala po ovom pita-
nju. Prema Lakusi¢, Retal (1978.), u Bosni 1 Her-
cegovini vezano za Sumsku vegetaciju, te vegetaciju
sje¢ina i pozariSta, registrirano je i opisano 126 asoci-
jacija, smjestenih u 39 sveza, razvrstanih u 20 redova.
Znacajan broj ovih naziva, razli¢itih sinsistematskih
kategorija koristio se ili se jo§ uvijek koriste, iako ne
postuju navedeni medunarodni Kodeks.

Neodrziva je pretpostavka da se unutar istih ili slic-
nih ekoloskih uvjeta i unutar istog ekolosko-vegetacij-
skog podrugja ( regija — provincija ) razvija toliki broj
biljnih zajednica. Uglavnom su to sinonimi za lokalne
varijante, ili su to pak sliéni facijesi koji su izdvojeni u
rang asocijacije, pri ¢emu se ¢esto naziv biljne zajedni-
ce definira prema geografskom nazivu. ckoloskim ili
fizionomskim atributima. Ovaj problem uskladivanja
sinonima (istoznac¢nica) odnosio se i za republike biv-
Se SFRI, i za uskladivanja sa susjednim zemljama.
Pretpostavlja se da je ¢ak 1/3 opisnih fitocenoza ranije
vec¢ opisana u drugim zemljama pod drugim nazivom.
Cilj ovoga rada je upoznavanje s povijescu i isticanje
nekih problema fitocenoloske klasifikacije i nomen-
klature s njihovin utjecajem na Sumarsku operativu.


mailto:svojnikovic@yahoo.com



http://zengesellscha.fi













S. Vonikovie: POVIIEST 1 POSTOJECT PROBLEMI FITOCENOLOSKE NOMENKLATURE | KLASIFIKACLE

Sumarski list br. 3-4, CXXVI (2003), 153-159

were selected and classified in association s rank. The problem of harmonis-
ing of svnonvms related to republics of ex Yugoslavia as well as neighbour
countrv’s. It is estimated that even 1/3 of determined phvtocoenoses were
described before in other countries but under different names.

The essential idea related to dividing vegetation on plant communities
appeared on beginning of XIX century from brilliant plant geographysts:
Humbolt (1805), Schouw (1823), Heer (1833) and Greishbach (1835). The
idea was developed into the two main directions: the physiognomic and the
foristic. Based on the work of their students was born the idea for floristic-
sociological approach. On the begging of XX century this idea leaded on
Braun-Blanguet and his colleges from Ziirich and Montpellier was more
developed. On the Third International Botanical Congress in Brussels Fla-
hault & Schrater (1910) presented first definition of the association. Braun-
Blanquet 1921 established the base for the system as a whole, with analytical
scales and the “sociological progression ™. The unique definition for associa-
tion with following rules was accepted 1976 in Den Haag and 1980 in Svdney

on Botanical Congresses. In the paper was mentioned that last changing of

the international Codex was at 2000 vear by the Weber, H. E.; Moravec,
JoTheurillat, J. -P.

The most frequent failures concerning nomenclature and classification are
as follows: non-accepting rules for nomenclature (Codex of Phvtocoenolo-
gical Nomenclature); non-following actual phyvtocoenological systematic;

different interpreting terms and definitions and poor researching and lack of

knowledge related to plant community.

The problem of characteristic species was mentioned in this paper. The
characteristic plants were compared with main mineral of stones. The miner-
al can belong to a number of different assemblies of main minerals.
Consequently, characteristic specie can belong to different plant communi-
ties, which are defined with assembly of characteristics species. Some impor-
tant questions should be focused (related to an assembly of characteristic
species not only one plant) as follows: What are the differences between
assemblies? Which species appeared? Which species disappeared? Some
mistakes and problems in classification and phyvtocoenolgical nomenclature
in the region were discussed in the paper.

The strict using phvtocoenolgical nomenclature could result with some
problems for foresters on the field. The reasons are as follows: foresters are
usually not expert in phyvtocoenology, theyv have insufficient floristically
knowledge and some species appear in one aspect only, e.g. spring or sum-
mer. We have to be very carefil regarding naming some new plant community.

In order to solve these problems we need detail analyses phytocoenologi-
cal classifications and we have to compare situation in wider phyvtogeograph-
ical areas, with an ultimate aim of renaming sintaxomy categories in accor-
dance with Codex of Phytocoenological Nomenclature.
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