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REQUEST FOR THE SUPPRESSION OF DIDERMOCERUS BROOKES,
1828 (MAMMALIA). (Z.N.(S.) 1779)

By Patrick J. Boylan (Leicestershire Museums, Art Galleries & Records Service)
and Margaret Green (Scientific Assistant, International Commission on
Zoological Nomenclature)

In 1967, one of us expressed concern that the names Didermocerus Brookes,
1828 and Dicerorhinus Gloger, 1841 were both in current use for a genus of
rhinoceros (Boylan, 1967, Proc. Yorks. Geol. Soc. 36 : 115-125). At the same
time the Commission was requested to determine the matter, and towards this
end three different alternative sets of proposals were submitted (Boylan, 1967
Bull. Zool. Nomencl. 24 : 55-56). Subsequently, there have been both official
and private comments on the alternatives outlined in the original application,
and a survey of the recent usage of the two alternative names has been made.

Didermocerus Brookes, 1828 and Dicerorhinus Gloger, 1841 are objective
synonyms because they share the same type-species by monotypy, Rhinoceros
sumatrensis Fischer, 1814 (Zoogn. 3 : 301).

Didermocerus Brookes, 1828 was published in a sale catalogue (A4 catalogue
of the anatomical and zoological museum of Joshua Brookes Part One, London:
76 pp) and appears on page 75 as Lot 16 of the rhinoceros specimens, seven of
which are labelled Didermocerus sumatrensis. The sale catalogue fulfills the
conditions laid down 1n Article 8 of the Code and i1s therefore an available
publication for purposes of zoological nomenclature. One other name,
Acinonyx Brookes, 1828—the generic name of the cheetah—has already been
placed in the Official List of Generic Names in Zoology with the Name No. 971,
in Opinion 384, published 20th April 1956.

However, the name Didermocerus remained unused until Ellerman and
Morrison-Scott, 1951 (Checklist of Palaearctic and Indian Mammals, 1758—-1846)
resurrected it. Simpson, (1945, Bull. Am. Mus. nat. Hist. 85) noted the priority
of Didermocerus but rejected the name because it was unused and that as i1t had
appeared in a sale catalogue it had not been properly published. On the other
hand Simpson did use Acinonyx (Tom. cit: 120): an inconsistency that was noted
by Ellerman and Morrison-Scott. Clearly Didermocerus cannot reasonably be
rejected on the grounds that the Brookes’ Catalogue is not an available publi-
cation when Acinonyx Brookes, 1828 from the same work is accepted.

Since the publication of Ellerman and Morrison-Scott’s Checklist, Didermo-
cerus has come into use and since 1951 at least 19 authors have used the name
in 28 publications referring to the extant Sumatran rhinoceros and Lord Medway
in a letter to the Commission wrote that Didermocerus was in general and wide-
spread use in South and South-East Asia.

On the other hand Dicerorhinus Gloger, 1841 (Handbuch Naturgesch : 125)
is used by nearly all palaeontologists for a number of important fossil species
and is also used by many zoologists for the extant Sumatran rhinoceros,
Rhinoceros sumatrensis Fischer, 1814. D. A. Hooijer (Bull. 24 : 202) strongly
supported the continued use of Dicerorhinus. C. P. Groves (1967, Saugetierk.

Bull. zool. Nomencl., Vol. 31, Part 3. September 1974.



136 Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature

Mitt. 15 : 222) suggests that sumatrensis should be included in the genus
Rhinoceros as 1t shares many characters in common with Rhinoceros sondaicus
Desmarest 1822, but in his comment to the Commission (Bull. 24 : 279) he
states that he has reverted to the use of Dicerorhinus. So far as we are aware the
only use of Didermocerus for a fossil species was by one of us (Boylan, 1967
Proc. Yorks. Geol. Soc. op. cit.) but although still convinced of the correctness
of this usage under the Code, the form “ Dicerorhinus’ has subsequently been
preferred in order to avoid confusion in palacontological literature.

The three proposals between which the Commission was asked to choose
in the original application may be summarised as follows: (A) recognise the
validity of the Brookes’ Catalogue and of Didermocerus and reject Dicerorhinus,
(B) reject the Brookes Catalogue and adopt the next available name 1.e. Diceror-

hinus; or (C) suppress the (valid) generic name Didermocerus by the use of the
Commission’s plenary powers.

As Sir Terence Morrison-Scott (pers. comm.) has rightly pointed out which-
ever decision 1s reached it will clearly be a long time before the preferred usage
is fully adopted and the position stabilised. Nor can a decision be reached on
the relative merits of the two generic names without considering the significance
of the Brookes Catalogue itself. Apart from its importance in respect of
Acinonyx, Groves (Bull. 24 : 279) also points out that if the Commission decides
not to validate the name Pan Oken, 1816 (Bull. 31 : 29) for the chimpanzee, the
next available name is Theranthropus which appears on page 48 of the Brookes
Catalogue.

We are of the opinion that the Brookes Catalogue must be regarded as a
valid work, and in Opinion 384 (Acinonyx) the Commission has by implication
supported this view. Therefore of the three proposals outlined in the original
application (Boylan, 1967, Bull. loc. cit.) proposal B does not seem to us to be
acceptable. The remaining courses of action open to the Commission are
therefore either to insist on the use of the prior name of Didermocerus (against
the prevailing usage particularly in palaeontology where much of the taxonomic
research into this particular group is concentrated) or to suppress Didermocerus
in favour of Dicerorhinus by use of the plenary powers. A survey of the
literature has shown that since 1951 more than 40 authors have used Dicerorhinus
in 56 publications.

It should be noted that if the nomen oblitum rule of the present Code had
been in existence in 1951 Didermocerus might well have been suppressed by the
Commission before the publication of Ellerman and Morrison-Scott’s Checklist.

The International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature is therefore
requested to:

1. Use its plenary powers to suppress the name Didermocerus Brookes,
1828 for the purposes of the Law of Priority but not for those of Law of
Homonymy;

2. Place the sale catalogue ““A catalogue of the anatomical and zoological
museum of Joshua Brookes Part One” published in London in 1828 on the
Official List of Works Approved as available for Zoological Nomenclature;
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3. Place the following name on the Official List of Generic Names in Zoo-
logy: Dicerorhinus Gloger, 1841 (gender: masculine), type-species by monotypy
Rhinoceros sumatrensis Fischer, 1814 :

4. Place the specific name sumatrensis Fischer, 1814 (type-species of
Dicerorhinus Gloger, 1841) on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology;

5. Place the name Didermocerus Brookes, 1828, suppressed under the
plenary powers in (1) above, on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid
Generic Names in Zoology.

REFERENCES

The following references are to serve as an indication of the usage of the names
Didermocerus Brookes 1828 and Dicerorhinus Gloger, 1841, since the publication of
Ellerman and Morrison-Scott’s 1951 Checklist. Except where otherwise stated all
re_feﬁnces are to the Sumatran rhinoceros D. sumatrensis. Fossil species are indicated
witht.

Didermocerus Brookes, 1828

ALl S. & SANTAPAU, H. 1960. J. Bombay nat. Hist. Soc. 56 : 625

ANDERSEN, S. 1962. Int. Zoo. Yearb. 3, 1961 (1962) : 56-57

ANON. 1970. Malay Nat. J. 24 : 1-2

BoyLAN, P. J. 1967. Proc. Yorks. Geol. Soc. 36 : 115-125 (Tt D. hemitoechus)

CAVE, A. J. E. 1964. Proc. Zool. Soc. Lond. 142 : 73-83

CAVE, A. J. E. & AUMONIER, F. 1962. JI. R. micr. Soc. 81 : 73-77

—— 1963. JI. R. micr. Soc. 82 : 29-37

—— 1966. JI. R. micr. Soc. 86 : 51-57

GRrovVEs, C. P. 1965. Saugetierk. Mitt. 13 : 128-131

HisLor, J. A. 1961. Malay Nat.J. 2lst Anniv. Spec. Issue: 95-99

—— 1966. Oryx 8 : 353-359

HARRISON, J. 1964. An introduction to the mammals of Sabah. The Sabah Society,
Hesselton, Sabah, Malaysia

—— 1966. An introduction to the mammals of Singapore and Malaya. Singapore
Branch, Malayan Nature Society, Singapore

HARRISSON, T. 1955. Oryx 3 :134-137

—— 1957. Sarawak Mus. J. 7, 1956 : 263-274

KRUMBIEGEL, I. 1962. Saugetierk. Mitt. 10 : 1-2

—— 1965. Saugetierk. Mitt. 13 : 97-100

LANG, E. M. 1959. Saugetierk. Mitt. 7 : 177

Lukaszewicz, K. 1962. Przegl. zool. 6 : 303-306

MepwAy, Lord. 1965. Mammals of Borneo, Field keys and an annotated checklist.
Malaysian Branch of the Royal Asiatic Society, Singapore: i-xiv, 1-193

—— 1966a. Sarawak Mus. J. 12 (25-26) : 77-82

—— 1966b. Sarawak Mus. J. 14 : 185-216

METCALFE, G. T. C. 1961. Malay Nat. J. 21st Anniv. Spec. Issue: 183-191

PRATER, S. H. 1965. The book of Indian Animals (2nd Edition), Bombay

REYNOLDS, R. J. 1961. Int. Zoo. Yearb. 2, 1960 (1961) : 42-43

STEVENS, W. E. 1968. Malay Nat. J. 22 : 10-17

STRICKLAND, D. L. 1967. Malay Nat. J. 20 : 1-17

TAaLBoT, L. M. 1960. Oryx 5 :143-293

Dicerorhinus Gloger, 1841

Fossil species are marked with ()

Abpam, K. D. 1958. Razpr. Akad. Ljubljana (4) 4 : 435-440. (1D. kirchbergensis.)
ARAMBOURG, C. 1959. Pub. Carte géol. Algér. Pal. Mém. 4 :1-161. (1D. primaevus

Sp. nov, p. 56)



138 Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature

BonNIFAY, M. F. 1961. Ann. Paléont. 47 : 75-89 (T D. merkii)

CADEO, G. 1958. Natura, Milano 49 : 151-157 (tD. merkii)

CHALINE, J. 1963. Bull. scient. Bourgogne 31 : 123-133 (tD. merkii)

Crow, B. 1963. Vertebr. palasiat. 7 :325-330 (1D. choukoutienensis, 1D.
yunchuchenensis)

CLuTTON-BROCK, J. 1970. J. Zool. Lond. 162 : 19-29 (T Dicerorhinus)

CzyzewskA, T. 1962. Acta palaeont. polon. T : 223-234 (1 D. merkii)

—— 1958. Acta. palaeont. pol. 3 (1) 49-58 (1 Dicerorhinus)

DEGERBOL, M. 1952. Biol. Skr. 6 (8) : 1-26 (T D. kirchbergensis)

DIeTRICH, W. O. 1953. Z. Gesamt. Geol. Min. Geophys. Berlin 2 : 417-430 (}D.
etruscus)

GROVES, C. P. 1967. Saugetierk. Mitt. 15 : 221-237

GUERIN, C., BALLESIO, R. & MEON-VILAIN, H. 1969. Docums Lab. Géol. Fac. Sci.
Lyon No. 31 : 55-145 (1 D. megarhinus)

Hass, G. 1966. On the vertebrate fauna of the Lower Pleistocene site. ““Ubeidiya”.
Israel Academy of Sciences and Humanities, Jerusalem : 1-68 (1D. & TD.
efruscus)

Hoouer, D. A. 1960. Bull. Res. Counc. Israel 99 : 104-108 (tD. merkii)
—— 1961. Zool. Verhandl. Leiden No. 49 : 1-68 (tD. merkii)
—— 1966. Bull. Br. Mus. nat. Hist. Geol. 13 : 117-190 (1 D. leakeyi sp. nov.)

KAHLKE, H. D. 1960. The early middle Pleistocene mammalian fauna of Sussenborn
In: MusiL, R. Mammalia pleistocaenica Anthropos 1 Suppl. : 77-99 (}D.
etruscus)

—— 1960. Paldont. Z. 34-9 (TD. etruscus)

—— 1965. Paldont. Abh. Berlin (Abt. A) 2 : 451-520 (1 D. etruscus)

—— 1969. Paldont. Abh. Berlin (Abt. A) 3 : 547-610 (T D. etruscus)

KoOROTKEVICH, E. L. 1961. Zbirn. Prats zool. Mus. 30 : 114-121 (D)

KURTEN, B. 1968. Pleistocene Mammals of Europe, London viii 317 pp (tD. Spp.)

LEHMANN, U. 1957. Mitt. geol. (St.) Inst. Hamb. 26 : 60-99 (T D. etruscus)

Loosg, H. 1960. Proc. Ned. Akad. Wet., Amst. 63B : 380-382 (tD. kirchbergensis)
—— 1961. Proc. Ned. Akad. Wet. Amst. 64B : 4146 (1 D. hemitoechus)

MALEZ, M. 1960. Anthropos 1 Suppl. 1 : 115-125 (T D. etruscus)

—— 196la. Palaeont. Jugoslav. No. 4 : 1-43 (T D. etruscus)

—— 1961b. Geol. Vjesn. 14 : 63-88 (T D. kirchbergensis)

MCcNEELY, J. A. & CrRONIN, E. W. 1962. Oryx 11 : 357-360

McWiLLiams, B. 1970. Bull. Soc. Belge Géol. Paléont. Hydrol. 79 : 169-174 (1D.

etruscus)
MELENTIS, J. K. 1966. Annls. geol. Pays Hell. 16 : 363-402 (T D. etruscus)

MotTL, M. 1959. Carinthia II 68 : 4648 (D. sp)
—— 1967. Mitt. Mus. Bergh. Geol. Tech., Graz 15 : 77-87 (1D.)

Nikorov, I. 1965. Trav. Géol. Bulgarie B. Paléont. 7 : 225-317

PavLovic, M. B. 1963. Geolosk. An. balk. Poluost. 30 : 63-76 (1D. aff. sansaniensis)
PeTTER, G. & HEINTZ E. 1970. Bull. Mus. nat. Hist. nat. Paris 41 1969 : 1292-1298
PsSArRIANOS, P. 1959. Prakt. Akad. Athens 33 : 330-312 (1 D. etruscus)

(D.)

RADULESCcU, C. & Kovacs, A. 1966. Lucr. Inst. Speol. Emil. Racovita 5 : 233-250
(D.)

ROMER, A. S. 1966. Vertebrate Paleontology (3rd Edition) Chicago, viii + 468 pp.
(D.)

RAKOVECH, I. 1965. Razpr. slov. Akad. Znan. Umet (4) Hist. nat. 8 : 225-317 (D.)

SHIKAMA, T., HASEGAWA, Y. & OxkAruil, G. 1967. Bull. nat. Sci. Mus. Tokyo 10 :
455462 (D.)

SUTCLIFFE, A. J. 1960. Trans. Torquay nat. hist. Soc. 13 : 1-26

—— 1963. Notes on the mammal remains. In: SHOTTON, F. W., SUTCLIFFE, A. J.
& WEST R. G. The fauna and flora from the Brick Pit at Lexden, Essex.
Essex Nat. 31 : 15-22 (+D. hemitoechus)



Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature 139

SUTCLIFFE, A. J. 1964. The mammalian fauna pp. 85-111. In Ovey, C. D.,
The Swanscombe Skull, London xii + 216 pp. (TD. Kirchbergensis & TD.
hemitoechus)

—— & ZEUNER, F. E. 1962. Proc. Devon archaeol. expl. Soc. 5 : 127-145. (D.
hemitoechus)

THENIUS, E. 1955. Mitt. geol. Ges. Wien. 45 ;: 135-146 (tD. hemitoechus). 1956—-
1959. In: FELGENHAUR, F. Willendorf in der Wachau. Monographie der

Palaolith-Fundstellen I-VII Mitt. prahist. Komm. Wien 89, 133-170 (fD.
kirchbergensis)

TWEEDIE, M. 1968. Animals 11 : 366-369 (1 D. kirchbergensis, T D. hemitoechus)

ULLRICH, W. 1955. Zool. Gart. Lpz. 22 : 29-33

VANGENGEIM, E. A., BELIAJEVA, E. 1. ef al. 1966. Trud. geol. Inst. Leningr. 152 :
1-163

ViALLy V. 1956. Mem. Soc. ital. Sci. Nat. 12 : 1-70 (7 D. etruscus)

VIReT. 1958. Perissodactyla pp. 368-498. In PIvETEAU, J. Traité de Paléontologie
6 (2), Paris, 962 pp. (Sub-Fam.) Dicerorhininae, Genus Dicerorhinus).

WALKER, A. 1969. Uganda J. 32 : 149-156

YIN, U. T. 1954. J. Bombay nat. Hist. Soc. 52 : 264-284



	1974 Boylan 135.jpg
	1974 Boylan 136.jpg
	1974 Boylan 137.jpg
	1974 Boylan 138.jpg
	1974 Boylan 139.jpg

