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The generic name Neolepidothrix Paclt, 2009 was proposed as a replacement name for
Lepidothrix Bonaparte, 1854 (Aves), on ground of preoccupation by “Lepidothrix”
Menge, 1854 (Thysanura). However, a careful analysis of the original publications re-

veals that Menge used the spelling Lepidotrix. Therefore the two names are not homo-

nyms and they remain valid for their respective taxa. The name Lepidothrix Bonaparte,

1854 is here declared a nomen protectum, taking precedence over the nomen oblitum
Lepidothrix Agassiz, 1846.

Introduction

Paclt (2009) drew attention to the alleged homonymy of
two genus-group names, Lepidothrix Bonaparte, 1854
and “Lepidothrix” Menge, 1854, currently in use in
birds and in thysanurans, respectively. Paclt (2009) af-
firmed that Lepidothrix Bonaparte, 1854 and “Lepido-
thrix” Menge, 1854 are homonyms, that the former was
published later and that “Lepidothrix” Menge, 1854 is
in prevailing usage in the thysanuran literature. He con-
cluded that Lepidothrix Bonaparte, 1854 was preoc-
cupied by “Lepidothrix” Menge, 1854. Following the
provisions of the International Code of Zoological No-
menclature (hereafter the Code, ICZN, 1999) in case of
homonyms without synonyms (Art. 60.3), Paclt pro-
posed the genus name Neolepidothrix as a replacement
name for Lepidothrix Bonaparte, 1854. However, after
a careful analysis of the original publications it appears
that Paclt based his action on unsupported claims and
uncorrect assumptions.

1. Bonaparte’s name is senior to Menge’s name

Bonaparte (1854b: 316) established the new genus name
Lepidothrix for two species of manakins (Pipridae), pre-
viously included in Pipra Linnaeus, 1758. Bonaparte in-
cluded in the new taxon the species “cyaneocapilla,
Wagl. (herbacea, Spix, fem.)” (i.e. Pipra cyanocapilla
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Hahn, 1826) and “isidorii, Sclater” (i.e. Pipra isidorei
P. L. Sclater, 1852), without selecting a type species.
The type species was subsequently designated by Gray
(1855: 147), who selected “Pipra cyanocapilla, Wagl.”
(i.e. Pipra cyanocapilla Hahn, 1826, currently a junior
synonym of Pipra coronata Spix, 1825, see Hellmayr,
1929: 17). Bonaparte’s name was published in a revision
of the Volucres Anisodactyli that appeared in the Au-
gust (11th) issue, volume 2 of Ateneo Italiano, a short-
lived journal published in Italian in Paris in 1853-1854.
The exact publication date of the August issue is not
known, although Richmond (1917: 573) affirmed that
the issues were published on the 15th of the month. The
11th issue was received by the Académie des Sciences
in Paris on or before 28 August and recorded in the
Académie proceedings (Anonymous, 1854c: 444). It is
worth mentioning that the manuscript name “Lepido-
thrix Schiff.” was listed by Bonaparte (1854a) in a gen-
eral classification of birds published earlier in the same
year in the Annales des Sciences Naturelles, Zoologie.
A reprint was presented by the author to the Académie
des Sciences in Paris on or before 29 May and re-
corded in the Académie proceedings (Anonymous,
1854a: 1031), and the journal issue received by the Aca-
démie des Sciences in Paris on or before 26 June and
recorded in the Académie proceedings (Anonymous,
1854b: 1156). However, in that publication “Lepidothrix
Schiff.” is a nomen nudum and not available.
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Berendt started the publication of a multivolume
treatise on the organisms preserved in Baltic amber.
Berendt was able to publish only the first part in 1845
and prepared the manuscript of the second part in col-
laboration with Kock. After Berendt’s untimely death in
1850, Menge supplied several notes to the manuscript
of the second part and published it in 1854 (Koch &
Berendt, 1854). In a note to a new species of tysanuran
Menge described two additional new genera, Lepidion
and Lepidotrix (not Lepidothrix!). The second part of
Berendt’s work was recorded as published in the Bérsen-
blatt fiir den deutschen Buchhandel issue dated 18 Octo-
ber (Anonymous, 1854d: 1762).

According to Art. 21.3 of the Code, the availability
of a name must date from “the earliest day on which
the work is demonstrated to be in existence”. Hence,
Bonaparte’s name is available from 28 August 1854,
predating Menge’s name by almost two months, contra
Paclt (2009).

2. Lepidothrix Bonaparte and Lepidotrix Menge
are not homonyms

The names Lepidothrix Bonaparte, 1854 and Lepidotrix
Menge, 1854 differ in a letter and according to the Art.
56.2 of Code they are deemed to be not homonyms,
contra Paclt (2009).

3. Lepidothrix “Menge” Silvestri (1912) is an
unjustified emendation

The genus name Lepidotrix Menge, 1854 has been reg-
ularly used in the entomological literature since its
creation (e.g. Ander 1942; Paclt 1967; Sturm & Machi-
da 2001). The name was emended to Lepidothrix by
Silvestri (1912: 49). According to Art. 33.2.3, this ac-
tion was an unjustified emendation and the genus name
Lepidothrix Silvestri, 1912 is automatically an objective
junior synonym of Lepidotrix Menge, 1854. This point
was clarified by Carpenter (1992).

4. The spelling Lepidothrix is not in prevailing usage

The Art. 33.2.3.1 of the Code prescribes that emenda-
tions in prevailing usage must be maintained. However,
that case does not apply here. Indeed, even a cursory
survey of the thysanuran literature reveals that both
spellings were in use in recent years (Lepidotrix: e.g.
Sturm & Machida 2001; Grimaldi 2001; Giribet 2004;
Carapelli 2006; Zrzavy 2008; Lepidothrix: e.g. Wygod-
zinsky 1961; Sturm 1998; Sturm & Mendes 1998; Engel
2006), and no claims of prevailing usage can be made.
Although not mentioned by Paclt (2009), the genus
name Lepidothrix Bonaparte, 1854 is predated by Lepi-
dothrix Agassiz, 1846. However, Agassiz’s name was
introduced as an unjustified emendation of Lepitrix Le
Peletier de Saint-Fargeau & Serville, 1828 (currently in
use for a genus of Scarabeidae Melolonthinae Hopliini
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beetles, with the emended spelling Lepithrix, see Dalla
Torre, 1915). Lepidothrix Bonaparte, 1854 was used as
the valid name in at least 25 works by at least 10
authors in the last 50 years over a span of at least 10
years (Prum 1992; Endler & Thery 1996; Thery 1997;
Brumfield & Braun 2001; Ridgely & Greenfield 2001;
Hilty 2002; Dalgleish & Price 2003; Heindl & Winkler
2003; Snow 2004; Cheviron et al. 2005; Ryder & Durédes
2005; Engel 2006; Greeney 2006; Restall etal. 2006;
Sousa 2006; Tori et al. 2006; Durdes et al. 2007; Loi-
selle etal. 2007; Rego etal. 2007; Schulenberg et al.
2007; Blendinger et al. 2008; Buitron-Jurado 2008; Hi-
dalgo et al. 2008; Mallet-Rodrigues 2008; Ancides et al.
2009; Vanderhoff & Grafton 2009), while Agassiz’s
name has never been used as a valid name since its crea-
tion, and a fortiori since 1899. The requirements of Art.
23.9.1.1 and 23.9.1.2 of the Code are met and in accor-
dance with Art. 23.9.2 the name Lepidothrix Bonaparte,
1854 is here regarded as valid, qualifying as a nomen
protectum, and deemed to have precedence over Lepi-
dothrix Agassiz, 1846, qualifying as a nomen oblitum.

Conclusion

Hence, the genus name Lepidothrix Bonaparte, 1854 is
the valid name for a manakin genus, Lepidotrix Menge,
1854 remains the valid name for the thysanuran taxon
and the genus name Neolepidothrix Paclt, 2009 be-
comes a junior objective synonym of Lepidothrix Bona-
parte, 1854.

This case well exemplifies the critical role of acces-
sing the original publications in taxonomic decisions.
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