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I. Wissenschaftlich© Mittellungen.

1. On the nomenclature of Cirripedia.

By Henry A. Pilsbry, Philadelphia.

eingeg. 25. August 1910.

In his recent report upon »Die Cirripedien der Deutschen Siid-

polar-Expedition 1901— 1903« Prof. A. Gruvel has devoted many
pages to a critique of my work on the Cirripedes of the United States

National Museum, published in 1907. His strictures if unanswered

might lead some students to heed the warning he sounds against what

he considers my dangerous heresies.

Prof. Gruvel's criticisms relate to two aspects of the subject; to

questions of nomenclature, and to those of classification.

In nomenclature he objects to my use of Mitella Oken, 1815, in

place of Pollici'pes Leach,. 1817, and Octolasmis Gray, 1825, in place of

Dkhelaspts Darwin 1851; he also ignores the earlier name 'Trilaam is

Hinds 1844, in favor of a later one, PoecUasma Darwin 1851.

In all of these cases the earlier generic names used by me were

properly proposed , and there has never been any question as to their

pertinence to the groups. M. Gruvel's sole objection io Mitella is that

PolUcii)es is in general use, while be rejects Octolasmis and Trilasiuis
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because they are considered inai)propriate in meaning. My action in

these cases was in accord with the letter and spirit of the code of

nomenclature adopted by the International Zoological Congress (Berlin,

1901).

I have been unable to find support in any code of nomenclature

for M. Gruvel's contention. I freely admit Prof. Gruvel's right to

use any generic names he pleases, but I fail to see why he should ex

cathedra denounce me for using the oldest tenable generic names.

I rejected M. Gruvel's family names Polyaspidae, Pent-

asp id ae etc. because they are not based upon generic names. There

are no genera Polyaspis, Pentasp/s-, Anaspis in Cirripedia though Pobj-

aspis in used in Arachnida, and Anaspis in Coleoptera. I use the term

Scalpellidae in preference to Pollicipedidae because Pollicipes

is not a valid generic name, hence cannot serve as the basis for a family

name.

In matters of classification M. Gruvel objects to my course in di-

viding the old genera Scalpelbim and Alepas. He had unfortunately

not seen my later paper on Scalpellidae i, in which I have fully deve-

loped my ideas, basing the classification upon the total structure of

both male and hermaphrodite forms. I venture to believe that no zoo-

logist who looks into the matter will have difficulty in deciding between

my classification and the artificial arrangement in Prof. Gruvel's

Monograph. His use of the names Archiscalpellum, Euscalpellum and

Xeoscalpelhun (p. 199) cannot be followed, since I have already defined

the same groups, have given them names and types, and have indicated

their place in the evolution of the group. It must be confessed that M.

Gruvel's habit of ignoring the groups and names of his predecessors

and contemporaries is calculated to reduce the nomenclature of Cirri-

pedes to chaos. I may say here that

ArchiscalpeUum Gruvel = Smilium Gray 1825.

Euscalpelhmi Gruvel = Scalpellimi Leach 1817.

Neoscalpellum Gruvel = Arcoscalpelliim Hoek 1907.

In the case of Poecilasma and Megalasina^ I have shown that se-

veral forms referred to the former group really belong to the latter. No

evidence is presented by Prof. Gruvel to show that this course was in-

correct. I cannot find from M. Gruvel's work that he has had much

material in the group Megalasma, while my own conclusions were

reached from a study of hundreds of examples of a majority of the

known species.

As to Alepas^ I have shown that the pelagic forms inhabiting me-

1 Vide Proc. Acad. Nat. Sci. Philadelphia 1908. p. 104-111.
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dusae, and upon which the genus was originally based, differ in several

important particulars from the forms living on the sea bottom (which I

call Heteralepas). M. Gruvel argues that the characters are adaptive

and not of generic significance; yet strangely enough, he adopted the

genus Gymnolepas Aurivillius, which was based upon one of the medusa

parasites, and is really a species of Alepas as that genus was originally

understood. In this case I am satisfied to have shown clearly the dis-

tinctions between the two groups. I have demonstrated that the name ^/e-

pas belongs to the Medusa parasites. I am content to leave to students of

cirripedes the question of whether Heteralepas is to be considered of ge-

neric value. After all, the conceptions of genera are ever changing.

Linnaeus would have called all these creatures ,,Le/j«.s".

It has given me little pleasure to refute the criticisms of an author

to whom all students of cirripedes are deeply indebted. In concluding,

I am glad to be able to say that his contention that Conchoderma be-

longs to the lepadine series seems to be well founded. I was probably

wrong in placing that group in the Alepadinae.

Philadelphia, July 1910.

2. Two cases of abnormal hearts and one of an abnormal Anterior

Abdominal vein in the frog.

By Chas. H. ODonoghue, B. Sc. F.Z.S. Assistant to the Jodrell Professor of

Zoology, University College, London.

(With 3 figures.)

eingeg. 18. Oktober 1910.

The abnormality about to be described was obtained during class-

work dissection in this college. It was apparently a normal specimen

of an adult male frog [Rana teniporia). On removing the ventral part

of the pectoral girdle however, it was seen that the heart was in quite

an abnormal condition i. Instead of being of the usual shape it was a

bilobed structure 18 mm long, one lobe of which was situated in the

position normally occupied by the front end of the heart and the other

ran forward from this inclining to the right, thus coming to lie under-

neath the hyoid bone and between it and the muscles on the ventral

side of the head (Fig. 1). It was not attached in any way to the sur-

rounding tissues, although it had a membranous covering, in all proba-

bility the pericardium, and was apparently kept in place by the veins

and arteries connected with it. The anterior lobe which was 8,5 mm
wide by 8 mm long proved to be the ventricle and from it was given off

1 This was noticed by Miss Gamgee who kindly handed the specimen to me

for examination.
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