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Abstract. The purpose of this application, under Articles 11, 23, 31 and 32 of the 
Code, is to confirm the availability of and to maintain the usage of the name Galago 
demidoff Fischer, 1806 for Demidoff ’s Dwarf Galago from western and central Africa 
and its priority over the objective junior synonym Macropus (Galago) demidovii 
Fischer, 1808, and to suppress subsequent incorrect spellings, under Articles 19 and 
33 of the Code. The original specimen of Galago demidoff Fischer, 1806 has been 
destroyed so a further purpose of this application is to designate a neotype, under 
Article 75.3 of the Code. A name of dubious identity, Lemur minutus Cuvier, 1797, 
has been confused with that of Galago demidoff and Galago senegalensis Geoffroy, 
1796. This name has had no valid usage for well over a century and is here regarded 
as a nomen oblitum, under Article 23 of the Code. In order to clarify taxonomic 
status, it is also proposed to designate a neotype for Lemur minutus Cuvier, 1797, 
under Article 75.3 of the Code. It is proposed that G. demidoff should be maintained 
as the prior name for the taxon and that all subsequent incorrect spellings of the 
name be suppressed.
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1.  Geoffroy (1796, p. 49) defined the genus Galago and named the species G. 
senegalensis, based on a specimen donated by de Nivernois in 1795 to the Muséum 
National d’Histoire Naturelle [MNHN] (Geoffroy, 1796, p. 38; Geoffroy, 1851, p. 81). In 
this paper he (Geoffroy, 1796, pp. 37 – 38) also reported two other species of the same 
genus noted by the naturalist Adanson to occur at Galam [Gajaga, a small kingdom in 
Senegal]: “…l’une plus grande, de la taille du chat, et l‘autre plus petite, seulement à peu 
près grosse comme une souris… […one larger, the size of the cat, and the other smaller, 
only about as large as a mouse…].” Cuvier (1797, p. 101) apparently based his description 
of Lemur minutus on Adanson’s information reported by Geoffroy (1796) as he stated 
that: “Ce sont des animaux du Sénégal… [These are animals from Senegal…]”and then 
went on to list two species: “6. Le galago moyen. (Lemur galago.) Galago senegalensis. 
Geoff… 7. Le petit galago. (Lemur minutus.) Gris de souris, à petites oreilles. [Grey of 
mouse, with small ears]”. There is no evidence to suggest that Cuvier’s name was based 
on a specimen, nor any record of such a specimen in early (Geoffroy, 1851) or later 
(Rode, 1939) catalogues of the MNHN collection.

2.  Fischer (1806, p. 25, fig. 1) described and figured a new species, Galago demidoff, 
based on a specimen in the Imperial Museum of Natural History in Moscow. He stated that: 
“Le nom spécifique de cet animal rare a été donné en l’honneur de Mons. le Conseilleur 
d’Etat actuel et Chevalier Paul Gregorievitsch de Demidoff …” [The specific name of 
this rare animal is given in honour of the present State Councillor and Knight Pavel 
Grigorievich Demidoff]. In this paper Fischer also re-named and provided a description 
of two other, previously described galagos: Galago geoffroy Fischer, 1806, which was 
later listed as a junior synonym of Galago senegalensis Geoffroy, 1796 by Geoffroy 
(1812, p. 166); and Galago cuvier Fischer, 1806, which, from the more or less verbatim 
description, was based on Lemur minutus Cuvier, 1797. Fischer’s paper was written in 
French but the name of each species was followed by a short comparative description 
of pelage colour in Latin. This paper satisfies Articles 11 and 12 of the Code. As far as 
Galago demidoff is concerned, his paper also satisfies the Principle of Priority, Article 
23.1 of the Code, which states that: “The valid name of a taxon is the oldest available 
name applied to it…” Article 31.1 states that “A species group name formed from a 
personal name may be either a noun in the genitive case, or a noun in apposition (in the 
nominative case), or an adjective or participle.” Fischer’s use of the unlatinized stem of 
his patron’s name as a name in apposition complies with this rule, so cannot be deemed 
as incorrectly formed. Furthermore both Article 32.2 “The original spelling of a name is 
the ‘correct original spelling’ unless it is demonstrably incorrect…” and Article 32.3 “The 
correct original spelling of the name is to be preserved unaltered…” apply. In contrast, 
the other two names that he proposed, Galago geoffroy and Galago cuvier, are invalid 
as they are unjustified replacement names respectively of Galago senegalensis Geoffroy, 
1796 and Lemur minutus Cuvier, 1797 and so contravene Article 23.1.

3.  Fischer (1808, p. 63) expanded his previous paper by providing an anatomical 
description of the skeleton of his recently described species, in the combination Macropus 
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(Galago) demidovii. The entire paper was written in Latin and the names of the other two 
species were written as Macropus (Galago) geoffroyi and M. cuvieri. The name Macropus 
Fischer, 1808 was invalid as it was preoccupied by Macropus Shaw, 1790. Fischer also 
latinized the stem of the personal name from ‘demidoff’ to ‘demidov’ and formed it in 
the genitive case by the addition of double ‘i’. This change in original spelling from 
demidoff to demidovii was an unjustified emendation under Articles 19.1 and 33.2.3 so 
Macropus (Galago) demidovii should be regarded as an invalid junior objective synonym. 
The similar combination of Macropus demidovii was used in subsequent publications: 
Fischer (1810, p. 6) and Fischer (1813, p. 558). The type specimen, together with other 
specimens belonging to Demidoff’s Museum, part of what is now the Zoological Museum 
of Moscow University, was destroyed in a fire in 1812 (see http://zmmu.msu.ru/en/about-
muzeum/history-of-museum). That the type specimen of Galago demidoff no longer 
exists was confirmed by A. Lissovsky, Zoological Museum of Moscow University (pers. 
comm.).

4.  In his classification of the Strepsirrhini, Geoffroy (1812, p. 166) followed Fischer 
by using Galago demidoff as the valid name. This was referenced as “Fisch., Act. de 
Moscou 1, p. 24, fig. 1” but with no date. However he incorrectly listed the earlier name 
for this taxon, Lemur minutus Cuvier, as a synonym of G. demidoff.

5.  Illiger (1815, p. 77) placed minutus and demidoffii in the genus Otolicnus, but 
later in the work (1815, p. 80) the name is written as Galago demidoffii Fischer. This is 
the first use of the name with this particular spelling which, as an incorrect subsequent 
spelling, is not available under Articles 33.3 and 33.5. This spelling of Galago demidoffii 
was used subsequently by Desmarest (1820, p. 104) and Lesson (1827, p. 70), who 
maintained that this species is the Lemur minutus of Cuvier. Shortly thereafter the same 
spelling of demidoffii was used by Smith (1833, p. 32: “Fisch, Act. de Moscou. 1. p. 24, 
fig. 1”) in combination with the genus Galagoides. He provided a brief description and 
questioned its provenance as Senegal. The same spelling of Galago demidoffii was used 
by Wagner (1840, p. 292, footnote: “Fischer, Mém. de la Soc. des Natur. de Moscou, 1, 
p.24”, but lacking a date); Geoffroy (1851, p. 81: “Fischer, Mém. de la Soc. des Natur. 
de Moscou, t.1, p.24; 1806”), who suggested that G. demidoffii represented a new genus 
intermediate between Microcebus and ‘true’ galagos; Dahlbom (1857, p. 230 [attributed 
to Fischer but without a date or other details]), who placed it in the genus Hemigalago; 
Gray (1863, p.148: “ Fischer, Mém. S. N. Mosc. (1806)”); Peters (1864, p. 380: “Fischer 
Mémoires de la Société des Naturalistes de l’Université Impériale de Moscou, 1806, 1, 
p. 24”); and Gray (1871, p. 86: “Fischer, Mém. Ac. Mosc. i. t. 24. f. 1, 1806”). In the 
same publication he (Gray, 1871, p. 84) regarded Lemur minutus as a junior synonym of 
Galago senegalensis.

6.  A variant of the spelling of the name was employed by Thomas (1888, p. 5) who 
recorded Galago demidoffi from Monbuttu, attributing the name to Fischer but with no 
date or reference. This incorrect subsequent spelling was also used by Elliot (1913, p. 82: 
“Fisch., Mém. Soc. Imp. Nat. Moscou, 1, 1806, p. 1, pl. 24, fig. 1”) with typographical 
errors for the page and plate numbers).

7.  Allen (1925, p. 302) reverted to the spelling demidoffii, attributing it to Fischer, 
1806 but stating that he had not seen that reference. Allen mentioned that the name in 
Fischer (1811 [see Fischer, 1812]) is spelt ‘demidovii’ but provided no explanation for 
the spelling he chose to use. He also referred to Lemur minutus Cuvier, 1798 [sic see 
Cuvier, 1797] with the comment that some authors had synonymised the species with 
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Galago demidoffii. Allen considered that Lemur minutus was unidentifiable. There are no 
uses of the name Lemur minutus after Gray (1871, p. 84) thus complying with Article 
23.9.1.1, whereas the senior synonym or homonym has not been used as a valid name 
after 1899. Thus the name Lemur minutus Cuvier, 1797 should be treated as a nomen 
oblitum. The second part, Article 23.9.1.2, requires that the junior synonym or homonym 
(in this case, Galago demidoff Fischer, 1806) (the nomen protectum) has been used for 
a particular taxon as its presumed valid name in at least 25 works, published by at least 
10 authors in the immediately preceding 50 years and encompassing a span of not less 
than 10 years. This requirement is satisfied by the list of references held by the Secretary, 
therefore Article 23.9 the Reversal of Precedence is applicable in this instance. Because 
of this uncertainty over the name, which exists purely as a concept, it is appropriate to 
select a neotype and set aside all previous type fixations.

 8.  Schwarz (1931, p. 61) claimed, without explanation, that there was no Latin name 
in the 1806 publication by Fischer. His reference to “Galago, Demidoff ” is inaccurate 
since Fischer used italics for both parts of the name and there is no comma inserted 
between the generic and specific names. Despite not seeing the publication, he followed 
Fischer’s (1808) spelling of ‘demidovii’. The same spelling was used by the following 
authors: Lawrence & Washburn (1936, p. 255); Hill (1953, p. 254); Napier & Napier 
(1967, p. 157); Vincent (1969, p. 2); Charles-Dominique (1972, p. 1); Chiarelli (1974, 
p. 872); Groves (1974, p. 463); Luckett (1974, p. 478); Schwartz (1974, p. 628); Hill 
& Meester (1977, p. 4); Charles-Dominique & Bearder (1979, p. 568); Hladik (1979, p. 
308); Petter & Petter-Rousseaux (1979, p. 19); Stanyon et al. (1992, p. 33).

 9.  Olson (1979, pp. 27–28) was the first to call for the correct use of the original 
spelling of Galago demidoff Fischer, 1806. Olson explained the nomenclatorial confusion 
that arose from Fischer’s subsequent paper (Fischer, 1808), written in Latin, in which 
he made declensional changes to the binominal names used in his previous paper and 
replaced them with names that should be regarded as junior synonyms.

 10. Jenkins (1987, p. 98) observed that the original use of the name, Galago demidoff 
Fischer, 1806 is accompanied by a description and thus fulfils all the criteria of availability. 
She cited Article 31 of the ICZN to justify her contention that the specific epithet is the 
correct original spelling and serves as a noun in apposition to the generic name, and that 
demidoff is therefore acceptable. This also satisfies Articles 11.9.1.2 and 32 (32.1 and 
32.2), so the original spelling should not be amended. Following this view, usage of the 
name, Galago demidoff Fischer, 1806 was employed by 67 authors in 31 works over a 
span of 31 years; the list of these references is held by the Secretary. 

11. Grubb et al. (2003, p. 1309) maintained that Galagoides demidoff Fischer, 1806 
was not an available name and that the valid name was Galagoides demidovii Fischer, 
1808. This view was adopted by Oates (2011, p. 88), Ambrose & Butynski (2013, p. 459) 
and Groves (2015, p. 24) and, while Nekaris (2013, p. 197) used the name demidovii, 
she attributed the authority to Fischer, 1806. Svennson et al. (2017, p. 31) used the name 
demidovii without citing an author or date for the name but mentioned that demidoff had 
been used in other publications. Grubb (2004, p. 93) reviewed the situation and suggested 
that a request for a ruling on the availability of the name G. demidoff could be made to 
the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature.

12. The above paragraphs demonstrate that the repeated descriptions and illustrations 
of the same specimen by Fischer have caused endless disagreement among primatologists 
as to the correct specific epithet to apply. Following the original description of Galago 
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demidoff Fischer, 1806, there have been at least three subsequent variations in the 
spelling of the name: demidovii Fischer, 1808, an unjustified emendation under Article 
19.1 and 33.2.3; and both demidoffii (Illiger, 1815) and demidoffi (Thomas, 1888) are 
incorrect subsequent spellings, so neither are available names under Articles 33.3 and 
33.5. All spelling variations have had their adherents, leading to considerable confusion 
in the literature. The problem is perpetuated by the continued usage by different authors 
either of the prior name Galago demidoff Fischer, 1806 or its junior synonym Macropus 
(Galago) demidovii Fischer, 1808.

13. As recorded above, it has been established that the type specimen of Galago 
demidoff Fischer (1806) was destroyed in a fire. The original description of the type 
specimen of G. demidoff (see Fischer, 1806, pp. 25–26) consists of a brief description 
of pelage colour “totus ex rufo – fuscus, gula nigrescente” (totally reddish brown, throat 
blackish), external measurements in Old French pouce (inches) and lignes (lines) HB 2 
pouce 2 lignes (59 mm), TL 3 pouce – 1 ligne (84 mm), hindfoot 1 pouce (27 mm) and 
an illustration of the specimen. From the measurements and figure, the specimen was 
clearly an infant or juvenile.

14. Galagoides demidoff is a geographically widespread, cryptic species difficult to 
distinguish from G. thomasi Elliot, 1907 (p. 189), the other widespread species belonging 
to the genus but more readily distinguished from the newly described G. kumbirensis 
Svennson et al. (2017, p. 34), known only from Angola. It may be recognised by a 
combination of morphological, molecular and vocalisation characters set out in the 
following recent publications: Ambrose & Butynski (2013, p. 460), Nekaris (2013, 
p. 197), Masters & Couette (2015, pp. 295–296) Masters et al. (2017, pp. 3–6) and 
Svennson et al. (2017, p. 33). In order to maintain accustomed usage for the name and 
clarify the taxonomic status it is therefore necessary to designate a neotype for Galago 
demidoff Fischer, 1806.

15. As a suitable neotype, both for Lemur minutus Cuvier, 1797 and Galago demidoff 
Fischer, 1806, we propose a specimen in the collection of the Muséum National d’Histoire 
Naturelle in Paris. The specimen, MNHN CG 1959-941, is an adult male collected 27 
March 1958 from Sérédou, Guinea, 08° 23’ N 09° 17’ W, comprising a flat skin and skull, 
both in good condition (see Figs. 1 & 2). The original type locality of G. demidoff was 
Senegal, however there are no known specimens in museum collections from this country, 
so the proposed neotype is from the neighbouring country of Guinea. The dorsal pelage 
is a reddish brown colour overlaying the grey bases of the dorsal hair. The crown of the 
head is dark brown and there is a short white blaze bounded by dark grey between the 
eyes. The dorsal surfaces of the limbs are brown and the tail is reddish brown proximally, 
dark brown distally. There is little intergradation between the dorsal pelage colour and the 
yellowish cream of the ventral surface, which extends from the throat, laterally onto the 
neck behind the ears, on the inner surface of the fore- and hind limbs, extending high on 
the postero-lateral surface of the forelimbs and onto the antero-lateral surface of the hind 
limbs. The external field measurements of the skin are: head and body length 145 mm, 
tail length 175 mm, hind foot length 48 mm, ear length 23 mm. Digital callipers were 
used to record a set of twelve cranial and dental linear measurements on 170 specimens of 
the species Galagoides demidoff, following the procedure described for the morphometric 
analysis in Masters and Couette (2015, p. 290). Raw data were size adjusted using the 
Burnarby procedure (Burnarby, 1966) which consists of extracting an isometric vector 
from the multivariate dataset, and computing new data coordinates in a subspace that 
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is orthogonal to this vector. The skull measurements (in mm) defined in Masters & 
Couette (2015, p. 291) for MNHN CG 1959-941 are supraoccipital length 6.8, cranial 
height 12.98, frontal length 14.89, interorbital constriction 4.32, first upper molar width 
3.03, palate width 6.8, total skull length 36.68, snout length 14.59, mastoid width 18.39, 
temporal constriction 14.86, premaxillary length 2.98 and toothcomb length 2.54. Figure 
3 presents the results of a Principle Component Analysis computed on the twelve size 
adjusted morphometric variables. Each point characterizes the cranial morphology of 170 
specimens of Galagoides demidoff. A 75% confidence interval ellipse was added and the 
specimen MNHN CG 1959-941 lies within the range of this confidence interval ellipse. 
This specimen is designated to clarify the taxonomic status and conserve prevailing usage 
and satisfies all the qualifying conditions of Article 75 of the Code.

16. The International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature is accordingly asked:
(1)  to use its plenary power to rule that the name Galago demidoff Fischer, 1806 

is valid for the purposes of both the Principle of Priority (Article 23) and of 
Articles 31 and 32 of the Code; 

(2)  to use its plenary power to suppress the name Macropus (Galago) demidovii 
Fischer, 1808 by reason of being an unjustified emendation of and an invalid 
junior objective synonym of Galago demidoff Fischer, 1806; 

(3)  to use its plenary power to set aside all previous type fixations for Galago 
demidoff Fischer, 1806 (nomen protectum) and to designate specimen MNHN 
CG 1959-941 in the collection of the Muséum National d’Histoire Naturelle, 
Paris as the neotype;

(4)  to use its plenary power to set aside all previous type fixations for Lemur 
minutus Cuvier, 1797 (nomen oblitum) and to designate specimen MNHN 

Fig. 1. Dorsal view of the skin of MNHN 1959-941, the proposed neotype of Galago demidoff Fischer, 1806 
(nomen protectum) and Lemur minutus Cuvier, 1797 (nomen oblitum). 
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Fig. 2. Skull of MNHN 1959-941, the proposed neotype of Galago demidoff Fischer, 1806 (nomen protectum) 
and Lemur minutus Cuvier, 1797 (nomen oblitum). Top left: dorsal view of cranium, top right: ventral view of 
cranium, below: lateral view of cranium and mandible. 
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CG 1959-941 in the collection of the Muséum National d’Histoire Naturelle, 
Paris as the neotype;

(5)  to place on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology the name demidoff 
Fischer, 1806, as published in the binomen Galago demidoff Fischer, 1806;

(6)  to place on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in 
Zoology the name demidovii Fischer, 1808, as published in the binomen 
Macropus (Galago) demidovii Fischer, 1808.
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Fig. 3. Results of the Principal Component Analysis (first versus second axes) computed on twelve size adjusted 
morphometric variables. Each point characterizes the cranial morphology of 170 specimens of Galagoides 
demidoff. The position of the proposed neotype, specimen MNHN CG 1959-941, is indicated by a red point 
and lies within the marked 75% confidence interval ellipse.
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