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Case  3103

Orsodacne  Latreille,  1802  (Insecta,  Coleoptera):  proposed  conservation
by  the  designation  of  Chrysomela  cerasi  Linnaeus,  1758  as  the  type
species

Hans  Silfverberg

Finnish  Museum  of  Natural  History,  Zoological  Museum.  P.  O.  Box  1  7,
FIN-00014  Helsingfors.  Finland  (e-mail:  hans.silfverberg@helsinki.fi)

Abstract.  The  purpose  of  this  application  is  to  conserve  the  long  understanding  and
usage  of  the  generic  name  Orsodacne  Latreille,  1802  for  a  holarctic  group  of  leaf
beetles  (family  chrysomelidae).  The  genus  was  originally  based  on  a  single  species  of
uncertain  identity  but  in  1810  Latreille  himself  designated  Chrysomela  cerasi
Linnaeus.  1758  as  the  type.  This  species  has  been  treated  as  the  type  since  that  date.
Species  of  Orsodacne  are  pests  on  cultivated  plants.

Keywords.  Nomenclature;  taxonomy;  Coleoptera;  chrysomelidae;  Orsodacne;  Lerna;
Orsodacne  cerasi:  leaf  beetles;  plant  pests.

1  .  The  genus  Orsodacne  was  introduced  by  Latreille  (  1  802,  p.  223)  with  the  single
included  species  'Lema  ruficollis  Fabricius'.  In  1787  Fabricius  (p.  88)  had  described
a  species  Crioceris  ruficollis  from  "Cajennae";  this  was  subsequently  placed  in  his  new
genus  Lema  by  Fabricius  (1798,  p.  91  )  and  is  still  currently  known  as  Lema  ruficollis.
However,  Latreille  did  not  indicate  that  his  new  genus  was  South  American.

2.  Later  Latreille  (1804,  p.  349)  gave  a  more  complete  description  of  Orsodacne,
mentioning  the  same  distinguishing  characters.  He  included  in  the  genus  two  species
from  France,  called  Orsodacna  (sic)  clilorolica  (i.e.  Crioceris  chlorotica  Olivier,  1791)
and  Orsodacna  (sic)  humeralis  Latreille,  1804,  These  two  nominal  species  have  been
included  in  Orsodacne  since  1804  (see,  for  example,  Clavareau,  1913),  the  former
listed  as  a  synonym  of  O.  cerasi  (Linnaeus,  1  758),  the  latter  as  a  synonym  of  O.  lineola
(Panzer,  1795),  which  is  a  junior  primary  homonym  that  must  be  replaced  by
Latreille's  name  humeralis.  Latreille  (1804)  also  gave  as  a  synonym  of  O.  chlorotica
the  name  Crioceris  fidvicollis  Fabricius,  1792  (p.  5),  which  has  subsequently  been
listed  in  the  synonymy  of  O.  cerasi.  The  question  arises  whether  fulvicollis  was  the
species  that  Latreille  had  meant  two  years  earlier  when  he  mentioned  "ruficollis'.

3.  Still  later,  in  a  work  that  has  been  considered  to  contain  the  first  designations
of  type  species  for  insect  genera,  Latreille  himself  (1810,  p.  431)  designated  the
European  species  'Crioceris  cerasi  Fab.'  (i.e.  Chrysomela  cerasi  Linnaeus,  1758,
p.  376)  as  the  type  of  Orsodacne.  This  species  has  consistently  been  treated  as  the  type
of  the  genus.

4.  Under  the  Code  Crioceris  ruficollis  (now  Lema  ruficollis)  is  the  type  species  of
Orsodacne  by  original  monotypy.  Yet  since  1804  a  different  use  of  Orsodacne  has
been  stable,  as  shown  by  the  following  recently-published  representative  works  in
which  the  name  has  appeared:  Lindroth  (Ed.,  1960),  Arnett  (1960-1962),  Gressitt  &
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Kimoto  (1961),  Gurjeva  &  Kryzhanovskij  (Eds.,  1965),  Brakman  (1966),  Mann  &
Crowson  (1981),  Seeno  &  Wilcox  (1982),  Gruev  &  Tomov  (1984).  Lucht  (1987),
Suzuki  (1988),  Medvedev  &  Dubeshko  (1992),  Jolivet  &  Hawkeswood  (1995),
Hansen  (1996)  and  Pileckis  &  Monsevicius  (1997).  The  genus  Orsodacne  is  not  large,
but  some  of  the  species  have  been  reported  as  damaging  cultivated  plants,  and
furthermore  the  genus  is  the  base  of  the  family-group  name  orsodacnidae  Thomson,
1859  (p.  154).  Generally  this  taxon  has  been  treated  as  a  subfamily  within
chrysomelidae;  Boving  &  Craighead  (1931,  p.  63)  elevated  it  to  full  family  rank  and
this  has  lately  been  followed  by  Lawrence  &  Newton  (1995).

5.  Recognition  of  Criocehs  ruficoUis  Fabricius,  1787,  which  has  been  placed  in
Lema  since  Fabricius's  (1798)  description  of  the  genus,  as  the  type  species  of
Orsodacne  Latreille,  1802  would  render  the  name  Orsodacne  a  junior  subjective
synonym  of  Lema.  A  new  name  would  be  needed  for  Orsodacne  as  currently
understood,  a  change  that  would  cause  considerable  confusion.  The  name  Lema
Fabricius,  1798  relates  to  a  large  worldwide  genus  of  leaf  beetles  (family
CHRYSOMELIDAE,  Subfamily  criocerinae)  with  many  pests  on  several  important
cultivated  plants;  the  type  of  the  genus  is  the  European  Chrysomela  cyanella
Linnaeus,  1758,  of  which  L.  pimcticollis  (Curtis,  1830)  is  a  junior  synonym.  I  propose
that  Chrysomela  cerasi  Linnaeus,  1758  be  designated  as  the  type  species  of  Orsodacne
Latreille,  1802,  in  accord  with  Latreille's  own  (1810)  designation.

6.  The  International  Commission  on  Zoological  Nomenclature  is  accordingly
asked:

(1)  to  use  its  plenary  power  to  set  aside  all  previous  fixations  of  type  species  for  the
nominal  genus  Orsodacne  Latreille.  1802  and  to  designate  Chrysomela  cerasi
Linnaeus,  1758  as  the  type  species;

(2)  to  place  on  the  Official  List  of  Generic  Names  in  Zoology  the  name  Orsodacne
Latreille,  1802  (gender:  feminine),  type  species  by  designation  under  the
plenary  power  in  (1)  above  Chrysomela  cerasi  Linnaeus,  1758;

(3)  to  place  on  the  Official  List  of  Specific  Names  in  Zoology  the  name  cerasi
Linnaeus,  1  758,  as  published  in  the  binomen  Chrysomela  cerasi  (specific  name
of  the  type  species  of  Orsodacne  Latreille,  1802).

References

Arnett,  R.H.  1960-1962.  The  beetles  of  the  United  States.  1  1  12  pp.  The  Catholic  University  of
America,  Washington,  D.C.

Boving,  A.G.  &  Craighead,  F.C.  1931.  An  illustrated  synopsis  of  the  principal  larval  forms
of  the  order  Coleoptera.  Entomologicae  Americana,  11:  1-351.

Brakman,  P.J.  1966.  Lijst  van  Coleoptera  uit  Nederland  en  hat  omliggend  gebied.  Monogra-
phien  van  de  Nederlandsche  Entomologische  Vereeniging,  2:  1-219.

Clavareau,  H.  1913.  Chrysomelidae:  1.  Sagrinae;  2.  Donaciinae;  3.  Orsodacninae;  4.  Crioceri-
nae.  Coleopteroruin  Calalogus,  51:  1-103.

Fabricius, J.C. 1787. Mantissa insectorum sistens eorum species nuper .  .  .,  vol.  1 .  348 pp.
Hafniae.

Fabricius,  J.C.  1792.  Enlomologia  systematica  emendata  et  aiicla.  vol.  1.  part  2.  538  pp.
Hafniae.

Fabricius,  J.C.  1798.  Supplementiim  entomologiae  systematicae  emendata  et  aiicta  .  .  .  572  pp.
Hafniae.

Gressitt,  J.L.  &  Kimoto,  S.  1961.  The  Chrysomelidae  (Coleopt.)  of  China  and  Korea.  Part  1.
Pacific  Insects  Monograph.  lA:  1-299.



96  Bulletin  of  Zoological  Nomenclature  57(2)  June  2000

Gruev,  B.  &  Tomov,  V.  1984.  Fauna  Bulgarica.  13.  Coleoptera,  Chrysomelidae.  Part  1.  220  pp.
Bolgarskoj  Akademii  Nauk.  Sofia.

Gurjeva,  E.L.  &  Kryzhanovskij,  O.L.  (Eds.).  1965.  Opredelitel"  nasekomyh  evropejskoj  chasti
SSSR.  2.  Zhestkokrylye  i  veerokrylye.  Opredelileli  po  Fauiie  SSSR.  89:  1-668.

Hansen,  M.  1996.  Katalog  over  Danmarks  biller.  Catalogue  of  the  Coleoptera  of  Denmark.
Enlomologiske  Meddelelser.  64:  1-231.

Jolivet,  P.  &  Hawkeswood,  T.J.  1995.  Host-plaiUs  of  Chrysomelidae  of  the  world.  281  pp.
Backhuys,  Leiden.

LatreiUe,  P.A.  1802.  1804.  Histoire  naturelle,  generate  et  particuliere  des  cruslaces  el  des
insecles.  vol.  3,  467  pp.  (1802);  vol.  1  1,  422  pp.  (1804).  Paris.

LatreiUe,  P.A.  1810.  Considerations  generates  sur  I'ordre  naturel  des  animaux  composant  les
classes  des  cruslaces.  des  arachnides  el  des  insectes  avec  un  tableau  methodique  de  leurs
genres disposes en families. 444 pp. Paris.

Lawrence,  J.F.  &  Newton,  A.F.,  Jr.  1995.  Families  and  subfamilies  of  Coleoptera  (with  selected
genera,  notes,  references  and  data  on  family-group  names).  Pp.  779-1006  in  Pakaluk.  J.
&  Slipinski.  S.A.  (Eds.),  Biology,  phytogeny  and  classification  of  Coleoptera:  papers
celebrating  the  80th  birthday  of  Roy  A.  Crowson.  Muzeum  i  Instytut  Zoologii  PAN,
Warsaw.

Lindroth,  C.H.  (Ed.).  1960.  Catatogus  Coteopterorum  Fennoscandiae  et  Daniae.  476  pp.  Lund.
Linnaeus,  C.  1758.  Systema  Naturae.  Ed.  10,  vol.  1.  824  pp.  Salvii.  Holmiae.
Lucht,  W.H.  1987.  Die  Kdfer  Miiteleuropas.  Katalog.  342  pp.  Goecke  &  Evers,  Kxefeld.
Mann,  J.S.  &  Crowson,  R.A.  1981.  The  systematic  positions  of  Orsodacne  Latr.  and  Syneta

Lac.  (Coleoptera  Chrysomelidae),  in  relation  to  characters  of  larvae,  internal  anatomy
and  tarsal  vestiture.  Journal  of  Natural  History.  15:  727-749.

Medvedev,  L.N.  &  Dubeshko,  L.N.  1992.  Opredelitel'  listoedov  Sibiri.  220  pp.  Irkutskogo
Universiteta.

Pileckis,  S.  &  Monsevicius,  V.  1997.  Lietuvos  Fauna.  Vabalai  2.  216  pp.  Mokslo  is  enciklopediju
leidybos  institutas,  Vilnius.

Seeno,  T.N.  &  Wilcox,  J.A.  1982.  Leaf  beetle  genera  (Coleoptera:  Chrysomelidae).  Entomo-
graphy,  I:  1-221.

Suzuki,  K.  1988.  Comparative  morphology  of  the  internal  reproductive  system  of  the
Chrysomelidae  (Coleoptera).  Series  Entomologica.  42:  317-355.

Thomson,  CO.  1859.  Skandinaviens  Coleoptera.  synoptiskt  bearbetade.  vol.  1.  290  pp.  Lund.

Comments  on  this  case  are  invited  for  publication  (subject  to  editing)  in  the  Bulletin:  they
should  be  sent  to  the  Executive  Secretary,  I.  C.Z.N.  ,  c/o  The  Natural  History  Museum,
Cromwell  Road,  London  SW7  5BD,  U.K.  (e-mail:  iczn(gnhm.ac.uk).



Silfverberg, Hans. 2000. "Orsodacne Latreille, 1802 (Insecta, Coleoptera):
proposed conservation by the designation of Chrysomela cerasi Linnaeus,
1758 as the type species." The Bulletin of zoological nomenclature 57, 94–96. 
https://doi.org/10.5962/bhl.part.20687.

View This Item Online: https://www.biodiversitylibrary.org/item/45022
DOI: https://doi.org/10.5962/bhl.part.20687
Permalink: https://www.biodiversitylibrary.org/partpdf/20687

Holding Institution 
Natural History Museum Library, London

Sponsored by 
Natural History Museum Library, London

Copyright & Reuse 
Copyright Status: In copyright. Digitized with the permission of the rights holder.
Rights Holder: International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature
License: http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-sa/3.0/
Rights: https://biodiversitylibrary.org/permissions

This document was created from content at the Biodiversity Heritage Library, the world's
largest open access digital library for biodiversity literature and archives. Visit BHL at 
https://www.biodiversitylibrary.org.

This file was generated 26 March 2024 at 13:02 UTC

https://doi.org/10.5962/bhl.part.20687
https://www.biodiversitylibrary.org/item/45022
https://doi.org/10.5962/bhl.part.20687
https://www.biodiversitylibrary.org/partpdf/20687
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-sa/3.0/
https://biodiversitylibrary.org/permissions
https://www.biodiversitylibrary.org

