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PALEONTOLOGICAL NOTES 

A CHECKLIST OF CUBAN OSTRACODA 

W. A. VAN DEN BOLD 
Shell Caribbean Petroleum Company 

During work in Cuba in the winter of 
1946-1947 B. van Raadshooven, paleon- 
tologist with Shell Caribbean Petroleum 
Company, received a number of samples 
from P. Bermudez, now with Creole 
Petroleum Co. Mr. Van Raadshooven kindly 
allowed the writer to examine the washed 
material and to pick out the Ostracoda. As 
some of the samples show a good fauna this 
appeared to be an opportunity to prepare a 
checklist of 9 of these as an addition to the 
writer's thesis (v.d. Bold, 1946). At the 
same time some corrections to that study, 
not listed in M.B. Stephenson's review 
(Stephenson, 1947b) could be inserted. In 
this review Stephenson (p. 594) pointed out 
that the name Cytheridea (Haplocytheridea) 
reversa v.d. Bold (v.d. Bold, 1946, p. 80, 
pi. 7, fig. 11, pl. 8, fig. 6) is preoccupied by 
Cytheridea reversa Egger (1858, p. 414). The 
name Haplocytheridea chicoyensis n. nom. 
is proposed for this species from the Miocene 
of Cuba and Guatemala. The L. Eocene 
species from Guatemala called Cythereis 
costellata (Roemer) (v.d. Bold, 1946, p. 95, 
pl. 12, fig. 1) is apparently the same as. 
Leguminocythereis? applinorum Swain 
(1946, p. 370, pl. 54, fig. 11, pl. 55, fig. 10). 
The second name should be adopted as 
identification with the German species is by 
no means certain. 

Comparison with Jackson and Vicksburg 
material (kindly donated by H. V. Howe of 
Louisiana State University and recently 
received through the courtesy of L. Wein- 
geist, paleontologist with Creole Petroleum 
Co.) shows that Bythocypris cf. gibsonensis 
Howe and Chambers (1935) from the Oli- 
gocene of Cuba (v.d. Bold, 1946, p. 68, pl. 
1 fig. 13) is in fact this species. Cythereis 
cubensis v.d. Bold (1946, p. 91, pl. 10, fig. 22) 
is identical with Cythereis blanpiedi Howe. 
The writer was misled by the slightly exag- 
gerated median ridge in Howe's figure 
(Howe and Law, 1936, pl. 4, fig. 27). Cy- 

thereis rosefieldensis Howe and Law (1936, 
p. 51, pl. 3, fig. 26, pl. 4, fig. 1, 2) is con- 
sidered to be the adult form of Cythereis 
spinosa Lienenklaus (v.d. Bold, 1946, p. 90 
pl. 10 fig. 10), which species is probably not 
identical with Cythereis spinosa Lienenklaus 
(1900, p. 516, pl. 20, fig. 4). Cythereis david- 
whitei Stadnichenko (1927, p. 240, pl. 39, 
fig. 24) was not recognized by the present 
author and erroneously described as Cy- 
thereis splendens Sutton and Williams (?) 
(v.d. Bold, 1946, p. 94). Cythereis evax 
(Ulrich and Bassler) (v.d. Bold, 1946, p. 90, 
pl. 10, fig. 19) has been found in the 
Cooper marl (? U. Eocene) of North Caro- 
lina (H. V. Howe material). So far it has not 
been found in deposits younger than middle 
Oligocene of the Caribbean region, which 
throws some doubt on the correctness of the 
writer's determination. Cythereis evax (Ul- 
rich and Bassler) was originally described 
from the Miocene of Maryland (Ulrich and 
Bassler, 1904, p. 115, pl. 36, fig. 6-8). Howe 
does not report it from the Arca zone of the 
Choctawhatchee; the present author was 
unable to find it in samples from the Shoal 
River, Oakgrove and Chipola Mipcene of 
Florida (H. V. Howe's material) and in a 
type collection of Ostracoda from the Mio- 
cene of Florida, made by Hendee Smith and 
in the possession of R. W. Barker (senior 
paleontologist with the S. C. P. C.). Trie- 
belina sp. (v. d. Bold, 1946, p. 74, pl. 5, fig. 
5) is identical with Triebelina howei (Ste- 
phenson) (Glyptobairdia howei Stephenson, 
1946, p. 347, pl. 42, fig. 5, 6, text fig. 1, 2; 
Triebelina howei (Stephenson), 1947a, p. 
578). 
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TABLE 1. OCCURRENCE OF SOME FOSSIL CUBAN OSTRACODA 

{1o 

3QQ) Qb O 0 
U cd Cd C C O 0 C 

Cytherella dozyi v.d. Bold X 
Cytherella sp. Howe & Chambers X 
Cytherella sp. . X 
Argilloecia hiwanneensis Howe & Lea X X X 
Argilloecia sp. X X X 
Paracypris franquesi Howe & Chambers X X 
Paracypris sp. X 

Macrocypris cylindracea (Bornemann) 

Bythocypris gibsonensis Howe & Chambers X X X 
Bairdia trigona (Bosquet) X X 

Cytherairdia cspedesensis v.d. BoldX 
Cytherella cassdozyi v.d. Bold X X 

Cytherelka sp. Howe & Chambers X 
Cytherella sp. .X 

Argilloecia hiwanneensis Howe & Lea X 

Bairdia antillea v.d. Bold X 

Argiloecia sp. X X X 

Triebelina howei (Stephenson) X 
Krithe cubensis v.d. Bold X X X X 
Krithe bartonensis (Jones) X X 

Prithe hiwannueesi Howe & Chambers X 
Paracytheridea limburgensissp. Veen 

Macrocypris cylindracea (Bornemann) X 

Bythocythers gibsonensis Howe & Chambers X X X 
Bairdia trigona (Ulrich & B assler) X X 

Cythereis ozanana Israelsky X 

Cythereis blanpiedesensis Howe X 
CytheBairdia cassidentata v.d. BoldX X 

Cythereis polytrema (Brady) X 

Cythereis rosefiannelensis Howe & Lea X 

Cythereis davidwhitei Stadnichenko X 
Cythereis montgomeryensis Howe & Chambers X 

Hemicythererdia antillea v.d. Bold X 

Bairdia sp. X X X X X 
Triebelina howei (Stephenson) X 

HKrithe cubensis v.d. BoldX X X X X 
Hemicythe barto lonifera (Brady) 

Cytheridea limburgensis v. VeenX 
Clithrocytheridea grigsbyi (Howe & Chambers) X > X 
Cythereis evax (Ulrich & Bassler) X X X 

Brachycythere ledaformis (Israelsky X 
Cythereis blanpiedi Howe & LawX X 

Cythereis blanpiedi, var. mammidentata v.d. BoldX 

Cythereis polytrema (Brady)p. 
LoxoCythereis rosef.ieldensis Howe & Law X 
LoxoCythereisoncha davidwhitei Stata (Lienichenklaus) 

Loxoconcha sp. X X 

Cytheropteron montgomeryensis Howe & Chambers X 
Hemicythereon punctulata v.d.Lienenklaus 
Hemicythere kneni sp. Howe & Law X 

Hemicythere stolonifera (Brady)X X 
Brachycythere ledaformis (Israelsky) X X 

rachycytheroptere rusdanllensis Howe & Chambers X 
Cytheromora sp. 

Loxoconcha cf. corr^ugata Alexander X 

ParaLoxoconcha eridentata (Lienenklaus)p.X 
Loxocerationcha sp.X 

Cytheropteron montgomeryensis Howe & Chambers X 

Pseudocytheropteron punctulata Lienenklaus X 

Cytheropteron sp. Howe & LawX 
Cytheropteron danvillensis Howe & ChambersX 
Cytherura sp.X 
Paracytheridea sp. X 
Monoceratina sp. X 
Pseudocythere cretacea Bonnema X 
Xestoleberis sp. X 
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In a recent preliminary note A. Jeannet 
(1948) reports and illustrates some observa- 
tions on the shape of the apertures of some 
nautiloids from the late Jurassic ferruginous 
oolites of Herznach (Argovie), Switzerland. 

These observations are undoubtedly valu- 
able, but exception must be taken to some of 
the author's inferences: 

(1) For the new classification of the 
Nautiloidea "toute differente de celle, 
utilisee de nos jours et proposee par L. F. 
Spath en 1927," as announced by him (p. 
178), his future paper will have to be 
awaited. In passing it may, however, be 
noted that the new subfamily (of the family 
Nautil dae?) already proposed in Jeannet's 
preliminary paper should, according to the 
rules iof nomenclature, be named Meso- 
nautilinae but not Mesonautilidae. 

(2) Jeannet (p. 185), after stating "strik- 
ing analogies" between "les impressions 
situees a l'interieur et dans le fond de la loge 
habitee d'un Nautile actuel (N. pompilius 
L.)" and the apertures of certain fossil 
nautiloids, concludes: 

"On pourrait exprimer les faits de la 
fagon suivante: La chose se passe comme si 
la forme du peristome de certaines especes 
fossiles avait emigre vers le fond de la loge 
habitee d'un Nautile actuel et s'etait fixee 
dans le contour de certaines des impressions 
du manteau." 

These impressions in the rear of the body 
chamber of Nautilus pompilius, here 
brought into such a fascinating evolutionary 
connection with the apertures of some Meso- 
zoic nautiloids, are, however, most probably 
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nothing else than those of the muscles of 
attachment, as clearly seen, ahead of the 
last septum, in Foord's (1891, p. 170) figure 
32a; those muscles, themselves, are explic- 
itly described in Zittel-Eastman (1913, p. 
588) and are found, under the designation 
"h," in Owen's illustration of the interior of 
the living Nautilus, reproduced in that text- 
book (ibid., p. 587) as figure 1049. 

(3) Furthermore, Jeannet (p. 186) states 
rather categorically that, whereas in the 
nautiloids the ventral part of the apertural 
margin is either straight or inflected back- 
ward, in the ammonoids the "appendice 
siphonal," if existing, is always directed 
forward but not backward, and that there is 
never a ventral sinus. This statement is, 
however, inconsistent with the enumeration, 
in Zittel-Eastman (1913, p. 623), of several 
late Paleozoic ammonoid families in which a 
hyponomic sinus is present, either through- 
out the family and throughout development, 
or in some species only, or in all stages ex- 
cept the gerontic one. 

However, even if Jeannet's above state- 
ment were correct, it still could not justify 
his-admittedly hypothetical-conclusion 
that the nautiloids should be referred to the 
Tetrabranchi'ata but the ammonoids to the 
Dibranchiata. In no way does the author 
make it clear why a backward inflection of 
the ventral part of the apertural margin in 
some forms of a group should indicate the 
presence of four gills throughout this group, 
but its forward projection that of only two. 
Thus, his conclusion appears to be untena- 
ble from a purely logical angle and is even 
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