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Arguments are presented for naming topographic features on other solar system 
objects after human beings other than astronomers; and to institute a more 
consistent scheme for Jovian satellite nomenclature. 

Because of the great recent advances in space 
vehicle technology, a range of new features have 
been uncovered on planetary surfaces, and­
following a several centuries-old astronomical 
tradition-astronomers have been naming them. 
There has been an understandable but irresistible 
tendency to name all new features after North 
American, Western European and Mediter­
ranean astronomers and allusions to classical 
Western mythology. Some slight tendency to 
deparochialize these nomenclature schemes was 
made by the I.A.U. Commission on Martian 
Nomenclature (de Vaucouleurs et al., 1975) who 
named a few major Martian craters after biolo­
gists, geologists, atmospheric physicists, and 
science fiction writers concerned with the lore of 
Mars; and the major sinuous channels on Mars 
after the name of Mars in a variety of other, 
largely non-IndoEuropean, languages. At the 
same time, there has been a trend towards 
naming lunar craters after human beings other 
than physicists and astronomers. However, 
because all of the large lunar craters have been 
spoken for, the great names in other fields would, 

if this scheme were adopted, be condemned to 
lunar craters of insignificant dimensions. 

For this reason, I have advocated naming 
large craters on a crater-rich planet such as 
Mercury after great poets, authors, composers, 
and other scholarly or artistic figures who were 
not physical scientists. If we do not soon adopt 
this strategy, we will have a situation which 
undoubtedly will be considered quite bizarre 
from the perspective of a millenium hence; no 
features larger than a kilometer or so across will 
have been named after Shakespeare, Boticelli, 
Goya, Wren, Khayyam, Dostoyevsky, Mozart, 
Hammurabi, Dante, Galen, Bach, Vermeer, 
Homer, Champollion, Hiroshige, Durer, 
Sophocles, Chaucer, Holbein, Cervantes, Locke, 
Leakey, Bacon, Hume, Wittgenstein, Veblen, 
Aquinas, Tacitus, Spinoza, Melville, William 
James, Cellini, Michelangelo, Shostakovich, 
Beethoven, Hiram Bingham, Keats, Aeschylus, 

Shelley, Lorca, Leeuwenhoek, Montesquieu, 
Virgil, Milton, Sibelius, Matisse, Claude Bernard, 
Mark Twain, Thucydides, Breuil, Bertrand 
Russell, Rodin, John Donne, Brancusi, Dvorak, 
Eugene Dubois, William Blake, Rawlinson, 
T. S. Elliot, Tolstoy, Aristophanes, Stravinsky, 
van Gogh, Bronislaw Malinowski, Mill, Hals, 
Picasso, Pavlov, Hippocrates, Freud, Xeno­
phanes, Kafka, Franz Boas, Phidias, Ingres, 
Ruth Benedict, Euripides, Schliemann, Orozco, 
Gaudi, Masaccio, Gregor Mendel, Tschaikowsky, 
Thomas Hunt Morgan, Henry Purcell, Herodo­
tus, Bosch, Rabindrinath Tagore, Leonard 
Woolley, Guido of Arezzo, Haydn and Goethe, 
to name just a few. Such a list is necessarily 
biased by my own education; and many repre­
sentatives of non-\Vestern cultures could readily 
be added by others. 

I find the argument very curious that these 
names could not be put on the planets because 
they are required for features one hundred 
meters or so in size on the Moon. Such lunar 
features are so small that they will occur only on 
the highest resolution maps; and never on globes 
and low resolution maps that will appear in 
school books and popular atlases. If we instead 
name features on Mercury after birds, say, we 
will have left the impression that we esteem 
birds highly, that we cherish the memory of 
scientists close to our own discipline, but that we 
care little or nothing for the greatest poets, 
musicians, historians, anthropologists, sculptors, 
archeologists, philosophers, and painters in 
human history. I cannot believe that this is the 
intention of anyone who views the nomenclature 
problem from a long perspective. Were there no 
human beings commemorated on the Moon, 
Mars and other places, there might be a tolerable 
case for naming features on each planet after a 
different phylum, family, genus or other biologi­
cal taxon, or some quite different category; but 
since human beings have already been commemo­
rated, it is important to make sure that the end 
result will be a nonprovincial distribution of 
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nationalities, epochs, and occupations a dis­
tribution that our great-grandchildren can bt> 
proud of. It is just conceivable that some of tht>m 
will he living on the places under discussion. 

The Galilean satellites are named for four 
lonH·s or consorts of Zeus in Greek mythology. 
A reeent recommendation to the l.A.U. Execu­
tive• Committee by the \Vorking Group for 
Planetary Nomenclature has proposed a set of 

names for .Jupiter V-XIH (Marsden. 1975). A 
eomparison of the old unofficial and proposed 

new nomenclature is given in the accompanying 
tahlP. 1 wa,; happy to see that the ,Jovian system 
nomenclature group had intendnd to con tirme 

thn tradition of naming satellit.P:; aftPr closP 
friends of Zeus. The name Amalthea for ,Jupiter V 
actually does not follow this tradition sine!' 
AmalthPa was tlw goat which suckled the infant 
ZPus. But I supposP this is closP n10ugh to a lo\"(• 
relation for an infant. LikP\\·ise. Lt>da waR a 
pro minent consort of Zem; in Grnek mytholog�· 
and St'Pll18 qu itt> appropriatP. Howevn, the 

namt>s for .J upitt>r VI through X [] do not HP<'rn to 
tit this ,;ehemP. ThPy a!'P in all CHSPS ob,.;eurP in 

Ur<>Pk mythology. and ><onw wPrl' not lon'rs of 
ZPus at all. Anankt>. in fact. i>< (according to 
Plat o in The Republic) thP mothPr of thl• FatPs. 
placPd i11 judgm Pnt O\"(•r thP Olympian gods. A,.; 
>Ul i11df•x of obscurity. Kanm·. Hirnalia. i<:Iara. 
Lysitlwa. and CarnH' cannot f'\"Pll bl' found 

li><tPd i11 tlH' latPst Pditio11 of !C11cyclopar1ha 
Hritan 11 ica. 

\\"hat I ha\·< ' found mo:;t Rurprising (a>< do 
acadPrnic <>lassicist,.; wit.Ii whom I han· disc11,.;,;ed 

tlw problPm) 1s that thP most promirH'n t 
1·t�n1aini nµ: conHorfa.; of Z<•u:-o ar<· not eo1nn1PHlo­
rntPd at nil. Th<>sf' an•: Maia. tlH' nwthp1· of 
Ht·r11H'": L!'!o. thP mother of Apollo and 
A rtPmi:-;: SPmclP. tht> rnotlH•r of Diollysiu:-; 
( Baccllll><): lkrnct<>r. thP rnothPr of l'Pl'HPplwlll': 

All'1nP1H•. tlH• motlwr of HerPtil('H: alld. of f'OUrH<'. 
Ht>r>L. Zt>us ' chiefwifp and tlw rnoth<>r of ArPs and 

H Pph1wstuH. ft would lw an ultirnat<' iro11y i11 
( frPPk mytholog�· if HPra. tlw wifr so oft f•11 
scornPd b�· Z<>us, \H'rP not t·o bP repn•,;pnt ed at 

all i11 thP .Joyian satdlit<" 110111PnPlatun•. 1 11 this 
J'<'spPct t.IH• 1mrnPs of Cohnnn :.?. Tab!!' I an· 
slight!.\· prpfrrable to thP 1.A. C. ('ommittpe',.;. 
Tlw idPa of separating \·ia nonwnelaturP thos<' 
sat.<"llit<'s ill dirPct orbits from thosf• ill rt>trogmd<' 

TABLE I 

PROPOSED ,JOVIAN SATELLITE ]'\ OMENl'LA1'lTR�: 

Propmmd Alternatin' 
C 11official l. A.L. llflITl(' 

pnwious c01nrnitte<> ><uggested 
HatellitP ru-nnP nan H� hen· 

• J , . A malthea Amalthea Amaltlwa 
Vl Hestia Himalia Maia 
\'Il Hera i<:Iara H era 
VIII Poseidon Pasiphao Alernl'nO 
IX Hade" SinopP Let.o 
x Demeter Lysitl1<·a D('!net.f'r 
XI !'au Carme SenwlP 
Xll Anake Dan<tt' 
XIII Leda Ll'da 

Xff 

orbits is a nicP 011P, but not at tl1t• r·i,;k of losing 

the unifying id<'a of .Jupiter HatellitP 11011w11-
claturP. ln any caHl', Hera. and Senwle eould lw 
i1ccom1nodatPd Pve11 to sneh a Hclwnw. A" <I 

>m ggestio11 . I lmv<· li,;trnl in the la,.;t column of 
Tahl<• 1 a proposPd Holution \1hich utilizes prn­
po,.;ab from both JH'Pvious list,; but which <·011-
sistf•11tl.\· maintain,.; tllf' tradition of 11amin!.! 
.J ovia11 ><atPllites after pro mi ll<'ll1 cornmrts. J f 
a11y of t hf'lll arf' u11suitablP , addit .ional po,;si­
hiliti!'H i 11c l nd<' La.ton a. At•gi na. l'a:-;i ph>H'. 
Tlwmis. MPtiH Hild Eur_vnonu·. 

This not<- waH snpportPcl by !\ASA (;rn11t 
l\GH :1:1-0I0-02S. I am gmteful to D i an• • 
AckPr11ui11. Dil \·id Morrison. nnd Tobia,.; Owl'11 
for· disf'UHHio11,.;. 
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