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Abstract. The purpose of this application, under Articles 23.9.3, 41, 65.2, and 70.2 of the 
Code, is to conserve the current usage and year of priority of the name Emplectonematidae 
Bürger, 1904 for a family of ribbon worms by reversing its precedence with respect to 
a senior synonym, Eunemertidae Joubin, 1894, and to conserve the current concept and 
usage of its type genus, Emplectonema Stimpson, 1857, by designating Emplectonema 
viride Stimpson, 1857 as the type species. In preparation for these rulings, a common type 
species, Nemertes gracilis Johnston, 1837, is designated herein for the nominal genera 
Nemertes Johnston, 1837 (a largely neglected junior homonym of Nemertes Cuvier, 1816) 
and Eunemertes Joubin, 1894, thereby rendering the latter an objective junior synonym of 
the former and of its valid substitute name. The type species of Nemertes Cuvier, 1816 
was excluded from Nemertidae sensu McIntosh, 1874 and sensu Hubrecht, 1879, which, 
having been recognized as a valid grouping by later authors, required a new name. Of 
the two available candidates, Eunemertidae Joubin, 1894 has been almost unused since 
the 1900s, whereas Emplectonematidae Bürger, 1904 has been in universal use since 
its proposal. The latter name has an uncertain date of priority; 1874, 1894 or 1904, 
depending on whether and how Art. 40.2 applies to it. Emplectonema viride Stimpson, 
1857, or its senior synonym Emplectonema gracile (Johnston, 1837), has universally been 
regarded as the type species of Emplectonema since the 1950s; however, two overlooked 
fixations in 1892 and 1893 of Borlasia camillea Quatrefages, 1846 as the type species 
of this genus now threaten the stability of nemertean genus- and family-level taxonomy.

Keywords. Nomenclature; taxonomy; Nemertea; Hoplonemertea; Monostilifera; 
Eumonostilifera; Emplectonematidae; Eunemertidae; Nemertidae; Borlasia; Borlasia 
camillea; Emplectonema; Emplectonema viride; Eunemertes; Nemertes; Nemertes 
antonina; Nemertes borlasii; Nemertes gracilis; Nemertes neesii; Nemertes viridis; type 
species; synonym; nomen oblitum; overlooked type fixation; substitute name; ribbon 
worms.

1.  Cuvier (1816: 37) established Nemertes Cuvier, 1816 for Nemertes borlasii 
Cuvier, 1816, its type species by monotypy. These two nominal taxa have long been 
and are still now regarded as junior synonyms of the heteronemertean genus Lineus 
Sowerby, 1806 and the bootlace worm Lineus longissimus (Gunnerus, 1770), respectively 
(Johnston, 1837; Gibson, 1995). Despite this, the genus name Nemertes remained in use 
for a different concept for a very long time afterwards.
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2.  In an unpaginated textbook, the relevant text of which was published in 1831, 
Ehrenberg (1828–1831) introduced the name Nemertina Ehrenberg, 1831 for a “Familia” 
of worms consisting of two genera, including “Nemertes Cuvier” with three new species. 
There was no mention of the North Atlantic type species N. borlasii, nor of Lineus 
longissimus, but since Ehrenberg’s work dealt with African and Asian “turbellarians”, this 
is not surprising. With the spelling corrected in accordance with Article 32.5.3.1 of the 
Code, Nemertidae Ehrenberg, 1831 is an available family-group name, although it has 
apparently never been cited as such before. The possible relevance of Art. 65.2.1 (altered 
concept of the type genus) to this name is discussed in detail in paragraph 5 below.

3.  Johnston (1837: 529) explicitly stated his intention to establish a new genus 
based on a concept different from, but with the same name as, the existing Nemertes 
Cuvier, 1816 and (on p. 534) described the monostiliferous hoplonemertean Nemertes 
gracilis Johnston, 1837. In the taxonomic heading for the genus, he cited himself as the 
naming authority: “Genus Nemertes* Johnston.”, and in the footnote corresponding to 
the asterisk he remarked [spacing and italics as in the original], “* Nemertes—one of 
the Nereides.—The genus so named by Cuvier (Reg. Ani,. iii. p. 259,) for the reception 
of the sea Long-worm of Borlase, had been previously named Lineus by Sowerby ; 
and Cuvier’s name being thus unnecessary, I have thought myself warranted in taking 
it as the designation of some worms nearly allied to Lineus, but which are certainly 
generically distinct.” Therefore, Nemertes Johnston, 1837 must be regarded as an 
available name distinct from and homonymous with Nemertes Cuvier, 1816, although 
it has only rarely been interpreted that way, e.g., by Bürger (1904: 149) and Friedrich 
(1955: 170–171). Among the nine nominal species that Johnston (1837) assigned to his 
Nemertes, five (including N. gracilis) were assigned to the nominotypical subgenus and 
none was designated as the type species of either the genus or subgenus. The much 
later designation by Friedrich (1955: 171) of Nemertes antonina Quatrefages, 1846 as 
the type species of Nemertes Johnston, 1837 was accepted by Kirsteuer (1974: 164) but 
was invalid because N. antonina was not one of the originally included nominal species. 
[Friedrich invalidly reduced Nemertes Johnston to this single species, resulting in a novel 
genus concept that was later formalized under the name Tetranemertes Chernyshev, 
1992 (p. 134), with N. antonina as type species.] We hereby designate Nemertes gracilis 
Johnston, 1837, the first-listed of the species discussed by Johnston (1837), as the type 
species of Nemertes Johnston, 1837. This is in accordance with most subsequent authors’ 
concepts of Nemertes, with exceptions including Örsted (1843, 1844) and Diesing (1850). 
Furthermore, under Art. 67.8, N. gracilis will thereby become the type species of any 
nomen novum proposed for Johnston’s invalid genus name.

4.  Stimpson (1857: 163) described the monostiliferous hoplonemertean Emplectonema 
viride Stimpson, 1857 and placed it in his new genus Emplectonema Stimpson, 1857 
along with Borlasia camillea Quatrefages, 1846 [as “E. camillea” with the basionym in 
synonymy; now Emplectonema neesii (Örsted, 1843) or Neesia neesii (Örsted, 1843)]. 
Stimpson did not designate a type species for Emplectonema despite later claims by 
Verrill (1892: 413; 1895: 528), echoed much later by Corrêa (1955: 67–68), that Stimpson 
had designated Borlasia camillea as type—referred to by Verrill (1892) as “E. camillea 
(Quatr. sp. = E. Neësii (Œrsted sp.)”. Under Art. 69.1.1 and Recommendation 67B of 
the Code, Verrill (1892) is deemed to have inadvertently designated Borlasia camillea 
Quatrefages, 1846 as the type species of Emplectonema by subsequent designation. The 
following year, in an unequivocally clear statement, Girard (1893: 278) also designated 
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Borlasia camilea [sic] Quatrefages, 1846 as the type species of Emplectonema, apparently 
independently of Verrill (1892). Under Arts. 67.6 and 69.2.1, Girard’s misspelling of the 
specific name means that he is deemed to have designated it as the type species under 
its correct spelling “camillea”, but this designation was superfluous because of Verrill’s 
priority.

5.  In his classification of nemerteans, McIntosh (1873–1874: 132, 133, 135) included 
a subfamily Nemertinae for “Nemertes, Cuvier” after having mentioned (p. 17) Ehrenberg’s 
(1831) family Nemertina; therefore, Nemertinae sensu McIntosh was not intended to 
represent a new taxon but could be deemed simply a reuse and demotion of Ehrenberg’s 
family-group name if not for the circumstances mentioned below. McIntosh’s work was 
published in two parts, with pp. 1–96 and pls I–X being issued in 1873, and pp. 97–214 
and pls XI–XXIII in 1874. The subfamily name appeared in a diagram on p. 132, with 
diagnostic remarks on p. 133 and a formal diagnosis on p. 135, so the publication date 
of McIntosh’s use of the name is 1874. Despite recognizing Cuvier as the author of the 
genus name Nemertes, McIntosh (1873–1874) failed to list Cuvier’s type species Nemertes 
borlasii (= Lineus longissimus) within this genus. While placing Nemertes gracilis 
Johnston, 1837 (now Emplectonema gracile), N. neesii Örsted, 1843 (now Emplectonema 
neesii or Neesia neesii) and N. carcinophila Kölliker, 1845 (now Carcinonemertes 
carcinophila) in Nemertes in Enopla, he placed N. borlasii Cuvier, 1816 in the synonym 
list of Lineus marinus (Montagu, 1804) (now Lineus longissimus) in Anopla; Anopla 
and Enopla are two now-abolished higher taxa, which formerly comprised Nemertea 
(Strand et al., 2019). The name Nemertes was, therefore, used at least by McIntosh in a 
sense other than that of Nemertes Cuvier, 1816. Owing to the inclusion of N. gracilis, 
Nemertes sensu McIntosh, 1874 can be said to correspond to Nemertes Johnston, 1837. 
Nemertinae sensu McIntosh was thus in fact based on Nemertes Johnston, not Nemertes 
Cuvier, and could potentially be regarded as an available nominal subfamily (Nemertinae 
McIntosh, 1874) distinct from Nemertidae Ehrenberg, 1831. If so, under Art. 65.2, the 
misidentified type genus (“interpreted in a sense other than defined by its type species”) 
requires the situation to be referred to the Commission for a ruling. Art. 65.2 might also 
apply to Nemertidae Ehrenberg, 1831 (see para. 2 above), but because Ehrenberg said 
nothing about N. borlasii and did not claim that his species list for Nemertes was meant 
to be comprehensive, there is no clear evidence that Ehrenberg’s concept of the genus 
actually excluded the type species.

6.  Nemertinae McIntosh was subsequently used as valid only rarely, and not after 
1899. Hubrecht (1879: 204–205, 230) recognized a “Familia Nemertidae Mac Intosh” 
for the sole genus Nemertes Cuvier, 1816 while explicitly employing the name Nemertes 
in a sense different from Cuvier (1816). He provided an emended diagnosis for this 
genus, assigning six species including Nemertes gracilis Johnston, 1837 and Nemertes 
antonina Quatrefages, 1846. Referring to a “rule that generic names may not stand when 
applied in a sense different from what they were intended for by their author (as may be 
judged from the species on which he primitively established the genus: the type species, 
or typical specimens)”, Hubrecht (1879: 197) also wrote, “Rigidly speaking the name 
Nemertes Cuv. was applied to a worm quite different from those which later authors 
united under that name. However not only Quatrefages and Mac Intosh but Kölliker … 
and many others have all applied the name Nemertes to armed species and so here we 
may feel justified in maintaining it in this modified sense”. Hubrecht thus appealed to 
“prevailing usage” while neglecting Ehrenberg’s (1831) claim to the name Nemertidae.
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7.  A number of other genera and families that are immediately or potentially relevant 
to the present Case have been described. First, Verrill (1873: 439) proposed the generic 
name Macronemertes Verrill, 1873 for the single species Macronemertes gigantea Verrill, 
1873, but he later (Verrill, 1892: 412) synonymized it with Emplectonema Stimpson, 
1857. Emplectonema giganteum has been poorly known, and its internal morphology has 
been described only briefly (Coe, 1943: 262). Reliable generic and familial placement of 
the species referred to by the name gigantea Verrill, 1873 thus require additional data.

8. Next, Vaillant (1890: 600, 612–613) proposed the generic name Eunemertes 
Vaillant, 1890 for Nemertes sensu McIntosh (1873–1874) and Hubrecht (1879), but 
not Cuvier (1816), with the explicit exclusion of one nominal species that is currently 
known as Carcinonemertes carcinophila. Eunemertes was thus envisioned as containing 
five nominal species, and no type species was designated. Because Vaillant (1890) 
only explicitly mentioned Eunemertes gracilis (Johnston, 1837) and Eunemertes neesii 
(Örsted, 1843), Art. 67.2 (especially 67.2.3) specifies that only these two—under their 
original combinations, Nemertes gracilis Johnston, 1837 and Amphiporus neesii Örsted, 
1843, respectively (Recommendation 67B)—are eligible to be subsequently designated 
as the type species of Eunemertes.

9.  Joubin (1894: 202) established Eunemertidae Joubin, 1894 for Eunemertes 
Vaillant, 1890, but for unexplained reasons he attributed the family name to “Mac Intosh, 
1873”. Although not established as such, this name is a junior subjective synonym of 
Nemertinae McIntosh, 1874 (see para. 5), and it has been almost unused since its proposal. 
A few usages early in the 20th century (Benham, 1901: 170; Punnett, 1901: 270, 1903: 
8) prevent Eunemertidae Joubin, 1894 from fulfilling the requirements of Art. 23.9.1.1 
and, therefore, it does not qualify under Art. 23.9.2 for the status of nomen oblitum with 
respect to any other family-group name.

10.  Girard (1893: 286) proposed Neesia Girard, 1893 for Amphiporus neesii Örsted, 
1843. Neesia was regarded as a junior subjective synonym of Emplectonema by Gibson 
(1995: 427)—and implicitly also by Herrera-Bachiller et al. (2014)—but it has been used 
as a valid name in recent taxonomic reviews (Chernyshev, 2005: S30; Chernyshev & 
Maslakova, 2011: 15, 18) and molecular phylogenetic work (Chernyshev & Polyakova, 
2019: fig. 5). However, uncertainty persists as to the taxonomic identity of its type species 
(see Herrera-Bachiller et al., 2014). According to McIntosh (1873–1874: 178), Bürger 
(1904: 22–23) and Gibson (1995: 290), E. neesii includes four other nominal species in its 
synonymy (including Borlasia camillea Quatrefages, 1846), with inconsistent reporting 
on whether the stylets are grooved or not (McIntosh, 1873–1874; Gibson, 1982b, 1994; 
Chernyshev & Maslakova, 2011; Herrera-Bachiller et al., 2014), something that ought to 
be uniform within a single species. Ascertaining whether the nomenclaturally significant 
Amphiporus neesii Örsted, 1843 and Borlasia camillea represent a single or two different 
species will require further taxonomic scrutiny. In the meantime, Chernyshev (2005) 
established Neesiidae Chernyshev, 2005 (p. S30) for Neesia Girard, 1893.

11.  Coe (1901: 23) considered Nemertes gracilis Johnston, 1837 and Emplectonema 
viride Stimpson, 1857 to be conspecific and on this basis synonymized Nemertes sensu 
McIntosh (1873–1874) and Eunemertes Vaillant, 1890 with Emplectonema Stimpson, 
1857.

12. Like Coe (1901) (see para. 11 above), Bürger (1904: 21) regarded Nemertes auct. 
non Cuvier (1816) and Eunemertes Vaillant, 1890 as synonymous with Emplectonema 
Stimpson, 1857. At the same time, he placed Nemertinae (-idae) McIntosh, 1874 and 
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Eunemertidae Joubin, 1894 in the synonymy of his new family Emplectonematidae 
Bürger, 1904, without comment or explanation. Emplectonematidae effectively served 
as a new substitute name for these, but Bürger did not justify his act on account of any 
synonymy of the type genus of any of them, a necessary condition for applying Art. 
40.2 Code (see para. 13 below). Emplectonematidae has been in prevailing usage for 
this family since its proposal, as shown in the following list of 52 publications from the 
past 115 years by 79 authors: Bürger (1897–1907) [emplectonematidae appears on pp. 
401, 418, published in 1905], Wijnhoff (1912), Southern (1913), Yamaoka (1940, 2005), 
Humes (1942), Coe (1944), Korotkevitsch (1971), Kussakin (1975), McDermott (1976, 
1988), Sundberg (1977, 1985), Fleming & Gibson (1981), Gibson (1982a, b, 1988, 1989, 
1994, 1997), McDermott & Roe (1985), Herring (1987), Kem (1988), Moore & Gibson 
(1988), Wickham & Kuris (1988), Chernyshev (1991, 2005, 2008, 2011, 2013), Vernet & 
Anadon (1991), Kussakin & Kostina (1996), Tunnicliffe et al. (1997), Gibson & Sundberg 
(2003), Thollesson & Norenburg (2003), Kajihara (2007), Iwata (2008), Munari (2008), 
Rueckert et al. (2010), von Döhren et al. (2010), Andrade et al. (2012), Çinar (2014), 
Gonzalez-Cueto et al. (2014), Hao et al. (2015), Krämer & von Döhren (2015), Kvist et 
al. (2015), Mans (2016), Ostrovsky et al. (2016), Xu et al. (2016), Beckers et al. (2018), 
Faasse et al. (2018), Göransson et al. (2019) and Gerwing et al. (2020).

13.  Whether Art. 40.2 applies to Emplectonematidae Bürger, 1904, and in what manner, 
depends on whether this name is to be deemed a “substitute name” for Nemertinae 
McIntosh, 1874 and/or eunemertidae Joubin, 1894, and if so, whether one can infer that 
the synonymy of either of their type genera was a reason for this substitution, even if not 
explicitly stated by Bürger (1904). If Art. 40.2 does not apply, emplectonematidae Bürger, 
1904 is threatened by its senior synonym eunemertidae Joubin, 1894 [assuming that 
Emplectonema Stimpson, 1857 and Eunemertes Vaillant, 1890 are actually synonymous; 
see paragraph 16(4) below]. Reinstating the latter name under the Principle of Priority 
(Art. 23.3.5) would likely result in confusion because of the prevailing usage of the former. 
emplectonematidae is not threatened by the senior synonym nemertinae McIntosh, 1874, 
because this name is an invalid junior homonym of nemertidae Ehrenberg, 1831.

14.  If Art. 40.2 does apply to emplectonematidae Bürger, 1904, other difficulties 
arise, primarily concerning its date of priority: 1) 1874, if it is considered to have been 
a replacement name for nemertidae McIntosh, 1874 and if the replacement is deemed to 
have been in response to the synonymy of the type genus of the latter; or 2) 1894, if this 
interpretation is rejected, and instead Bürger’s name is regarded as a replacement name 
for eunemertidae Joubin, 1894, with the same qualification about the synonymy of the 
type genus. Under option 1, the family name could be cited according to Recommendation 
40A as emplectonematidae Bürger, 1904 (1874). Deciding this point would have to be 
part of the Commission’s ruling to resolve McIntosh’s (1874) altered concept of the type 
genus Nemertes as required by Art. 65.2.1. On the other hand, under option 2, the family 
name could be cited according to Recommendation 40A as emplectonematidae Bürger, 
1904 (1894). Neither of these two advanced priority dates, nor the respective modes of 
citation, corresponds to current usage.

15.  One more problem remains to be resolved: whether to accept the long-overlooked 
fixation of Borlasia camillea Quatrefages as the type species of Emplectonema Stimpson, 
1857 (para. 4 above) or to ask the Commission to validate the current usage of 
Emplectonema viride Stimpson, 1857 as the type species by a ruling of the Commission 
taken under Art. 70.2. Both Verrill’s (1892) and Girard’s (1893) designations of Borlasia 
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camillea as the type species of Emplectonema were overlooked by all subsequent workers 
until Corrêa (1955: 67–68) found fault with Verrill’s choice and attempted to designate 
“E. gracile (Johnston 1837)” (i.e., Nemertes gracilis) instead. Almost simultaneously, 
Friedrich (1955: 172) listed Nemertes gracilis Johnston, 1837 as the type species of this 
genus. Because Corrêa followed Coe (1901: 23–25) in regarding N. gracilis as synonymous 
with Emplectonema viride Stimpson, 1857, the latter being one of Emplectonema’s two 
originally included nominal species, under Art. 69.2.2 she is deemed to have designated 
the latter nominal species as the type species of Emplectonema. Both Corrêa’s type 
designation and Friedrich’s (if taken as such) were invalid because of the priority of 
Verrill’s (1892) type species designation (paragraph 4). Despite this, since 1955 only 
Emplectonema viride Stimpson, 1857 or its subjective senior synonym Emplectonema 
gracile (Johnston, 1837), and never Borlasia camillea Quatrefages, 1846, has been 
treated as the type species of Emplectonema Stimpson, 1857 (Gibson, 1995: 363; 
Kajihara, 2007: 307; Herrera-Bachiller et al., 2014: 2). Furthermore, some of the authors 
of the present application have recently confirmed with morphological and molecular 
data that E. gracile and E. viride are distinct species (Mendes et al., 2021). The situation 
takes on added urgency in light of the likelihood that future taxonomic revisions will 
place Emplectonema neesii and E. gracile/viride in two different genera and possibly 
even different families. Riser in Gibson (1995: 290) suggested that E. neesii should 
be transferred to Paranemertes Coe, 1901 based on morphological similarity. Likewise, 
Chernyshev & Maslakova (2011: 18) remarked, “It is possible that further studies will 
result in combining these two genera [= Neesia Girard, 1893 and Paranemertes Coe, 
1901]”. Recent molecular phylogenetic analyses (Strand & Sundberg, 2005; Sundberg et 
al., 2009; Andrade et al., 2012) support this, showing that E. neesii is more closely related 
to Paranemertes peregrina Coe, 1901 (type species of Paranemertes) and Amphiporus 
lactifloreus (Johnston, 1828) (type species of Amphiporus Ehrenberg, 1831, which in turn 
is the type genus of amphiporidae Örsted, 1843) than to E. gracile.

16. Here we review the consequences of the four potential type-species combinations 
for Eunemertes Vaillant, 1890 (paragraph 8 above) and Emplectonema Stimpson, 1857 
(paras. 4 and 15):

(1)  If we designate Nemertes gracilis Johnston, 1837 as the type species of 
Eunemertes Vaillant, 1890 and accept Borlasia camillea Quatrefages, 1846 
as the type species of Emplectonema Stimpson, 1857, then Eunemertes 
Vaillant, 1890 (or possibly Macronemertes Verrill, 1873, a name of uncertain 
application; see para. 7) and eunemertidae Joubin, 1894 would become 
the valid names for what are currently known as Emplectonema Stimpson, 
1857 and emplectonematidae Bürger, 1904 (paras. 7, 8, 9, 15). Along with 
Neesia Girard, 1893, Emplectonema as defined by this type designation will 
very likely become a junior subjective synonym of Amphiporus Ehrenberg, 
1831 and/or a senior subjective synonym of Paranemertes Coe, 1901 
(para. 15). Even if Emplectonema remains taxonomically distinct from 
Amphiporus, its taxonomic identity would remain unstable because of the 
uncertainty surrounding the precise application of the specific names neesii 
Örsted, 1843 and camillea Quatrefages, 1846 (para. 15). Furthermore, both 
emplectonematidae Bürger, 1904 and Neesiidae Chernyshev, 2005 will very 
likely become junior subjective synonyms of amphiporidae Örsted, 1843 
(para. 10, 15). In light of this cascade of instability, we view this option as 
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unfavorable.
(2)  If we designate Amphiporus neesii Örsted, 1843 as the type species of 

Eunemertes Vaillant, 1890 and accept Borlasia camillea Quatrefages, 1846 
as the type species of Emplectonema Stimpson, 1857, then Eunemertes 
Vaillant, 1890 and Neesia Girard, 1893 will become objective synonyms 
(para. 10). Emplectonema, Eunemertes and Neesia will also most likely 
become junior subjective synonyms of Amphiporus Ehrenberg, 1831 and/
or senior subjective synonyms of Paranemertes Coe, 1901 (paras. 7, 8, 15). 
Even if Emplectonema remains taxonomically distinct from Amphiporus, its 
taxonomic identity would be unstable for the reasons given in (1) above. 
Furthermore, in consequence of these generic synonymies, eunemertidae 
Joubin, 1894 would become an objective junior synonym of neesiidae 
Chernyshev, 2005 (Arts. 61.3.2 and 61.3.3, owing to a shared type species), 
and both families, along with emplectonematidae Bürger, 1904, would also 
very likely constitute subjective junior synonyms of amphiporidae Örsted, 
1843 (para. 15). Finally, what is currently understood as Emplectonema 
may become Macronemertes Verrill, 1873 (with the caveats mentioned 
in (1) above; see also paragraph 7), and what is currently understood as 
emplectonematidae may well become Zygonemertidae Chernyshev, 2005 (p. 
S32) on account of the close relationship suggested between Emplectonema 
gracile and Zygonemertes Montgomery, 1897 by Chernyshev & Polyakova 
(2019). We view this outcome as unfavorable, too.

(3)  If we designate Amphiporus neesii Örsted, 1843 as the type species of 
Eunemertes Vaillant, 1890 and a ruling by the Commission fixes Emplectonema 
viride Stimpson, 1857 in place of Borlasia camillea Quatrefages, 1846 as 
the type species of Emplectonema Stimpson, 1857, then Eunemertes Vaillant, 
1890 and Neesia Girard, 1893 will become objective synonyms (para. 10; 
Art. 61.3.3, owing to a shared type species) and both genera will likely also 
become junior subjective synonyms of Amphiporus Ehrenberg, 1831 and/
or senior subjective synonyms of Paranemertes Coe, 1901 (para. 15). In 
consequence of this, eunemertidae Joubin, 1894 and neesiidae Chernyshev, 
2005 would become objective synonyms (Arts. 61.3.2 and 61.3.3, owing to 
a shared type species), and most likely also junior subjective synonyms of 
amphiporidae Örsted, 1843 (para. 15). We view this option more favorably 
than (1) and (2) above because the names Emplectonema Stimpson, 1857 and 
emplectonematidae Bürger, 1904 would be maintained. On the other hand, 
this option would also have the unfavorable effect of invalidating Neesia 
Girard, 1893 and neesiidae Chernyshev, 2005 even if these are regarded as 
distinct from Amphiporus Ehrenberg, 1831 and amphiporidae Örsted, 1843, 
respectively.

(4)  If we designate Nemertes gracilis Johnston, 1837 as the type species 
of Eunemertes Vaillant, 1890 and a ruling by the Commission fixes 
Emplectonema viride Stimpson, 1857 in place of Borlasia camillea 
Quatrefages, 1846 as the type species of Emplectonema Stimpson, 1857, 
then Eunemertes (and perhaps Macronemertes Verrill, 1873 as well; 
see (1) above and para. 7) will become a junior subjective synonym of 
Emplectonema as currently understood. Uncertainty will remain as to the 
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year of priority of emplectonematidae Bürger, 1904 as well as its validity 
in relation to eunemertidae Joubin, 1897 (see paras. 13 and 14) but that 
can be addressed in the Commission’s ruling on this Case (see para. 18). 
As in all four options, Neesia Girard, 1893 and neesiidae Chernyshev, 
2005 will most likely become junior subjective synonyms of Amphiporus 
Ehrenberg, 1831 and amphiporidae Örsted, 1843, respectively (para. 15). 
We view this option as providing the most favorable outcome because it 
would maintain the current prevailing usage of the names Emplectonema 
and emplectonematidae.

17. We hereby designate Nemertes gracilis Johnston, 1837 as the type species of 
Eunemertes Vaillant, 1890. This act not only makes Eunemertes Vaillant, 1890 an 
objective junior synonym of Nemertes Johnston, 1837, and thus a potentially valid 
substitute name for it (see para. 3 above), but also rules out the options in paras. 16(2) 
and 16(3).

18. We the authors, comprising a majority of nemertean taxonomists in the world, 
wish to maintain both Emplectonema Stimpson, 1857 and emplectonematidae Bürger, 
1904 (with the date of priority also as 1904) in their accustomed use of the past century 
(paras. 12 and 16(4)) in preference to eunemertidae Joubin, 1894. This is consistent 
with our choice of a common type species for Nemertes Johnston, 1837 (para. 3) and 
Eunemertes Vaillant, 1890 (para. 17). Under Art. 70.2, acceptance of Verrill’s (1892) 
overlooked fixation of Borlasia camillea Quatrefages, 1846 as the type species for 
Emplectonema Stimpson, 1857 would necessitate immediate changes in nemertean 
genus- and family-level nomenclature, resulting in instability and confusion, and it 
could potentially engender more instability depending on which genus-level synonymies 
are adopted (paras. 16(1) and 16(2)). The same instability and confusion would result 
if Girard’s (1893) designation of B. camillea as type species were accepted instead 
(paras. 16(1) and 16(2)). Affirming the date of priority of the family name as 1904 will 
remove any complications regarding potential synonymies involving related families 
such as tetrastemmatidae Hubrecht, 1879, ototyphlonemertidae Bürger, 1895 and 
prosorhochmidae Bürger, 1895. The related problem concerning the applicability of 
Art. 65.2.1 to nemertinae McIntosh, 1874, and perhaps also nemertidae Ehrenberg, 
1831, can be solved most efficiently by having the Commission either confirm or newly 
recognize both family-group names as available, with the respective type genera of 
Nemertes Johnston, 1837 (also explicitly recognized as available) and Nemertes Cuvier, 
1816 (despite the lack of explicit inclusion of Cuvier’s type species in Ehrenberg’s 
concept). Doing so will also assure the invalidity of nemertinae McIntosh, 1874 
under Art. 39, because its type genus will be a junior homonym of the type genus of 
nemertidae Ehrenberg, 1831.

19. The International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature is accordingly asked:
(1)  to use its plenary power to:

(a)  set aside all previous type fixations for the family-group name 
nemertinae McIntosh, 1874 and fix as the type genus Nemertes 
Johnston, 1837, deemed an available name with the type species 
Nemertes gracilis Johnston, 1837;

(b)  set aside all previous type fixations for Emplectonema Stimpson, 1857 
and designate Emplectonema viride Stimpson, 1857 as the type species;

(c)  suppress the family-group name nemertinae McIntosh, 1874, a senior 
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objective synonym of eunemertidae Joubin, 1894, for the purposes of 
the Principle of Priority but not for the purposes of the Principle of 
Homonymy;

(d)  grant the family-group name emplectonematidae Bürger, 1904 
precedence over its senior subjective synonym eunemertidae Joubin, 
1894 whenever the two are considered synonyms;

(2)  to use its specific powers to:
(a) confirm Nemertes Cuvier, 1816 as the type genus of the family-group 

name nemertidae Ehrenberg, 1831 (originally proposed as nemertina);
(b) confirm that, for the purposes of Article 40.2, emplectonematidae 

Bürger, 1904 is not to be deemed a substitute name for either nemertinae 
McIntosh, 1874 or eunemertidae Joubin, 1894 proposed because of 
synonymy of the type genus;

(3)  to place on the Official List of Generic Names in Zoology the following 
names:
(a) Emplectonema Stimpson, 1857 (gender: neuter), type species: 

Emplectonema viride Stimpson, 1857 as ruled in (1)(b) above;
(b) Eunemertes Vaillant, 1890 (gender: feminine), type species: Nemertes 

gracilis Johnston, 1837 by subsequent designation herein; 
(4) to place on the Official List of Family-Group Names in Zoology the 

following names:
(a) nemertidae Ehrenberg, 1831, a mandatory correction of nemertina 

Ehrenberg, 1831, type genus Nemertes Cuvier, 1816 as ruled in (2)(a) 
above;

(b) eunemertidae Joubin, 1894, type genus Eunemertes Vaillant, 1890, 
with the endorsement that it is not to be given precedence over 
emplectonematidae Bürger, 1904 when the two taxa are considered to 
be synonymous, as ruled in (1)(d) above;

(c) emplectonematidae Bürger, 1904, type genus Emplectonema Stimpson, 
1857, with the endorsements that (i) it is to be given precedence over 
eunemertidae Joubin, 1894 whenever the two taxa are considered to 
be synonymous, as ruled in (1)(d) above, and (ii) for the purposes 
of Article 40.2, it is not to be deemed a substitute name for either 
nemertinae McIntosh, 1874 or eunemertidae Joubin, 1894 proposed 
because of synonymy of the type genus, as ruled in (2)(b) above;

(5)  to place on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology the name viride 
Stimpson, 1857, as published in the binomen Emplectonema viride, type 
species of Emplectonema Stimpson, 1857 as ruled in (1)(b) above;

(6)  to place on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in 
Zoology the name nemertinae McIntosh, 1874 (Nemertea, Monostilifera), 
type genus Nemertes Johnston, 1837 as ruled in (1)(a) above and suppressed 
as in (1)(c) above, a junior homonym of nemertidae Ehrenberg, 1831; and

(7)  to place on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Family-Group 
Names in Zoology the name Nemertes Johnston, 1873 (gender: feminine), 
type species Nemertes gracilis Johnston, 1837 (by subsequent designation 
herein), a junior homonym of Nemertes Cuvier, 1816.
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