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SYNOPSIS

Foerster described 489 genera with no included species.

Notes are given on Thomson’s treatment of certain of these genera, and it is concluded that in
all cases where his spelling differed from that of Foerster, he was emending the names. The species
described by Brischke and placed in Foerster’s genera are discussed and synonymy given. A
complete list of the type species of the Foerster genera of Ichneumonidae is included and species
are placed in most of the genera to which no species have been previously assigned. In some
genera, inclusions of species have been found earlier than those known to Viereck. Synonymy
has been brought up to date.

INTRODUCTION

THE purpose of this paper is to select type species for those genera of Foerster
1868 : 135—221 which were described without included species in his key to genera of
Ichneumonidae, and for which no previous designations have been made. For this,
I have been able to visit Munich to see those parts of the Foerster collection housed in
the Bayerische Staatssammlung, and I have also been able to see material of the out-
standing genera of which representatives are present in the Berlin and Vienna
Museums. There still remain some nineteen genera of which I have been unable to
see material and of which I have as yet been unable to form any conclusions as to
which species are indicated. Due to the kindness of Miss Luella Walkley, a microfilm
copy of the Foerster manuscripts in the U.S. National Museum has been sent to me,
but these notes unfortunately provide no further information as to the identity
of these nineteen genera.

From Opinion 46 of the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature,
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the selection of type species, where already made, is fixed however ill these may agree
with the original diagnosis. It is to be hoped that no reversal of this policy will be
made in relation to the Foerster genera, as even in Europe the first included species
are all too frequently completely different from the species included in the Foerster
collection, and could not be recognized from the key. It should be pointed out, as
well, that certain of the species (sometimes unique) placed in a particular genus by
Foerster are quite impossible to run in his key ; in a number of cases, his genera were
based on freak specimens.

Of the species contained under the genera in the Foerster collection, and the type
species which have been selected for these genera, those of the Diplazoninae form
a good example, and the position in relation to these genera is given below.

Bassus (=Diplazon) contained the common species usually placed in this genus by
European authors, together with bizonarius Gravenhorst.

Promethes contained the species normally included in this genus except for those
placed in certain of the segregates given below.

Bioblapsis. The single specimen placed under this name in the Munich collection
is a remarkable species otherwise unknown to me. The form of the clypeus is similar
to that found in Diplazon, but as stated by Foerster, it is broader, as is the whole
face ; also the face is in greater part polished with only a trace of sculpture (at the
sides of the epistoma and the orbits of the eyes) between the conspicuous punctures ;
the carinae of the propodeum are similar to Diplazon, but the notauli are lacking on
the mesoscutum ; the broad gaster has no central, longitudinal carina on tergite 1
and no transverse grooves ; tergite 2 is smooth between the clear punctures in the
basal two-thirds. Type species, Bassus flavipes Holmgren.

Liopsis was described for Promethes [Bassus] festivus (Gravenhorst). This is the
only European species known to me that would run to this genus in the key, and
within Promethes is a very peculiar species. Type species, Promethes [Bassus)] sulcator
(Gravenhorst).

Zootrephes contained not only holmgreni (Bridgman) and rufiventris (Gravenhorst)
but also Bassus cinctus Gravenhorst. Type species, Bassus (Zootrephes) hilaris
Woldstedt.

Syrphoctonus contained the flavolineatus group together with Bassus pectoratorius
Gravenhorst and a very small specimen of Bassus tarsatorius Panzer. Type species,
Bassus biguttatus Gravenhorst.

Amniarophron is represented by Zemiophora scutulata (Hartig), a Euryproctine with
tridentate mandibles. Type species, Aniarophron niger Szépligeti.

Phthorima is represented by signatus Gravenhorst. Type species, Phthorima
[Bassus] compressa (Desvignes).

Enizemum is represented by ornatus (Gravenhorst), which has been selected as the
type species of the genus.

Homotropus contained the pictus and elegans groups of species. Type species,
Homocidus [Bassus] elegans (Gravenhorst).

Thus Bioblapsis, Liopsis, Zootrephes, Aniarophron and Phthorima are used for
concepts which do not agree with the original material of Foerster. However, the
genera of the Diplazoninae have been better recognized than in other subfamilies.
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THOMSON’S TREATMENT OF FOERSTER’S GENERA

A further problem that has caused considerable trouble is the emendations made by
Thomson in his Opuscula Entomologica when taking up the Foerster names. I agree
completely with Miss Walkley’s conclusion that the Thomson usage was purely as
emendations of the Foerster names (Walkley 1958). Neave, 1939—40, also lists these
names as emendations. R

It is as well, perhaps, to give a brief account of the manner in which Thomson
used this work of Foerster. References are given to relevant pages in Thomson'’s
Opuscula Entomologica. Although Foerster’s paper appeared in 1868, Thomson made
no use of it until 1874. Thomson 1874 : 589 explains his reason for his action by the
fact that Foerster had stated in his introduction that he proposed to give full descrip-
tions of the genera later, and in particular to fix type species ; however, Thomson
now proposed to try and recognize these genera though finding this very difficult
due to the lack of clarity and precision in the opposed characters of the key, and he
suggested that certain of his own genera were the same as certain of Foerster’s
genera. Thomson only took up a limited number of these names where he thought
that they would be taxonomically useful (1889 : 1361), and when he placed them as
subgenera he made them agree in gender with the generic name, or with the genus of
which he considered them to be segregates (cf. his treatment of the Plectiscinae and
Mesoleius). Thomson 1889a : 1408 states that through Schmiedeknecht’s work on
the Pimplinae, he has an insight into the Foerster genera and proceeds to use them,
though some are misspelled.

Thomson discussed Foerster’s work at some length in his introduction to Mesoletus
(18924 : 1870-1), again pointing out that many of Foerster’s segregates are based
on superficial characters. Of Aeolometis he states that Dr. Kriechbaumer had sent
him the type of that genus, the only type that he examined, which showed that the
specimen was a Scolobates italicus with the femur eaten out by Dermestes. This genus
was used by Thomson but misprinted Aelometis which has been regarded by certain
workers as a name distinct from Aeolometis for nomenclatorial purposes. He then
proceeds to use many of the Foerster names making them masculine to agree with
Mesoleius. Thomson never quoted any author for these Foerster names and thus they
appear in the same format as his own new genera. This seems to have been one of the
main reasons for subsequent authors having assumed that Thomson did not recognize
the Foerster names as valid and was proposing new names based on but distinct from
those of Foerster. Itappearsto me, therefore, that if any of these names are regarded as
new genera of Thomson, then all should be so accepted. No author has gone as far as
this, but some have accepted that in certain cases Thomson was actually using the
Foerster genera. The position, however, is really placed beyond doubt by the state-
ment quoted by Miss Walkley in relation to the Diplazoninae where Thomson 189o :
1462 stated that while Holmgren and Gravenhorst placed all the species in Bassus,
Foerster made many new genera, some of the names of which he (Thomson) was using.

Below is given a list of the names which are affected by the applications of the above
considerations, together with types selected by Thomson for genera of Foerster in his
various introductions to groups and genera and which have been overlooked. It
also includes overlooked inclusion of species given by Thomson.
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Aeolometis Foerster
Type species, Scolobates italicus Gravenhorst
Thomson 18924 : 1870 (as Aelometis [sic] Thomson 18944 : 2034)

Awnilasta [sic] Foerster Thomson = Awnilastus Foerster
Type species, Campoplex ebeninus Gravenhorst
Morley 1913 : 493
Apechtis [sic] Foerster Thomson = Apechthis Foerster
Aphanoroptra [sic] Foerster Thomson = A phanoroptrum Foerster
Type species, Aphanoroptra ruficornis (Pimpla Grav.) [lapsus pro Lissonota] =
Aphanoroptrum abdominalis (Gravenhorst)
Thomson 1877 : 736 (Monobasic)

Asthenarus [sic] Foerster Thomson = Asthenara Foerster
Type species, Asthenarus crassifemur Thomson (Monobasic)
Thomson 1889a : 1437

Astiphrommus [sic] Foerster Thomson = Astiphromma Foerster
Barytarbus [sic] Foerster Thomson = Barytarbes Foerster

Colocnema Foerster
Type species, Cryptus rufinus Gravenhorst
Thomson 1874 : 590

Diaparsus [sic] Foerster Thomson = Diaparsis Foerster

Dyspetus [sic] Foerster Thomson = Dyspetes Foerster .
Type species, Tryphon praerogator (Linnaeus) ; Gravenhorst, 1829 nec Linnaeus
Thomson 1883 : 8g9

Ewntelechius [sic] Foerster Thomson = Entelechia Foerster
Entypomus [sic] Foerster Thomson = Entypoma Foerster
Epachtus [sic] Foerster Thomson = Epachthes Foerster
Euryproctus Holmgren

Type species, Mesoleptus annulatus Gravenhorst, 1829
Thomson 1894 : 1985
This type designation has previously been overlooked.

Gonotypa [sic] Foerster Thomson = Gonotypus Foerster
Himertus [sic] Foerster Thomson = Himerta Foerster
Hodostatus [sic] Foerster Thomson = Hodostates Foerster
Holocremna [sic] Foerster Thomson = Holocremmnus Foerster

Homotropus Foerster Thomson
Thomson, 189o refers species definitely to this genus as follows :—
P. 1475 signatus, p. 1484 2-guttatus, p. 1487 signatus and pallipes.
In the key to genera, p. 1465, he refers to the genus as Homotropus but on p. 1488
the name is printed as Homoporus. This seems to be an obvious lapsus since he states
(p. 1464) that he is taking up certain of the Foerster genera. Thomson had already
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used Homoporus for a genus of Chalcids and Morley proposed the new name Homocidus
for the Ichneumonid Homoporus. The type species for both these genera, if considered
available names, must therefore be the same, H. elegans (Gravenhorst) by designation
of Viereck, 1912 (cf. Walkley 1958 : 57) ; the selection of pectoratorius (Gravenhorst)
for Homoporus by Viereck, 1914 is invalid.

The selection by Davis 1895 of bicapillaris (Walsh) as the type species of Homo-
tropus is anyway invalid as Thomson had already referred species definitely to this
genus, even if it is not accepted that Homoporus was a lapsus.

T accept Homoporus as being a lapsus for Homotropus and that elegans (Gravenhorst)
is the type species of Homotropus. If this view is not upheld, then the type must be
chosen from signatus (Gravenhorst), biguttatus (Gravenhorst) and pallipes (Holmgren).

Homoporus Thomson lapsus for Homotropus Foerster
Labrossytus [sic] Foerster Thomson = Labrossyta Foerster
Type species, Ichneumon scotopterus Gravenhorst (Monobasic)
Thomson 1894 : 2001
Lagarotus [sic] Foerster Thomson = Lagarotis Foerster
Lathrolestus [sic] Foerster Thomson = Lathrolestes Foerster
Lathrostiza [sic] Foerster Thomson = Lathrostizus Foerster
Luphyroscopus [sic] Foerster Thomson = Laphyroscopus Foerster
Type species, Tryphon gorskit Ratzeburg
Viereck 1914 : 87
Olesicampa [sic] Foerster Thomson = Olesicampe Foerster
Omorga [sic] Foerster Thomson = Omorgus Foerster
Pammicrus [sic] Foerster Thomson = Pammicra Foerster
Payrabatus [sic] Foerster Thomson = Parabates Foerster
Type species, Parabatus nigricarpus Thomson
Endelein 1912 : 106
Perispudus [sic] Foerster Thomson = Perispuda Foerster

[Phaestus Foerster
Type species, Phaestus heterocerus Thomson. (Monobasic)
Thomson 1894 : 2017]

Phobetus [sic] Foerster Thomson = Phobetes Foerster

Type species, Tryphon fuscicornis Holmgren

Viereck 1914 : 115
Phobocampa [sic] Foerster Thomson = Phobocampe Foerster
Phthorimus [sic] Foerster Thomson = Phthorima Foerster
Polycinetus Foerster Thomson emendation pro Polycinetis Foerster q.v.
Polyrhysius [sic] Foerster Thomson = Polyrhysia Foerster
Polytreres [sic] Foerster Thomson = Polytrera Foerster

[Proedrus Foerster
Type species, Hemiteles luteolator Gravenhorst
Thomson 1889 : 1360.]
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Rhaestus [sic] Foerster Thomson = Rhaestes Foerster
Type species, Grypocentrus rufipes Holmgren (Monobasic)
Thomson 1883 : 924

Saotus [sic] Foerster Thomson = Saotis Foerster
Thomson 1883 : 933—944. (Many species)
Type species, Mesoleius (Saotus) brevispinas Thomson
Viereck 1914 : 130
Scopesus [sic] Foerster Thomson = Scopesis Foerster
Spudaeus [sic] Foerster Thomson = Spudaea Foerster
Type species, Tryphon leucostomus Gravenhorst
Viereck 1914 : 136
The Brischke species, Trematopygus (Spudaea) clypearis Brischke, 1888 is invalid
as type species, as Thomson had already used the genus

Symodytes [sic) Foerster Thomson = Synodites Foerster

Thymarus [sic] Foerster Thomson = Thymaris Foerster
Already used by Brischke
Type species, Thymaris pulchricornis Brischke

Trichocalymmus [sic] Foerster Thomson = Trichocalymma Foerster
Already used by Woldstedt
Type species, Trichocalymma bipunctatum Woldstedt

Zemiophorus [sic] Foerster Thomson = Zemiophora Foerster.

Zootrephus [sic] Foerster Thomson = Zootrephes Foerster
Already used by Woldstedt
Type species, Bassus (Zootrephes) hilaris Woldstedt

FOERSTER GENERA FIRST USED BY BRISCHKE

Considerable confusion still exists in the identity of certain of the Foerster genera
which were first used by Brischke for species described by himself. This has been
made worse by the loss of the Brischke types. In order to try to rationalize the
position, some notes on the possible interpretation of these species are given below.

Bachia
Type species, Phygadenon (Bachia) testaceipes Brischke = Endasys Foerster
sec Habermehl and Schmiedeknecht.

Bathymetis
Type species, Phygadeuon (Bathymetis) cylindricus Brischke.
This species has never been recognized by any author, and is omitted by Schmiede-
knecht. The description gives no clue at present to the possibleidentity of the species.

Charitopes
Type species, Hemiteles (Charitopes) chrysopae Brischke.
From Brischke’s description, this species would agree best with a specimen sent to
the British Museum, named by Schmiedeknecht as Hemiteles flavigaster Schmiede-
knecht. It is closely related to Hemateles brunneus Morley (syn. H. hemerobii Pfankuch,
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syn. n.) and belongs to a group of species which seem all to be parasites of
Hemerobius.

Dimophora
Type species, Dimophora robusta Brischke.
This Cremastine appears to have been correctly recognized.

Erigorgus
See notes in the general list of types, p. 412

Gambrus
Type species, Gambrus (Cryptus) maculatus Brischke.
From the description it would appear that this was probably the male of Gambrus
ornatus (Gravenhorst), and anyway seems to agree best with some species of Gambrus
auctt. if considered to be distinct from ornatus.

Hypocryptus
Type species, Mesoleptus (Hypocryptus) testaceicornis Brischke.

This species has never been placed and I have been unable to recognize any species
as probably agreeing with the description.

Ischnobatis

Type species, Thersilochus [emend. pro Ter-] (Ischnobatis) stramineipes Brischke
(Monobasic). Brischke 1880 : 194.

Porizon nigritulus Gravenhorst ?, placed by Brischke in Ischnobatis, is not available
for selection as type and thus Viereck’s selection of this species is invalid.

T. (1.) stramineipes was originally reared from galls of Pontania and appears to be
the species that can be obtained fairly readily from the Balaninus which inhabits
these. Asat present understood, Luchatema Walkley, 1956 is a synonym of this genus.

Kaitenbachia
Type species, Kaltenbachia ornatus (Gravenhorst).

Brischke quoted ? ornatus Gravenhorst as belonging to this genus and hence placed
no determined species in it. However, Dalla Torre 1902 : 552 quotes ornatus Graven-
horst as belonging to this genus and hence this should be taken as the reference for the
first included species. Kaltenbachia, therefore, remains as a synonym of Gambrus.
The species placed by Schmiedeknecht in Kaltenbachia should therefore be transferred
to Nyxeophilus Foerster.

Medophron
Type species, Medophron niger Brischke.

This species has been synonymized with Phygadeuon afflictor Gravenhorst, and might
well have have been that species. It is very probable that when the various segregates
recognized in the North American fauna are investigated in relation to the European,
that Medophron will be considered a distinct genus.

Naetes
Type species, Hemiteles (Naetes) rufus Brischke, 1892.
I believe this species to be a synonym of Hemqteles hadrocerus Thomson, 1884
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syn. n. For the present, I regard this genus as a synonym of Orthizema ;
neither has come into usage and therefore page priority is accepted.

Notosemus
Type species, Notosemus dives Brischke, 1887 = N. bohemani (Wesmael, 1855).

Orthizema
Type species, Hemiteles (Orthizema) ornatus Brischke, 18go.
I believe this species to be a synonym of Hemiteles subannulatus Bridgman, 1883
syn. n. ; probably H. triannulatus Thomson, 1884 is also the same species.

Phradis
Type species, Thersilochus (Phradis) brevis Brischke.
I do not know this species.

Phyzelus
Type species, Phyzelus fasciatus Brischke.

I believe this species to be Phyzelus flagitator (Rossi) comb. n. syn. n., which
has been placed in Acanthocryptus by Schmiedeknecht who, although discussing
Phyzelus, retained all the species in the one genus. I consider these two genera to be
distinct.

Thaumatotypus
Type species, Thaumatotypus femoralis Brischke, 1881.
Syn. Pezomachus myrmecinus Thomson sec Roman and Pfankuch.
This species belongs to the group to which the name Thaumatogelis Schmiedeknecht
has been applied.

Thymaris
Type species, Thymaris pulchricornis Brischke.

T hysiotorus
Type species, Hemiteles (Physiotorus [sic]) brevipennis Brischke.

This species has been synonymized with Hemiteles hemipterus (Fabricius) Graven-
horst. Both Chamerpes and Phyrtus have the same type species. These latter have
been synonymized by Townes with Eriplanus but this seems to me to be doubtful.

It seems incredible that Brischke could ever have intended to use the name
Thysiotorus for this segregate, for Thysiotorus as used by Foerster is at once recog-
nizable as referring to the group of species placed under this name by Cushman 1920
including Leptocryptus lamina Thomson and the related species of the European
fauna. It appears to me much more likely that Brischke wrote Physiotorus as a
lapsus for Phyrtus, which, after all, is in the section dealing with brachypterous
forms in Foerster’s key. Further, many specimens of Aemipterus would run to Phyrtus.

Of the three new genera of brachypterous Phygadeuontoidae described by Foerster
in 1868, the specimens standing under those names in the part of the Foerster collection
in Munich were as follows :—

Pezoporus—T heroscopus hemipterus (Fabricius).
Phyrtus—Plectocryptus scansor Thomson Q@ (=grisescens Gravenhorst 3).
Chamaezelus—Stibeutes heinemanni Foerster.
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A further name, attributed by Brischke to Foerster appears as a synonym of
Orthopelma Taschenberg, namely Tanypelma (Brischke, 1881 : 348). Since the status
of names first appearing in synonymy is likely to continue to be a subject of contro-
versy, it is thought advisable at least to call attention again to this name.

GENERA OF WHICH NO SPECIMENS HAVE BEEN SEEN

In spite of the search made in the remaining parts of the Foerster Collection, no
specimens have been seen representing the following genera, and it has so far been
impossible to suggest what species Foerster may have had before him. It is therefore
thought inadvisable to select type species for these genera at the present time. They
are listed below under the family group name employed by Foerster.

Phygadeuontoidae

Epiphobus

Porizonoidae
E pistathmus

Campoplegoidae

Asinamora Olethrodotis
Dioratica Pantropa
Dolophron Rhexineura

Tryphonoidae
Alcochera Phagesorus
Aselasma Trysicampe
Camporychus Xenonastes
Hyperbatus Zapedias
Nythophona Zaphthora
Paraplesius

Names which are homonyms have not been considered as they need have no
standing in nomenclature, viz. :

Adranes Ithagenes
Daspletis Plesiomma
Hybristes Tolmerus

DESCRIPTIONS OF NEW SPECIES

In four cases, it has been impossible to determine the species placed by Foerster
under his genus, and these are described as new. Three of the genera are then
considered to be synonyms, Stygera of Cremnodes, Pemon of Lysibia and Gunopaches
of Phygadeuon, though when, as seems probable, this latter genus is split up, itis
possible that Gunopaches may constitute a recognizable segregate.
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Subfamily CRYPTINAE
Gunopaches crassus sp. n.
(Text-fig. 1)

Head : temples roundly narrowed behind the eyes; POL : OOL 2 :0'6; malar space long,
length of malar space : breadth of base of mandible = 6 : 5 ; genal sulcus not impressed, repre-
sented by a line of coriaceous sculpture ; genal carina meeting the hypostomal carina far behind

1) £

B
1 y
: 2

F1c. 1. Gunopaches crassus sp. n. @

the base of the mandible ; clypeus with two small, apical teeth ; epistoma weakly differentiated
and weakly raised ; frons sparsely punctate, vertex weakly coriaceous or smooth, the genae
polished, clypeus with scattered punctures, face with scattered, shallow punctures, coriaceous
and in part tending to striae; antenna thickened apically, approximately 17-segmented,
segments 3, 4 and 5 in the proportion 15: 16: 11I.

Thorax : pronotal groove somewhat transstriate ; notauli distinctly impressed to about one-
fifth ; disc of mesoscutum coriaceous, and together with the central lobe, having shallow,
ill-defined punctures, the lateral lobes polished with faint, sparse punctures ; scutellum punctate
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apically and laterally, the scutellar fovea with longitudinal striae ; sternauli deeply impressed ;
the pleura polished, with the disc very weakly alutaceous, becoming somewhat rugose-punctate
anteriorly ; subalar prominence short, rounded, merging into a conspicuous, posterior carina
before and above the subalar pit; sternum short, weakly, shallowly punctate, the epicnemial
carina strong, the mesolcus broadly closed posteriorly ; propodeum with conspicuous areae,
the area superomedia a regular hexagon and polished, the area dentipara with the posterior
carina strongly developed but not produced into an apical tubercle or spine, weakly sculptured,
the area petiolaris with coarse, coriaceous sculpture which is very weak anteriorly and becoming
strong posteriorly, the posterior lateral areae rugose ; metapleurae polished, with a few, shallow,
scattered punctures and somewhat striate posteriorly ; metapleural carina strongly developed.
Front wing with vein 3#m translucent, base of cell 2M a little longer than Cu,b, Cua a little
postfurcal. Hind wing with the apical abscissa of Cu, faint or absent, C#, and cua subvertical
and hardly angled. Hind leg with the femur not conspicuously thickened, tibia fat, narrowing
apically and strongly narrowing basally, spurs subequal, the apical tarsal segments in the
proportions 10: 3:9: 11 ; front tibia thickened, but not conspicuously inflated.

Gaster with tergite 1 having weak carinae to beyond the spiracles, the postpetiole somewhat
raised centrally, coriaceous but tending to become longitudinally striate apically ; tergite 2
weakly, coarsely coriaceous and with scattered hairs laterally and subapically ; the following
segments polished, tergite 3 with a sub-basal band of hairs and a subapical row of hairs, tergites
4 and 5 sparsely hairy; laterotergite 2 moderately broad, inflexed, of 3 weakly inflexed ;
ovipositor sheaths, seen ventrally : first hind tarsal segment = 7 : 6.

Colour : black ; tergite 2 sordid testaceous, scape sordid testaceous beneath ; legs sordid
testaceous with at least the hind coxa, hind tibia basally and apically and the hind tarsus
fuscous.

Length: 3 mm.

4. Unknown.

HorotypPE. @. Hym. 3b. 2058. SWEDEN : Skane ; Degeberga, 8.vii.1938 (J. F.
and D. M. S. Perkins) (B.M. Coll.).

PARATYPES. SWEDEN: Blekinge; Sjoarp, 2@, 28.v.1953 (K. J. Hequist.)
(B.M. Coll.). ? GERMANY : 1 Q (under Gunopaches in Foerster Coll. in Munich Museum),
1 Q (under Pantolispa in Foerster Coll. in Berlin Museum).

This species is distinguished by the clypeus having two teeth, vein 3 rm
unpigmented, the propodeum short and tergites 1 and 2 with coriaceous sculpture.

Pemon proximum sp. n.
(Text-fig. 2)

Having the generic characters given for Haplaspis Townes 1944. Related to
Hemateles nanus Gravenhorst 1829.

Head : the vertex and frons almost without sculpture, strongly shining ; occipital carina at
most faintly visible centrally ; genal carina meeting the hypostomal carina immediately behind
the base of the mandible ; antenna with 24 segments, antenna of the type without the apical
segments.

Thorax : pronotum laterally with only very short striae posteriorly and sparse punctures
towards the upper margin ; mesopleurum with three or four striae in front of the pit, with weak,
scattered punctures anteriorly, and the sternaulus only extending to about two-thirds the length
of the mesopleurum ; mesosternum weakly, though rather closely punctate and shining ;
propodeum dorsally and apically strongly shining, with irregular rugae associated only with the
carinae, the lateral carina absent ; metapleurum shining, in greater part without sculpture.
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Gaster shining, with tergite 1 subapically striate punctate, rather broadly smooth and polished
apically ; tergite 2 with a crenulate, transverse furrow at two-thirds the distance from the base,
polished behind this, coarsely punctate basally, the punctures in part fusing into striae, the
punctures becoming sparser towards the furrow ; tergite 3 with a weak transverse impression,
sparsely, finely punctate basally ; the following segments without clear punctures.

FiGc. 2. Pemon proximum sp. n. Q.

Colour : black to piceous; scape and pedicel in greater part pale testaceous; mandibles
yellow with the teeth black ; palps white; hind angle of pronotum and the tegula yellow ;
gaster with the apical segments red laterally, the tergites narrowly dull reddish apically, the last
two tergites white-membranous apically ; legs pale testaceous, the front and middle coxae,
trochanters and trochantelli yellow, the hind coxa usually infuscate basally, hind trochanter
and trochantellus yellow, hind femur weakly infuscate dorsally, hind tibia infuscate apically
and the last hind tarsal segment infuscate.

Length: 4 mm.
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HoroTyPE. Q. EUROPE : type locality unknown (4. Icerster Coll.) (Berlin.
Humboldt University Zoological Museum).

PARATYPE. ENGLAND : Suffolk; Monks’ Soham, @, 26.viii.1929, on window
(C. Morley) (B.M. Coll.).

Very closely related to Haplaspis ceylonensis Kerrich from Ceylon, and differing
from that species in the interrupted occipital carina, the transverse area superomedia,
the absence of striae towards the base of the petiole, centrally, and in the piceous,
not yellow, clypeus.

This genus belongs to that group which has the transverse pronotal groove con-
spicuously interrupted centrally. A further point of interest in relation to Lysibia
(syn. Pemon, Haplaspis) is that the long malar space is without the usual longitudinal
band of coriaceous sculpture.

Stygera Foerster

Possesses the characters given for Caenomeris Foerster by Townes 1944, of which
it is a synonym. It seems most probable that both are congeneric with the strongly
brachypterous Cremmnodes Foerster and for the present I regard both Caenomeris
and Stygera as synonyms of Cremnodes.

It is possible that the Foerster specimen may be distinct specifically from the
individual described herewith, but as the propodeal carinae are malformed, it is
advisable not to describe it at the present time.

Stygera rufipes sp. n.
(Text-fig. 3)

Head : temples large, subparallel directly behind the eyes, then convexly narrowed ; malar
space long, malar space : breadth of base of mandible = 3 : 2 ; genal carina meeting the hypo-
stomal carina conspicuously behind the base of the mandible ; mandibles rather broad, con-
spicuously narrowed apically, and with the upper tooth longer and larger than the lower;
clypeus produced apically into a strong central tooth, punctate basally; epistoma hardly
differentiated ; frons, temples and genae polished, the malar space coriaceous with sparse
punctures, the face coriaceous, more weakly so centrally and towards the eyes, with scattered
punctures ; interantennal tubercle strong; antenna with 18 segments, the segments of the
flagellum somewhat thickened apically, narrowed and somewhat elongate basally; flagellar
segments 1, 2 and 3 in the proportions 15 : 12 : 10.

Thorax : mesoscutum and scutellum with very shallow, sparse punctures, evenly hairy ;
scutellar fovea weakly striate; mesopleurum shining, glabrous centrally, with very weak
sculpture anteriorly ; sternaulus deeply inpressed anteriorly, somewhat longitudinally striate
posteriorly ; epicnemial carina distinct and well-developed ; mesosternum similar in sculpture to
the mesopleurum, and rather short ; propodeum with the area superomedia fused with the area
petiolaris and abruptly descending as in Stilpnines; costula absent, the remaining carinae
distinct ; area petiolaris polished, area dentipara weakly, coarsely coriaceous; metapleurum
rugose beneath. Wings as described for Caenomeris, with the venation somewhat retracted
towards the base of the wing. Legs rather thin; hind leg with the coxa coriaceous, femur not
thickened, tibia little thickened, narrowed basally, the spurs subequal, rather long, as long as or
a little longer than the second hind tarsal segment.

Gaster : tergite 1 subparallel-sided with the spiracles a little prominent, the petiole weakly
bicarinate to the spiracles, postpetiole raised centrally ; tergite 1 coriaceous laterally and
apically, the sculpture tending towards longitudinal striae, with a subapical row of hairs and
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scattered hairs laterally ; tergite 2 rather broad, faintly, coarsely coriaceous, sparsely hairy
laterally, with one or two hairs subbasally, a row of sparse hairs centrally and a row of sparse hairs
at the apical two-thirds; laterotergites of segment 2 somewhat narrow; rest of the gaster
narrowing from the apex of tergite 2 to the apex of the gaster, polished ; tergite 3 with sparse

B S s

Fic. 3. Stygera rufipes sp. n. Q.

hairs laterally and rows of sparse hairs at one-third and two-thirds from the base ; the following
segments sparsely hairy, on tergite 4 reduced to a transverse row centrally ; ovipositor sheaths
a little shorter than the first segment of the hind tarsus.

Colour : black; the scape, beneath, and the basal segments of the flagellum dirty-pale
testaceous ; tegulae yellow ; legs pale testaceous, the hind tibia somewhat infuscate basally and
apically and the hind tarsi weakly infuscate ; tergite 2 pale testaceous, infuscate laterally, tergite
3 pale testaceous, infuscate laterally and apically.

Length : 3 mm.
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HororyPE. Q. Hym. 3b.2059. ENGLAND: Hants; Brockenhurst, 7.vi.1938
(R. B. Benson) (B.M. Coll.).

Differs from Caenomeris nigripes (Ashmead) (syn. polita Ashmead) in the pale
testaceous legs and middle of gaster ; in the more elongate basal flagellar segments
(of migripes 10:10:7%); in the postanellus being distinctly longer than the malar
space, whereas in nigripes it is at most as long as the malar space ; in tergite 2 being
weakly sculptured basally. I wish to thank Miss Luella Walkley for giving me the
opportunity of examining a specimen of Caenomeris nigripes (Ashmead).

Subfamily CTENOPELMATINAE
Terozoa Foerster

This genus is related to Rhorus and Ischyrocnemis, but as stated by Foerster in his
key to genera, has the teeth of the very broad mandible more or less divided so that
it appears to be quadridentate, the inner teeth being shorter than the subequal,
outer teeth.

Both Terozoa and Ischyrocnemis have very well developed epomiae and simple
claws. Ischyrocnemis has no glymmae but a well developed, apical thorn on the front
tibia ; Terozoa has deep glymmae and a minute, apical thorn.

Terozoa quadridens sp. n.

Head transverse, rather narrow but with the temples a little diverging behind the eyes ;
occipital carina complete, genal carina incomplete, the postgena somewhat hollowed out ventrad
where it is irregularly, obliquely striate ; malar space rather long, about two-thirds the width of
the base of the mandible ; clypeus rather long, rounded apically and roundly, inwardly inflexed
apically, not divided from the face which is somewhat incised centrally below the antennal
sockets ; frons centrally carinate; face and clypeus punctate, tending to rugose-punctate
centrally, malar space rugose-punctate, the punctures becoming sparser on the gena, gradually
becoming sparse and small on the temples and vertex, the frons more distinctly punctate than
the temples ; base of mandible weakly tuberculate, mandible with four apical teeth ; antennae
of type damaged.

Thorax with rather close, silvery, recumbent pubescence ; pronotal collar moderate, rather
weakly differentiated, epomiae very strong; mesoscutum with the notauli barely perceptible
anteriorly ; scutellum raised, the lateral carinae only weakly represented basally ; subalar
prominence weak, rounded ; episternal scrobe shallow, close to the mesopleural suture ; epic-
nemial carina absent dorsally, only reaching a little above the line of the lower angle of the prono-
tum where it is angled, absent centrally and strongly raised into high lobes on either side of this ;
propodeum strongly areated with the rather small hexagonal area superomedia having the anterior
carina erased, dentiparal area truncate apically and with no costula, petiolar area with a weak,
central carina, the submetapleural carina somewhat raised anteriorly ; pronotum, mesoscutum
and scutellum finely punctate, mesepisternum more coarsely punctate, the punctures becoming
finer dorsad, and finer and closer on the sternum, the speculum polished, propodeum in part
smooth, irregularly rugose in the area superomedia and area petiolaris, metapleurum finely
punctate. Front wing with the stigma moderate, receiving Rs +- 27, which is curved basally,
before the middle ; cell 2Rs very shortly petiolate, rhomboidal, a little broader than high and
receiving vein 2mcu at the outer quarter ; 2mcu outwardly bent between the two fenestrae and
with a stub of a vein projecting ; cell 1M with the sides converging anteriorly ; vein Cub
posteriorly, inwardly curving, but Cua posteriorly, outwardly cuived. Hind wing with six
wing hooks ; apical abscissae of Rs, M, Cu, and 14 all discernible almost to the margin of
the wing ; basal abscissa of Rs longer than 1»m and not curved basally ; M 4 Cu, weakly

ENTOM. 11, 8 23
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curved ; nervellus a little postfurcal with Cu; subequal to cua. Legs with the front trochanter
long, front tibia with a minute apical tooth ; hind trochanter, viewed dorsally, subparallel-
sided except at the base, last hind tarsal segment shorter than segment 3, inner hind tibial
spur subequal to segment 2 of tarsus, the outer spur a little shorter than the inner; claws
impectinate, rather broad and shortly curved apically.

Gaster shining with rather close, silvery, decumbent pubescence, petiolate ; tergite 1 with
spiracles behind the middle, sternum 1 free and not quite reaching the line of the spiracles,
lateral carina extending to the apex of the segment where it is very strong, but is weak just behind
the spiracle, the petiole with a raised, flattened, central area but the postpetiole evenly, trans-
versely convex ; tergite 2 with the thyridiae rather large and subbasal ; laterotergites not
observable in the type, the spiracle of tergite 3 little removed from the lateral margin of the
segment.

Colour : black ; the clypeus sharply margined with yellow apically, vertex with a pair of
yellow, orbital spots ; front and middle femora marked with dirty yellow anteriorly, the tibiae
in greater part dirty yellow and the tarsi in part pale ; hind leg black with the spurs dirty white ;
tergite 1 red apically, the remaining tergites and the claspers red.

HorotyPE. &. ? GERMANY. (A. Foerster Coll.) (Munich, Bayerische Staats
Sammlung).

LIST OF TYPE SPECIES OF THE FOERSTER GENERA OF
ICHNEUMONIDAE

It has been found that certain arbitrary decisions have had to be made in order to
bring some consistency into the way in which the type species are arrived at. The
case of the Thomson usage of names has already been discussed, but further to this, it
should be pointed out that the previous treatment of these names can vary considerably
in any one work ; for instance, Viereck 1914 treats certain names as emendations, others
as new generic names, and where the spelling agreed with the original spelling of
Foerster, he assumed Thomson was directly using the Foerster name. Schmiede-
knecht, Roman and Cushman, in particular, have tried to make out the actual species
which they thought Foerster had before him ; where these interpretations differed
from the concept of following the first included species, they have considered such
type designation as invalid. This position has been clarified by the Paris and Copen-
hagen decisions of the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature.

Following the Copenhagen decision, I have excluded as available for type species
of genera those cases where an author has written some such phrase as ‘“ species B
would belong to genus A, showing some doubt about placement of the species ;
this, in actual fact, causes no changes of type species. Naturally any name with
which a question mark is associated, or with such qualifications as “ may belong "’
or “ perhaps belongs to genus A "’ is rejected.

In cases where two competing generic names have not previously been used, I have
naturally accepted page priority. However, in a number of cases, names with no
previously included type species would by page and place priority take precedence
over other names which have been used for a longer or shorter time. In these cases
I have followed the precept of stability and first reviser, and have synonymized these
genera with the names in current use.

Sometimes, Foe