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ABSTRACT 

A proposal is made for a classification of Oligocene European cricetids. Various problems concerning the evolu­
tion of Eucricetodon and Pseudocricetodon are discussed. A new species of Pseudocricetodon is described from 
a level slightly lower than the oldest occurrence of the genus, known so far. 

Keywords: Cricetidae (Mammalia), Oligocene, Spain. 

RESUMEN 

En este trabajo se propone una clasificaci6n de los Cricetidos de! Oligoceno de Europa. Se discuten varios proble­
mas relativos a la evoluci6n de Eucricetodon y Pseudocricetodon y, dentro de este ultimo genero, se describe una 
nueva especie procedente de un nivel mas antiguo que la distribuci6n anteriormente conocida del genero. 

Palabras clave: Cricetidae (Mammalia), Oligoceno, Espana. 

INTRODUCTION 

In 1986 we decided to undertake a revision of the 
cricetid genera Eucricetodon Thaler, 1966 and Pseudo­
cricetodon Thaler, 1969. Since Montalban (prov. Teruel, 
Spain) is the type-locality of the type-species of Pseu­
docricetodon, we found it necessary to carry out new 
prospections and excavations in the area of Montalban. 
Apart from the excavation of the classical site of Mon­
talban, many new fossiliferous localities were dis­
covered, which yielded a wealth of material, mainly 
Theridomorpha, Cricetidae, Gliridae, and Eomyidae. 
Some results have been published already (Freudenthal, 
1988, Freudenthal et al., 1990), but it will take much 
time to study the very large collections available now. 

So far our study of the material has been dedica­
ted mainly to the Cricetidae, more precisely to the prob­
lem how to distinguish the two genera mentioned a­
bove. Pseudocricetodon was created as a monospecific 
genus by Thaler (1969). Hugeney described two new spe­
cies, Pseudocricetodon thaleri in 1969, and Pseudocri­
cetodon philippi in 1971. In 1980 the same author trans­
ferred Eucricetodon incertus (Schlosser, 1884) to the ge­
nus Pseudocricetodon, and in 1985 Comte did the same 
with Eucricetodon moguntiacus Bahia, 1972. Apart 
from these taxonomic adjustments, and in spite of the 
large number of publications on Oligocene cricetids that 
have appeared in the past decades (Bahlo, 1975; Bru­
net, 1979; Comte, 1985; Dienemann, 1987; Hugueney, 

1969, 1971; Vianey-Liaud, 1971, 1972, 1974, and many 
others) the classification of this group remained bas­
ically untouched since the work by Mein & Freuden­
thal (1971). In 1987 Engesser created the subfamily Pseu­
docricetodontinae and in 1989 Onay-Bayraktar in her 
study of Middle Oligocene Turkish rodents published 
an entirely new concept of the classification of Oligo­
cene cricetids. In this paper we will comment that clas­
sification and propose an alternative, that deviates less 
from the current one. 

THE CLASSIFICATION PROPOSED 
BY UNAY-BAYRAKTAR 

Onay-Bayraktar (1989) presents a proposal for a 
new taxonomic classification of Oligocene cricetids. She 
states "The philosophy which is at the basis of our clas­
sification is that it should lead to a flexible system, a 
system which is by no means presented as natural or 
perfect, but which can be easily adapted when new in­
formation becomes available". (Op. cit ., p. 17). Howe­
ver, the preamble of the International Code of Zoologi­
cal Nomenclature reads "The object of the Code is to 
promote stability ... ". Furthermore she states "The lar­
ger part of this classification will be clarified in the dis­
cussion of the Thracian representatives of the Muroi­
dea" (op. cit . p. 18). Unfortunately this clarification 

https://doi.org/10.7203/sjp.25014




















