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tity; althouﬂh the: colour of the speuea is somew‘mt vuxabl
charactemstxc pt‘oh ading hind-angles: of the metasternum
“ nunierous ‘veins of the membrane are well portray ed by Bu‘
TANT’S artisl. Mr. DisTa 'T,does not seem to be awn’e c,t le tdvtthat

spoc;es of the common and umvez \H} distributed L\
Nysius as belonvuyJr to the Coreid genus Ropalus SCUsLL.
.Auctt.). His way otdealmcf fith the genus meu Farw. (jlumpha,
Am, S) is"not much of 'm mlpzovmnem As Covizus is one ot lhe

ned in one \\ay inbllual now 1‘mosf proverhu

,ﬁmnu‘ to structaral . Chamdma Mr. Disvaxt has only had an exe
for the bright colour of Corizus, reminding of certain ]\”"ldd,, :
and this was sufficient reason to him lo place it there, and as it
naturally ly did not fit the desulphon of au) Lygaid, the « now genusy
wats ready ! '

Miyodochld% (Lyq.md&‘) “ In the Records of the Indian
Museam V, p.-313, DistaNT- -describes -« new genus and species »-
Abgarus typicus from Borneo and gives two ligures ol it, one taken
from above, the other from the side. It is said Lo differ from Ac[lm-
lotus Stan « by the prodmxd neck behind the ocdh »: Trom the
profile figure it is clear-that this « genus » is founded on an Aetha-
lotus in which the head had by ncudentbeen detached from the body
“and then glaed on to the ‘thorax in such a way thit the neck; nor
mall) enclo:ed in the prothomx baxeh tou(hes ihe uppex apu,a




erthus i ‘to do with the Colobathms«
&, whexe itis placcd by 1ts author(thnch Brit. Ind. V, p.-33).
It is closely allied to if not actually identical with ]ly//mm STAL
(Heterooabtmme) Honvxrn has recentlv placed Artemidorus DIST

T 'T may. he x‘wht in renardmrrlt as.distinet. oo oo
The genera Fsmunus DIST. and Euhvmerus Dist. (L. ¢! p 41-43),
p laced in the Uetexooastmnoe, are so like Blissinz, that I suppose

,nervures are coxrecﬂ} figured, S o

oIn 1901 Distant described a new genus-and species under the
name Heinsius ea,pltcatus I have seen specimens from the same
_locality fl‘om ‘where the. typical specimens came, and I can see no
.. Teasons Whv it should be generically separated from Jfschnodemus

are on the contrary tapering from the base to the apex.. | .. F
It must: be admitte | that the descriptions of the Myodochidz i in
'DLDTA\T“ last Volume of his Indian Rhynchota, though far from
“complete, are belter than the utterly futile « dosuxphous » in the
“ .« Biologia », and I think most of them can be recognized. The
- genus Nysiusis an exception. Of this: ‘genus Distant has described

o

which ca be recognized from the descuptlon evenas to the group
! et elong :someof them may’ possibly be

( ®. Yet STAL and HorvaTH have clearly indicated what cha-

racter should be used in dlstmcmshmn speuea of ”]lb genus.

Pyrroocorides. — . The genus Ithodoclia DbT 01‘1“m&ll\

the Pyrrhocoride:. It may really belong there, but as it is founded
on larvie (a fact not mentioned by Distaxt), il is hmpossible to
determine its place without a careful examination of the type.
Rruter (Aeta Soc. Sc. Fenn. XXXVIL, 3, p. lbu) suggested that it
may-belong to the i\hdm o (Corudm) and this is perh: 1ps its true
p ace.
~
. Tingidze. — Disrant describes (1. 103) a new genus
Abdmtartus and says that it is « dlchuIt to locate the genus preci-

“ it is probablé that in placing it after Phatnoma no considerable
error will have been committed ». . The two last antennal joints.are

postenorly prolonrred ina lonrr acute pxocess zwchmg for be)ond

o they will prove to belong to this subfaml y even if the membmml

“ Figs. Far from being « clavate », as DisTanT says, the antenne

from different parts of the world -about 15 new species, nol one of -

placed in the \Imda; is now transferred by Distant (L (,., p. 92) to -

sely » because the two last antennat joints are wantmg, and that. . -

— of no . importance:in- Iocatmh the - "enus and as it has the’ pmnotum
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‘the scutellum; it is absurd’ lacéi,t'in the ivision Can deraﬁa'

~Dist. DISTANT Leeps itsstillas sdistinct because it has no pronotal

5 ftera, 1890), the name Belenus Dist. must be maintained

BANKS says, but very “closely so to the neotropical genus Dysodius

_fore lobe, not narrower than it as in Dysodius, I'now think that o 2
ot

_possibly also founded on larvea, but as DISTANT carefully avoids to
- describe the tarsi and the genital segments, it is impossible to

glance ‘at the tarsi is sufficient for this"purpose. There is'no réason

‘shorter and broader, and with hu'sute antenn », are only specxﬁc. o

~and-broad-as Ventidius aquarzus -Dist.5 but 1t -canuot be genencally s

near Phatnoma. S
As shown by HORVATH Ayrerus Dist. is 1denucal Wlth Urentius

-~ HORVATH has shownw hat Belenus DISI‘.
however, the name Sahuutala is preoccupied (L.UIEL‘R

. Elasmognathus nepalensis: Dist. (L.c.; p. 12‘7) belongs to Diplo-
gomphus Honrv.; Bull.'Soc. Ent. Fr. 1906, p. 296, a genus not even
mentioned ‘in DisTaxT’s book,although HorvaTH.stated that the
Cevlonese Elasmog Jnatlms Greeni I\mBY appex't'uns to 1t

Aradxdse e Acanthm‘adus ‘ ﬂguntem B,\\[\S Phxhpp Joul'n.
Se. IV, 580, pl. 11, fig. 8 (1909) is identical with Dysodius quaterna- ,
7ius BERGR., Verh. zool. bot. Ges. Wien XXXVI, 54, pl. 11, fig. 3 I 1)
(1886). It 'is not allied to P}n/llotzngzs WALK. (Alyattes STAL), as o

Lep. Serv. As the hind lobe of the pronotum is broader than the

this species can be generically separated from Dysodius and it haa'
to bea the name Acmzthm adus quaternarius BERGR. ‘

is founded on a Jarval staﬂe of what genus is. imposs ble to say.
Some other new Gerrid genera descmbed in the same-book are

know with certainty. In several families he has founded new genera’
and species on larve, taking thém for imagines, and on the other
hand be has described apterous imagines as larve (¢« immature » :
specimens) without.naming them. It is obvious that he does not - g
know how to tell a larva from an -imago, although in most cases a ' )

to name larve and I quite agree with Micaa¥L and other authors,
that such names cannottake puout\ if the imago'is descnbed later
under an other name.

~The genus Ventidius DJ%M\T (l C.; P- 106) is 1dentlca1 mth Mc~ ' :
trocoris MAYR. The differential characters given by DISTANT, « bodv B ‘_1:9-

I bave an nndescribed species from Burma Wthh is fully as short

separated from Metrocoms. S ALy

1Y




; ‘ , rienta sT. (lv e, p. 18")
ose the name T comparanda the name orzen(alzs being

_ pre ccupxed by ScrourebEN for an East-african species.
_Physorhynchus coprologus Ann. has, been cor rectly transferred to -
‘the Acanthaspxdm‘e by Dist :

imago, not an « 1mmature » specimen as Dis oy
41902 DisTANT desonbed the new genus Khafra and says ofxt

_Canterior tibiee nolb provided with a distinct apical spongy furrow v.

“As type of-the genus is given Platymeris preedo Stin, of which
. DisTA had STAL’S type before himself. Of this species STAL cor-
- rectly says: « fossa spongiosa tibiarum anteriorum circiter dimi-
“dium_tibiarum. occupans ». In Kh. elegans BREDD. and ugar ndico

ScuoUT ., which I know, the spongy furrow is of the same lennth

- asin prcedo, and there can be no, doubt that this is the case in all ..~
other speues of the genus. Tar from being absent, as DisTANT savs,-
“the spongy: furrow is thus e\ceptzona‘llv lonq and well dex eloped in '

(1

]xhaf’r
Nabldae — I“or Arbelw leT ANT (Rh Lx. Ind V 19) uses. the

kname Accmtlaoln uchz/s Fiep. and says that « REuTER has advocated
the substitution of the later name Arbela STAL, because Fieser had

_neither given nor described a representative species ».-REUTER has

said nothing of the kind and has nowhere advocated such a prin-

cxple On the contrary he *tates exp BSSI) (Mém. Soc. - En

e discorded thie’ canthobrachys sxmply because‘lt
(,upied (TLI\EL Coleoptex’a 1607) ~ -

1s preoc

erld% (Cap~1<1"e) —In this f"umlv Ul\’]‘\‘\’l h(h described
60 new genera from India. REUTER has shown that 43 of these
genera are impossible to locate from the utterly useless descrip-

-tions, and in this family DistaNT’s figures are of liltle avail. Develo-

ping the excellent fundamental principles for the classification of

“this family laid down by Fieser and C. G. THousox and adding new

ones REUTER has during many years’ studies established a system

~of the-Miridee-in-which-all-characters have been properly conside- ™~ =~~~

red and which beyond question is the greatest achievement of
modern systematic Hemipterology. OF this system DisTANT seems
to have underbtood practically nothing and has substituted for it a
pxeposterous jumble of his own fabrication, impossible to unravel’

‘without-examination of his types. To cap the climax he does not
scruple (Rhynch. Brit. “Ind. IV, p. 157) to speak of REUTER’S

disastrous-results in retarding a knowledge of that family » 1.
~Lasiomiris lineaticollis REUT. is correctly placed as a sy nonym of-

albopzlosus LETH. bv DIbT.\NT I have seen LFTHIERBY type.




ubtful synonym of H. theivora WAT., and MANN has récently
‘exp essed 'the“k‘opiriibxi that they should be united There canin fact
doubt that febriculosa was founded on a casual, not definite,

‘ Cevlo gen his
iella. This name being preoccupied by
sanoptera, I propose the name Poppiella

B

’An’thocoridae The five new genera of this family described
by DISTANT ina former volume (1906) of his « Fauna » have heen
S , placed as synonyms of‘other genera by Porrivs. DiSTANT maintains
: . them all in his new volume. As to the identity of Amphiareus DisT.
woand Lippoinanus DIST. with Cardiostethus F1EB. there can, however,
“be no doubt, but if Distant’s figufe of Arnulphus is correct, he
may be right in keeping'this genus ‘as distinct from-Anthocoris, as
it has. a mich larger cuneus beginning before the tip of the clavus.
Asslated by PoppIts there seam to be no reasons to separate Sesel-
lius Dist. and Ostorodias Dist from- Scoloposcelis -FIEB., although
‘ ‘ ’ DISTANT gives & key to keep them apart. This key ‘looks good on
B - “the paper, but:breaks down-on closer examinalion, as Scoloposcelis

fore.and.hin ra spined, and femora spi-

soN placed 'IIélO})éltis'v'feb'r,i'ciglois‘dr BERGR.

contains species with ouly-the fore femora spined, others with the ’

e P xhi

- 0On Cardiostethus . DistAnT founds' the new genus
s Almeida, but does not-mention that Porpius himself suggested the
- foundation of a new genus for it. The cosmopolilé Lyctocoris cani-
pestris FABR. bas been recorded from Bombay by Porpius; it is not
described in DisTANT’S book. o

’Cicadidee. - - GopiNg and I'ROGGATT have — ¢ very properly »

" according to

(Melampsalia KorL.) wilh five apical areas to the wings as a distinct
» L . ' L genus, Pawropsalta. Yet this character cannot even be regarded as
| C LT C of speciﬁ‘cA,\’talu,éy,f,as in some species, for instance the African
C. variegata OL., the number of apical areas is §ix in some speci-
 mens aud five in others. Sometimes. there are five areas in'one
~ wing and six in'the other. The number is- variable also in other

allied genera. Specimens. of Abroma nubifurca WALK. with five
“ (instead of 5ix) "a’pical\ areas have been described by DISTANT @5 2

¢ new-genus and species » underthe name Panka simulata.

: Naucoride. — The genus Thurselinus Dist. (Rhyneh. DBrit.
~ - Ind., IIf, 33 and V, 327)is identical with Nawcoris GEOVER.

PleranT == separated 'the species of “Cicadetta-Kor,. ===




sc xptlons are very short and quite ;
i madeqmte,, but he sent me his types and I published the syno- -
nymy- of his species. I did so avithout further comment, for FALLou ..
~did not pretend to be’ aspecxahst and ke did not try to gloss over
his dilettantism with a. veneer of erudition. Yet this short synony-
mic notice of mine is sufficient reason for Mr. Distant to depict . Lt
- FALLOU as my « critical tarnet »'» It is true that Distaxt’s works = .-
~havebeen severelv censmerL b) “his colleagues in Hemlptexolo Y, -
“but there: has been- too: sufﬁcient reason for this criticism and I
cannot: but agree with: the. lale .BreEDDIN when he spoke -of Dis-
TANT'S @ d:s%tzous aotmty »: Mr: DiSTANT speaks of my « constant
. animadversions » selipraveshumaonwm est and anybody can make
»-wooccasional. nustakes, but when DIsTANT describes Myodochidwe as
- Coreidee, Coreidic as Myvodochidem, Pyrrhocoridie as Penmtmmda&
S 'Acanthxadre as - Reduviide-and Reduviidic as Nabidie, when he
/ descmbes pax ts of thekabdomen as bbluunmn to the stu'uum, larvee

itively wrong, when he in his pa
‘shows a constant mmpautv ‘to grasp what characters should -be
“used in separating genera and species in the group he happens to
be dealing with, and when he constanlly tries to defend or deny -
unqt‘xestionable errors, — then T fail to see why all this should be -+
passed by in silence. bl‘xL(OfV Vet. Alk: Forh, 1870, p. 607) said - R '
of . WALKER : « this author’s notions of- s\nlcmdhu characters are '
so hazy that one does not ventuve to assume that he has corr ectly
- understood-even the most distinct forms». These very words are L :
“applicable.also_to Mr.: _Disra .;It is-indeed a pity that so great o = -~~~
part of all known Hemtpte a has passed through the hands of
Warken and Dist ANT, and it is at least fortunate that a good deal
. of the Central-American Heteroptera wns worked out by the
- coleopterist Mr. CII.\\H‘[U\’ whose masterly treatise on the families L S .
~belonging to his part of the Rhynchotal division of the « Bmlonm » o R e
=15 a adornment of the hemipterological literature. S




