
LETTERS 
BRITISH BIRD-NAMES. 

To the Editors oj BRITISH BIRDS. 

SIRS,—Under the title " The B.O.U. List of British Birds " the 
authors of the Hand-list have given a review of that List and, as I 
anticipated, have at once agreed to some of the obvious emendations 
upon their own work which are there recorded. In well-chosen 
phrases they have expressed the aims and views of the priority-hunter. 
I would quote one only: " Our sole interest in nomenclature is centred 
in the desire for uniformity and fixity." With this sentence clearly 
in mind, I offer the following remarks on some of the B.O.U. List 
alterations rejected by the authors of the Hand-list. 

APUS. 

This name is apparently to be retained under the quotation of the 
Recommendation attached to Article 30. This case, however, is 
governed by Opinion 36 where errors of transliteration are amenable 
to emendation. This Opinion was concurred in by Dr. Hartert . 
The facts are : Scopoli proposed Apos for Monoculus Apus : the 
correct transliteration is Apuf, and so Scopoli's name was corrected 
and has been so used for too many years to consider. This usage is 
now endorsed by Opinion 36 and there is no recourse. Later in the 
same work Scopoli proposed Apus for Hirundo Apus. This name was 
rejected consistently until the last few years, and even most of its 
supporters have now abandoned tha t position. The argument tha t 
Scopoli intended to use two different words is not borne out by 
criticism of Scopoli's work, and it was not unusual for the early workers 
to use the same name in two different groups. Even Linne did thus. 
To achieve uniformity earlier the rejection of Apus is urged. 

HIRUNDO. 

Dr. Hartert 's argument that Forster fixed the type by his action 
is not endorsed by the International Commission, as they have already 
given their Opinion (62) against this, and there is no need for another 
Opinion but the acceptance of Hirundo as used in the B.O. U. List. 

COLYMBUS. 

Here is a rather serious mistake. I t is wr i t ten : " I t has already 
been decided by a special committee appointed by the International 
Commission tha t Golymbus must be used for the Grebes (cf. IX. Congr. 
Intern. Zool., p. 862)." This suggests tha t the matter was there 
settled, but this is not so. The List there put forward by the special 
committee was not endorsed but was referred back for reconsideration 
and I have good reason to state tha t this name will be reconsidered 
in view of the new fact recorded by Mr. Mathews and myself (Ibis 1913, 
p. 217), which was unknown when the special committee drew up 
their List. Under the Laws and Opinions Colymbus must be used 
for the Divers, 
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Puffinus assimilis baroli. 

This name might be used for the Little Dusky Shearwater of the 
North Atlantic Ocean. A more unfortunate little bird as regards 
names it would be hard to find. The B.O.U. Committee pathetically 
remark upon this and add confusion by selecting as species-name a 
name obviously wrong. Now Dr. Harter t assails " baroli " and would 
reject it in favour of godmani. The facts in connection with the 
former name are simple : Bonaparte described a bird and his descrip
tion, as all his descriptions are, is faulty, but the faults are somewhat 
superficial. We have all the specimens he referred to his species and they 
all prove conspecific : surely then the name is available. Just above 
Dr. Harter t advocates the retention of Gmelin's faulty description 
for the Gull-billed Tern, of which we have not the original specimens 
and states : " If this practice (of rejecting faulty descriptions) were 
followed hundreds of well-known names would have to be rejected," 
a conclusion I emphatically endorse. Then why should there be 
any argument about baroli ? I can see no valid reason and I might 
state tha t I, myself, first brought the name godmani to the notice of 
British ornithologists, so that my prejudice would be in favour of the 
latter name. The acceptance of the undoubtedly applicable baroli 
would certainly be an aid to uniformity and fixity. 

I hope tha t these emendations will be included in the list of 
alterations and we will thereby gain a year or more in the race for 
uniformity,—a race rapidly growing to a close if the signs be read 
aright. TOM IREDALE. 

Mr. Iredale raises some critical points and I will discuss them 
seriatim. 

APUS. 

I cannot admit tha t an error of transliteration is evident. The 
rendering of Opinion 36 clearly shows that we do not lightly judge 
a different spelling to be " an error of transliteration," and that we 
consider cases worthy of an " Opinion" in which we alter spelling, 
and that we only do so if we consider the error evident. This is not 
the case with the generic names Apus and Apos. As Scopoli introduced 
both these names, it is more logical and' more polite to the author to 
suppose tha t he did so purposely, than tha t he erroneously trans
literated the name Apus in one case. Both names can be used as 
well as Galerita and Galerida, Carabus and C'arapus, Picus and Pica, 
Polyodontus and Polyodontas, etc., etc., etc. 

HIRUNDO AND CHE LI DON. 
Mr. Iredale insists that , rigidly construed, Forster did not fix the 

type of Hirundo, and tha t , on the basis of Opinion 62 of the 
International Commission, which contends " that there is no authority 
in the Code for excluding a species from consideration in selecting it as 
type because it had already been made the type of some other genus," 
the action of Gray, who, in 1840, regarded as type of Hirundo the 
Swallow (H. rwtica) must be accepted. I am obliged to Mr. Iredale 
for explaining this, in lift. 

I differ from this view for the following reasons : Although, rigidly 
construed, Forster, in 1817, did not formally fix the type of Hirundo, 
he was the first author who finely divided Linnaeus's mixed assemblage 
of Hirundo, which originally contained Swallows, Martins, Swifts and 
Goatsuckers, not only separating the Swifts and Goatsuckers, which 
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had been done before, but also the various Hirundinidm. His action 
would have been acceptable and irreproachable had not Gray, in 
1840, regarded H. rustica as the type of Hirundo. According to 
Opinion 62 this would be acceptable, though Forster had already 
made H. rustica the type of his Chelidon. In my opinion, however, we 
have in this case to look upon the facts in a different light. 

Forster created the new genera Eiparia and Chelidon. The former 
has now been universally adopted, and we would sail a clear course 
if we also adopted Chelidon (type H. rustica) and Hirundo in a restricted 
sense, type urbica, as I have done. Gray's action of 1840 should 
in this case be rejected, because he was in ignorance of Forster's work, 
or disregarded it. Gray made riparia the type of Cotyle, though it. was 
already the type of Riparia; he made bicolor the type of Chelidon Boie, 
though Chelidon had been created before Boie, the type being rustica, 
and if we follow Gray there is no genus to embrace urbica, so tha t 
later authors had to invent for the latter the new names Delichon 
and Chelidonaria. This was certainly never Gray's view, who, in my 
opinion, made a blunder of his subfamily Hirundininos and should 
therefore—in this case—not be followed, and Forster 's clear and 
simple action, with the genera Hirundo, Chelidon and Riparia be 
preferred to Gray's Hirundo (in another sense), Cotyle (=Riparia), a 
new, later name, for urbica, and Chelidon in the sense of a synonym of 
Tackycineta of 1850 ! 

I repeat once more :-— 
Forster 1817 : Hirundo with urbica. 

Chelidon with rustica. 
Riparia with riparia. 

Gray 1840 : Hirundo with rustica. 
Cotyle ( = Riparia 1817) with riparia. 
Chelidon ( — Tachycineta 1850) with bicolor. 
No genus for urbica. 

Which is preferable ? Undoubtedly the former, and this view 
should be adopted in order to secure the simpler and less complicated 
nomenclature of Forster on the plea tha t it was erroneously disregarded 
by Gray, whose action, in this case, was irresponsible and wrong. 

OOLYMBVS. 
I t is quite true tha t the List drawn up by the special committee 

appointed by the International Commission has not been further 
endorsed, because there has been no opportunity for doing so. But 
the contention that Gray fixed the type of Colymbus 1758, as con
structed by Messrs. Mathews and Iredale (Ibis 1913, pp. 217, 218) is 
quite arbitrary. There is no reason to suppose that the A.O.U. 
Committee overlooked tha t Gray, in 1855, had selected a type for 
" Colymbtis Linne 1735." If Gray stated " Colymbus Linne 1735 
nee 1766," we must rigidly follow this, and have no right to suppose 
that Gray considered Colymbus of 1735 to be the same as Colymbus 
of 1758. Gray did not consider the tenth edition at all, as a rule, 
because he, like all his contemporaries, discarded it in favour of the 
12th, which they declared to be the corrected and enlarged tenth 
edition, and the final work of its author. The genus Colymbus of 1766 
is the same as that of 1758, only tha t its author (rather erroneously) 
added some forms formerly placed (and much more correctly) in 
Alca. Therefore the type of Colymbus 1758 remained formally without 
a designated type, and the action of the B.O.U. Committee in 1886 
is valid. 
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Fuffmw assimilis baroli. 
Bonaparte's Puffinus baroli was not based only on specimens, but 

evidently on the notes made by Bonaparte during his travels in various 
museums, and his diagnosis does not agree. If a diagnosis agrees in 
the main and disagrees in one detail (as in the ease of the Gull-billed 
Tern), and if we are sure what was really meant, this is quite a 
different matter to a diagnosis disagreeing in the main character, as 
is the case in Bonaparte's Puffinus baroli ; in the latter the description 
of the colour applies to about twenty Petrels, and the measurements 
are all-important. They disagree, and for this and other reasons 
fully stated in Brit. B., VIII. , p. 282, antea, it is unwise to accept the 
name baroli for the bird we called Puffinus assimilis godmani. 

E, HARTEBT. 
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