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Abstract

We list 117 genus-group names of Dipterathat were proposed after 1930 with diagnoses and more than one included spe-
cies but without type species designations and review their current status. Research into the earliest proposals making the
names available resulted in one new synonymy: Breviculala Ito, 1949 = Pseudacidia Munro, 1935, n. syn. (Tephritidae),
the discovery of anumber of earlier designations, and the recognition of available genus-group names previously thought
to be nomina nuda. Discussion is made concerning type designations in the Zoological Record and type fixations by
monotypy for genus-group names proposed after 1930 without a type species designation.
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Introduction

Scientific naming in zoology must adhere to a specific legidation for nomenclatural acts to be recognized as
“available” and “valid”. Non-compliant acts will have no nomenclatural standing. The legidlative text — the
International Code of Zoological Nomenclature (1.C.Z.N., 1999) [hereinafter “the Code’] — has changed
over time, and new versions have in general not taken effect on acts proposed under (and compliant with)
older versions. While the various changes have been introduced to improve on zoological naming, they also
carry the risk of not being fully appreciated by the taxonomic community. The aim of the present paper isto
call attention to one such change that has been widely overlooked or misinterpreted, and to revise the Diptera
names that are affected. This paper is aso apreliminary step in a collaborative project to check and verify the
over 22,000 genus-group names of Diptera currently in the Biosystematic Database of World Diptera [Even-
huis et al. (2008) at http://www.diptera.org] together with their type species, their status, and other relevant
details.

Genus-group names proposed after 1930

According to the Code, the method by which genus-group names of animals are made available differs dra-
matically between two primary criteria: whether the names were proposed before 1931 or after 1930.
1. Before 1931, agenus-group name could be proposed with a diagnosis or bibliographic reference to one;

Accepted by D. Bickel: 9 Sept. 2008; published: 22 Oct. 2008 1



