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‘Sorry to be ruining your day !
(P. Bouchet, in email, 29 December 2005)

Some critical remarks on a recently published paper on the development of Cuvierinidae
(Basteria 69, 2005) are discussed. A diagnosis for the family Praecuvierinidae Janssen, 2005 is
provided. A replacement name, Urceolarica nom. nov,, is introduced for Urceolaria Janssen, 2005,
not of Lamarck, 1801 or Stein, 1867. Authorship of some family group names is corrected and
the systematics of Thecosomata are revised.
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Professor Dr Philippe Bouchet (Muséum national d'Histoire naturelle, Paris, France;
in litt.,, December 2005) has made several critical remarks regarding my 2005 Cuvierinidae
paper, which I will answer here, as follows:

1. Availability of the family name Praecuvierinidae

This new family was erected (Janssen, 2005: 35) to accommodate two new genera,
Praecuvierina and Texacuvierina. To be available, according to ICZN art. 13.1.1, the name
should ‘be accompanied by a description or definition that states in words characters that
are purported to differentiate the taxon ..". Bouchet is right in noting that such a descrip-
tion or definition was not included. A diagnosis of the Praecuvierinidae family is as fol-
lows:

Bilaterally symmetrical Euthecosomata of Middle to Late Eocene age, with a
Cuvierina-like shell of very small dimensions (1/5th to 1/10th the shell height of true
Cuvierinidae) and without any surface ornamentation.

Praecuvierinidae are not considered to be ancestral to Cuvierinidae (known only
from the Late Oligocene onwards), but rather as an earlier and unsuccessful offshoot from
Creseidae.

2. The genus group name Urceolaria Janssen, 2005

1) For no. 15 in this series see Basteria, Supplement 3: 45-48 (2006).
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Unfortunately, this name turns out to be preoccupied by Urceolaria Lamarck (1801:
389) (Rotifera) and Urceolaria Stein, 1867 (Protozoa, Ciliophora). Therefore, I here intro-
duce the name Urceolarica nom. nov. (gender: feminine), also named after the specific
name of Cuvierina urceolaris Morch, 1850, as replacement name for Urceolaria Janssen, 2005
[not of Lamarck, 1801, or Stein, 1867).

3. Authorship of superfamily Cavolinioidea

Janssen (2003: 164) [a paper apparently not yet available to Bouchet & Rocroi (2005)],
and Janssen (2005: 35) both cited Fischer, 1883 as author of the superfamily Cavolinioidea,
following Van der Spoel (1967: 56, and 1976: 16, in both cases as Cavoliniidae Fischer,
1883). Indeed, Fischer (1883: 434) introduced the name Cavoliniidae, based on the genus
name Cavolinia, although Gray (1850: 3, 4) had already used the name Cavolinidae (based
on Cavolina). I overlooked Opinion 883 of ICZN (1969: 28) in which Cavoliniidae Gray,
1850 (correction of Cavolinidae), based on the type genus Cavolinia Abildgaard, 1791, was
placed on the Official List of Family Group Names in Zoology, with name number 438.
According to the Principle of Coordination (ICZN, 1999, art. 36.1), all family group names
based on a certain genus have the same authorship and date.

4. Authorship of Heterobranchia

According to Bouchet & Rocroi (2005: 209), the author of Heterobranchia is not Gray,
1840, as stated in Janssen (2005: 35), but Burmeister, 1837.

5. Classification of Thecosomata

Bouchet & Rocroi (2005) presented a classification of the Thecosomata in which sev-
eral ranks and authorships differ from the ones given in Janssen (2003: 164). Therefore it
seems useful to give this classification again here, with corrected ranks and authorships
as they should be in my opinion (several ranks deviate from Bouchet & Rocroi’s classifi-
cation):

Order Thecosomata De Blainville, 1824
Suborder Euthecosomata Meisenheimer, 1905
Superfamily Limacinoidea Gray, 1847
Family Limacinidae Gray, 1847
Superfamily Cavolinioidea Gray, 1850
Family Cavoliniidae Gray, 1850
Family Cliidae Jeffreys, 1869 (note 1)
Family Creseidae Curry, 1982 (note 2)
Family Cuvierinidae Van der Spoel, 1967
Family Praecuvierinidae Janssen, 2006 (this paper)
_ Family Sphaerocinidae Janssen & Maxwell, 1995
Suborder Pseudothecosomata Meisenheimer, 1905
Superfamily Cymbulioidea Gray, 1840 (note 3)
Family Cymbuliidae Gray, 1840
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Subfamily Cymbuliinae Gray, 1840
Subfamily Glebinae Van der Spoel, 1976
? Family Desmopteridae Chun, 1889
Family Peraclididae Tesch, 1913

Note 1. - I considered the name Clionae (Van der Spoel, 1967: 31, 57) to be a first intro-
duction of a family group name based on the euthecosome Clio, but indeed Jeffreys (1869:
118) used Cliidae. Still, a much older name is Cliodinae Menke (1828), in corrected form
and in family rank, Clioidae Menke, 1828. A proposal to put this name (as Cliidae) on the
Official List of Family Group Names in Zoology was published by Willan et al. (2004)
(ICZN Case 3211). This proposal, however, was criticised by Bouchet (2005), who stated
that the name Clio, as used by Menke (1828), refers to a gymnosome genus, for which
nowadays the name Clione Pallas, 1774, is in use. In Menke’s days, the thecosome genus
now referred to as Clio, used to be indicated as Cleodora Péron & Lesueur, 1810. At the time
of submitting the present paper ICZN Opinion 2133 appeared (ICZN, 2006), ruling that
the correct name for a family based on Clio is Cliidae Jeffreys, 1869.

Note 2. - Janssen (2003: 164) erroneously considered Rang (1828) to be the author of
Creseidae. In Rang (1828: 305), however, just the name Creseis was introduced, as a sub-
genus of Cleodora. Bouchet & Rocroi (2005) presumed Curry, 1982 to be the author (of
Creseinae, in their paper). Curry’s paper is usually cited as 1981, but indeed, on 24 January
1982 Dennis Curry (in litt.) referred to his manuscript as ‘in press’. In that paper, he used
(p. 42) the name Creseidae Rampal, 1975. However, this name (Rampal, 1975: 127, as
Creseiidae) is not nomenclaturally available (unpublished Ph.D. thesis)(Bouchet & Rocroi,
2005: 57).

Note 3. — I was unaware of the family name Cymbuliidae Gray, 1840 (a paper not
available to me, unfortunately). I accepted the authorship of Cantraine, 1841 after Van der
Spoel (1976: 18, 35). Now, following the Principle of Coordination again, I accept the
superfamily name Cymbulioidea Gray, 1840, on the authority of Bouchet & Rocroi (2005),
instead of Peraclidoidea Tesch, 1913.
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