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Recently, Kasatkin (2005) revised the genus Plagionotus Mulsant, 
1842 and divided it into three different genera: Plagionotus, Neopla-
gionotus Kasatkin, 2005 and Paraplagionotus Kasatkin, 2005, this 
latter being a replacement name for Echinocerus Mulsant, “1863 
(non White, 1848)”. The purpose of this note is not a taxonomical 
one and I will not comment on the suitability of the characters used 
for this separation. This is a nomenclatural note, whose publication 
could have been avoided, had Kasatkin had knowledge of the facts 
published in Vives & Alonso-Zarazaga (2000). 
 In the latter, a list of synonyms of the genera and species of 
the Iberian fauna, the genus Echinocerus Mulsant, 1862 is used as 
valid (as it was in the descriptive part of the work). This would not 
have happened if Mulsant’s name were a homonym. While prepar-
ing this list, I noticed that Neave (1939, p. 183) included Echinoce-
rus White, 1848 in his list of genus-group names in Zoology, with 
the note “(pro Echidno- White 1842)”. This was the clue that some-
thing irregular happened with White’s name and I checked his paper 
in the Library of the Museo Nacional de Ciencias Naturales in Ma-
drid. 
 White described a new Northern American crab in his own 
previously described genus Echidnocerus White, 1842. The generic 
name is correctly spelled in the plate caption but incorrectly 
throughout the text (including the title) as Echinocerus. There is no 
indication that the author wanted to intentionally change the original 
spelling in the text, so the spelling Echinocerus is an incorrect sub-
sequent spelling (Art. 33.3 of the International Code of Zoological 
Nomenclature). According to this, it is an unavailable name and it 
does not enter into homonymy. This is the reason why in Vives & 
Alonso-Zarazaga (2000, p. 590) White’s name is not mentioned. Not 
competing into homonymy, it is evident that Echinocerus Mulsant, 
1862, is the valid name for this taxon and consequently, I syn-
onymize here Paraplagionotus Kasatkin, 2005, syn. nov., with it. 
Consequently, its only species is correctly named Echinocerus 
floralis (Pallas, 1773). 
 In Vives & Alonso-Zarazaga (2000, p. 655-656) a long dis-
cussion of the dates and parts in which Mulsant’s work appeared 
were given, substantiating thus the dates given by Neave (l.c.). 
 González Peña et al. (2007) have recently published a new 
catalogue of the Cerambycidae of the Iberian and Macaronesian  
 
 

Fauna. It is unfortunate that the valuable text has spelling errors and 
many other mistakes, that could have been easily spotted by a 
careful revision from the part of authors and reviewers. In addition, 
the uncritical follow-up of Kasatkin’s action regarding Echinocerus 
Mulsant, contrary to the Code rules, is an unnecesary demerit to 
what could have been a good work. Most of the nomenclatural (not 
taxonomic!) problems for the Iberian Cerambycidae were already 
solved by Vives & Alonso-Zarazaga (2000). Even so, the authors 
still insist in writing Tetrops praeusta, contravening Art. 30.1.4.3 of 
the Code, that states that all generic names ending in -ops are 
masculine, regardless of its derivation or of its treatment by its 
author. This is an unexplainable situation, given the fact that one of 
the authors of the Catalogue (E. Vives) is also the author for the 
nomenclature in Vives & Alonso-Zarazaga (2000) and he should 
know his own publications. In the latter, the correct name Tetrops 
praeustus is used on p. 654 and the gender change explained on p. 
661. While the zoologists do not know and do not use correctly the 
Code, these situations will tediously appear once and again, leading 
us to boredom. 
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