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The scientific names of Friedrich Forsters odonate taxa*

Heinrich Fliedner
Louis-Seegelken-Str. 106, 28717 Bremen, Germany
Email: H.Fliedner@t-online.de

*Dedicated to my dear wife Traute Fliedner, née Kalies, in grateful recognition of her support for
my work on the meaning of the scientific names of odonates.

Abstract

This paper explains the almost 200 scientific names given to the Odonata by the German
scientist Friedrich Forster (1865-1918), as well as the names of other scientists into which
these taxa are currently classified. Forster's life and work are presented, followed by ex-
planations of the names and there is a discussion of what he preferred when assigning
names and an evaluation of his work.

Zusammenfassung

In dieser Abhandlung werden die fast 200 wissenschaftlichen Namen erlautert, die der
deutsche Wissenschaftler Friedrich Forster (1865-1918) den Odonata gegeben hat, sowie
die Namen anderer Wissenschaftler, in die diese Taxa derzeit eingeordnet werden. Zuvor
werden jedoch Leben und Werk Férsters vorgestellt, im Anschluss an die Namenser-
klarungen folgt eine Erdrterung was er bei seiner Namensvergabe bevorzugte und eine
Bewertung seines Schaffens.

Key words: Odonata, dragonflies, Germany, type material, history of odonatology, bio-
graphy, taxonomy, nomenclature

Preface

Since Linnaeus, it has been common practice to designate zoological species with a com-
bination of two names, a generic name shared with closely related species and a second one
unique to that species. Since Latin was the international language of science at that time,
these names were to be Latin or formed from a Latinised Greek. Since these languages are
no longer generally understood, it has now become common for taxonomists to provide
an explanation of what a scientific name is intended to mean. But this did not apply to the period
before the middle of the 20th century. However, since scientific names can contain important
information about characteristics of appearance, morphology, similarities, type locality,
distribution area, habitat preferences, or even about collectors, patrons or friendships
among scientists, it seems useful to provide information that helps to understand older
names. And so | thought it might be worthwhile to try an interpretation of the scientific names
which Friedrich Forster gave to dragonflies, since at the beginning of the 20th century he
was among the prolific taxonomists in odonatology, and to give an impression of his life
and personality as well.
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Material and Methods

Forster’s scientific names for Odonata have been extracted from Bridges (1994) and
have been checked by means of Paulson & al (2024) to ensure that taxonomic changes
since then have been followed up. The first descriptions of the taxa have been accessed, the
Greek and Latin words which are at the base of the names have been listed, the probable
meaning of the names has been explained resorting to the first description, if possible, if
not, conjectures have been made as how they might apply. The names have been listed in
their chapters in alphabetical order to facilitate how to find the respective explanations.
Forster’s generic names have been treated first, then the species names, after that his spe-
cies-group names which are now considered to be synonyms, subsequently the actual
genera, into which Forster’s species now are sorted, as they are an essential part of the
scientific names.

Finally, | provide some considerations about Forster’s preferences in nomenclature, about
his personality and his intentions in odonatological research. But first some biographical
information will be given.

Life and work

Johann Friedrich Nepomuk
Forster was born on 5 Febru-
ary 1865 in Kehl, a small town
opposite Strasbourg, as the
second child of ten, to Johann
Friedrich Forster (1830-1889),
a customs official from Leu-
tershausen in northern Baden,
east of Mannheim, and his
wife Eulalia, née Schwanz
(1838-1901), who came from
Neuhausen, a village now in-
corporated in the small town
Engen not far from Baden's
border with the German King-
dom of Wirttemberg, where
customs duties were still levied
at the time. At that small town,
where Johann Friedrich was

Fig. 1: Portrait of Friedrich For-
ster sent to E.B. Williamson
with his death notice.

(© K.T. Eldredge, University of
Michigan Museum of Zoology,
Insect division).
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positioned for some time, the couple seems to have come together, and their first child, a
daughter, was born there in 1862. The family's residence changed according to the father's
place of work: after their time at Kehl, where also their next child was born in 1866, the
family lived at Randegg, now part of Gottmadingen near the border to Switzerland until, in
Dezember 1877, they moved to Mannheim. Two younger brothers of Friedrich died before
their seventh year.

At Mannheim Friedrich attended a secondary school (Realgymnasium) until his final ex-
aminations (Abitur) in the summer of 1886, which were a precondition for studying at a
university. Normally this exam is absolved with 18 years, but Forster does not seem to have
had access to a secondary school at Randegg and therefore his education was delayed.
Subsequently he studied natural science at Heidelberg University until December 1889.
Among the courses he took for several semesters was microscopy, which discipline cer-
tainly helped him later in his taxonomic work. Already as a student he joined the ‘Badischer
Botanischer Verein (Badenian Botanical Association)’, in the journal of which he published
his first papers, among these catalogues of Charophyceae (Forster 1889) and other Algae
(Askenasy & Forster 1892) from Baden. In this context also might be seen the obituary
that Forster (1892) wrote for a Mannheim naturalist named L. Eyrich (1841-1892), who may
have been his teacher at the school for a while and whose results from the investigation
of diatoms in Baden Forster (1898c+d) later published.

Having completed his university studies Forster chose the teaching profession. For this after
passing his government examination in 1890 to become a teacher in one of the advanced
schools he had to complete a period of practice in teaching at the respective type of school
as an unpaid volunteer successfully before he could be employed. When he had absolved
this at Ladenburg and Mannheim in 1892 he was sent to Schopfheim, a little town in south-
ern Baden, not far from Basel in Switzerland as a ‘Lehramtspraktikant' (a sort of trainee for
teaching) until September 1898. During this time, he shifted his main interest from botany
to odonatology (see below).

He then was transferred to Mannheim as a ‘Lehramtsassistent’ (assistant teacher) for
a school year. In June 1899 he was given a post as ‘Professor’ (= secondary school teacher
with an academical education) at Bretten. Three years later on 29t of October 1901 at Mann-
heim, where his parents lived, he married Gottliebin Common, born at Maulbronn 30th of Au-
gust 1880 as fifth child of the farmer and carpenter Gottlieb Konrad Common (1843-1918)
and his wife Elisabeth Gottliebin Common, née Sommer (1846-1892). As the name ‘Gottliebin’
was very old-fashioned, whereas it seems to have been traditional in that family, Forster's
wife called herself Elise instead. In the following years their sons were born: Fritz (1902),
Karl (1904), Reinhold (1906) and Erwin (1907) (Fig. 2). A fifth son born in November 1908,
died before he was three months old in February 1909.

From his letters to E.B. Williamson and from Mayer (1989) we know that Forster not only
was interested in odonatology: He asked Williamson also for Lepidoptera and Coleoptera,
skins of North American birds, seeds of North American trees and flowers, which he wanted
to cultivate in his garden, and living turtles, of which he received 5 consignments from
August 1901 to February 1905. These he tried to acclimatize in vain. He also kept native song-
birds in aviaries and informed Williamson about their capture by letter. Other birds kept
by him were owls, parrots and cockatoos.
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Fig. 2: Forster with his family ca 1914. From left to right: Elise Forster, Fritz Forster (* 1. 11.
1902), Erwin Forster (* 25. Mar. 1907), Karl Forster (* 10. Feb. 1904), Reinhold Forster (* 21.
Feb. 1906) and Friedrich Forster.

Another field of interest was archeology, in which he engaged excavating Alemannian
burial mounds (cf. Bihr & Forster 1902 and letters to Williamson), Neolithic sites (Forster
1912), and in paleontology, taking part in the congress at the opening of the 'Anthropo-
logical Museum Cologne' 1907, where prehistoric questions were discussed, furthermore
joining excavations at the site of the Homo heidelbergensis in a sand pit near Mauer (Forster
1913a+b) and in the King Otto Cave discovered in 1896 on the Franconian Jura (Anonymous
1919). So it seems that in these matters he observed what was currently happening in these
fields and got involved. Paleozoological relics from Mauer made him ask Williamson to
find him a source from where he could obtain antlers, skulls and even skins of Arctic animals
such as beaver, deer, moose or even bison for comparison; he informed Williamson that
he received corresponding items from northern Russia (7-iii-1909).

Forster's time in Bretten also brought about his collaboration with Lord Walther Rothschild.
The collector C. Wahnes (more about him below p. 32) was not only Forster’s main source for
Odonata from New Guinea, but he also offered other zoological items like birds of paradise
or marsupials. Apparently Forster was afraid of losing this rich source if he did not ensure that
Wahnes could sell these goods at a good price. So already in January 1897 Forster re-
commended Wahnes to Selys as a source of birds, butterflies or dragonflies from New
Guinea for himself or the Brussels Museum, and later, in a letter he asked Williamson if he
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(or Vanderbilt University, where Williamson at that time held a fellowship) would like to
buy some birds of paradise (June 1901). In 1906 Forster indeed sold birds of paradise and snap-
ping turtles from New Guinea — undoubtedly obtained from Wahnes — to the Natural History
Museum Wiesbaden (Pagenstecher 1907: 10), and he successfully arranged a sale of
such items to Rothschild's zoological museum in Tring (Rothschild & Hartert 1906). This led
to joint publications (Foerster & Rothschild 1906, 1907, 1911, 1914) and to mutual dedications
of species (Forster 1906e + 1913c; Rothschild & Hartert 1906 + 1911). During this time
Forster described two more taxa of marsupials from New Guinea (Forster 1913c). This co-
operation continued still after the death of Wahnes in 1910, as Forster continued conveying
specimens from New Guinea to the Tring Museum from his new source, the Lutheran mis-
sionary Christian Keysser (1877-1961), who worked at the station Sattelberg 1899-1920
and collected also animals and plants from the German colony Kaiser-Wilhelm-Land (cf.
Forster 1914b, in which publication he dedicated a Rhododendron species to his wife).

In 1914 shortly after the outbreak of World War | Férster was transferred to a school at Ober-
kirch in the Black Forest, probably to fill a gap that had been left by the call-up of a science
teacher to the front. Forster hoped to avoid this translocation trying to get the local council
on his side (text translated from Mayer 1989: 138): “I own a piece of land in Bretten, which |
use in part for scientific purposes. | have always been happy to make the experiences |
have gained available to the
residents of Bretten and, as is
well known, have always kept
my facilities open to visitors.
If | were to move away, | would
be forced (since my property
would then be completely un-
supervised) to take away or
Heute Nacht entschief fanft im Stadt. Krankenhause sell the most valuable items,
in Offenburg mein licber Gatte, der treusorgende Vater which would result in the de-
e struction of what | had creat-

Herr Professor Friedrich Férster

nach kurzer, schwerer Krankheit im 54. Lebensjahre.

Oberkirch, den 2. Dezember 1015, Fig. 3: Forster’s death notice

Um stille Teilnahme bitten The German text means: “To

Im Namen der trauernden Hinterblicbenen : night my dear husband, the
Frau Elise Férster 8. Coniniot devoted father of our children,
und 4 Séhne. Professor Friedrich Forster,

passed away in the municipal
hospital in Offenburg after a
short, serious illness at the age
of 54. Oberkirch, December 2,
1918. On behalf of the bereaved
Buddrudkerel August Risch, Oberkids family: Mrs. Elise Forster, née
Common and 4 sons.”
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ed with great effort and expense. This would certainly be a disadvantage for some of the
residents of Bretten. In order to avoid this, | ask for the support of the honorable local council
so that my transfer can be reversed.” But he pleaded in vain, and so the family moved there.
Shortly after the armistice Forster died on 2" of December 1918 in a clinic at Offenburg,
the next major town, “nach kurzer schwerer Krankheit [after short serious illness]’, as his death
notice says (Fig. 3). He probably succumbed to the Spanish flu, a pandemic that claimed more
victims than the fighting on the battlefields.

In an appreciation in his school's annual report it was said (in translation): “He knew how
to give his students a wealth of inspiration through his extraordinarily rich knowledge
in the natural sciences” (Huber 2005).

He left behind a wide range of collections, the whereabouts of which are still not fully known.

Almost 600 Lepidoptera were purchased by the Tring Museum in 1922, and about 5,000 more
were sold in London, as was his collection of Coleoptera. Small mammal remains and
siliceous wood from Mauer were acquired by the Karlsruhe Natural History Museum in 1928,
which secured further parts of the bequest, mollusks, minerals, letters, offprints, manuscripts
and correspondence in 1971 (see Mayer 1989: 140). His correspondence later was trans-
ferred to the General State Archives in Karlsruhe, where it is now kept (strangely enough
under the name 'Wilhelm Forster').

A first part of Forster’s botanical collection - 776 herbarium specimens of plants, most col-
lected by F. Forster himself in Germany, but also from Southern Europe, Near East and
Northern Africa and in addition, several hundred herbarium specimens from around the world
collected by others - was purchased by the Botanische Staatssammlung Munich in 1950,
another part of nearly 600 herbarium specimens from Europe were added as a gift in 1958
(Fleischmann, in litt.).

Let us now turn to Forster’'s odonatological activities: His first scientific publications from 1888

to 1892 deal with botanical topics from southwest Germany. There is no indication of an
engagement in odonatology.

Contrary to Brauer, about whom is passed down that aged 16 he planned to write a work
on dragonflies like that of Charpentier (Handlirsch 1905: 132), and to Ris, who at the age
of 18 had compiled the first dragonfly fauna of the whole of Switzerland, nothing like that
is known from Forster, whereas he mentions in a letter to Williamson in January 1902, that
then he had been studying the ‘Indian’ [= south-east-Asian] odonate fauna for ten years.

The first sign of his odonatological interest was a letter from December 1895 to Selys, asking
him where he could obtain several of his publications that he had not been able to buy in
Germany (letter kept at the RBINS in Brussels, like many others from Forster, M. Was-
scher, in litt.). In this letter Forster also describes the present state of his collection: “Ma col-
lection est encore trés petite (je n'ai que peut-étre quarante especes de Sumatra (Tebing
Tinggi, Padang), de Java et de Ceylon) mais j* éspére en 1896 d‘ obtenir des récoltes de
Matadi (Congo) et de I' Argentinie et d* Asie Mineure [My collection is still very small (I have
only perhaps forty species from Sumatra (Tebing Tinggi, Padang), Java and Ceylon) but
| hope in 1896 to obtain collections from Matadi (Congo) and from Argentina and Asia
Minor].”

But not before February 1896 Selys sent the requested publications, with the excuse that
he had not been able to comply with Forster's request sooner for health reasons (Schneider
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Fig. 4: Photography
of odonate species
from his collection
sent by Forster to
Selys for consulta-
tion. As at that time
he had no camera
the picture was
taken by a friend
or rather a profes-
sional photogra-
pher.

Legend:

“1. Protorthemis ? metallic. 2.Neurothemis equestris ?
Malacca ca Malaria Ceylon dimorph
3. n.g. n.sp bei Ortheh- (sic) 4. Onychogomphus
Malacca tum Hartmanni ¢ Type

Komatipoort, Transvaal

5. Diplacina Wahnesi 6. Nesogomphus javanicus
Bongu Neuguinea n.g. n.sp. Malang, det (??)
7. Palpopleura Darjeeling Java”
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& Simons 2012). This was the be-
ginning of an intensive collabora-
tion with the 'father of odonato-
logy', also to be seen from the
correspondence from Forster to
Selys: a total of 69 letters and
postcards are found in the archive
at RBINS distributed over the years
as follows: 1895 (1), 1896 (17,
sometimes 3 in one week), 1897
(22), 1898 (10), 1899 (13) and
1900 (6), the last one December
5t This period probably also re-
presented Forster's final introduc-
tion to odonatology, as Selys, for
example, checked his species
identifications and publications
(Wasscher & Dumont 2013, note
33) (Fig. 4). Further support from
Selys may be seen in that three of
Forster’s first five odonatological
treatises, each of which described
only individual species from the
Indo-Austral region, were published
in the Annales de la Société Ento-
mologique de Belgique, each con-
taining additional notes by Selys
(cf. Hdmalainen 2009: 7). Already
in 1896 Forster contributed five
sheets to Selys’ collection of wa-
tercolours (see Verspui & Was-
scher 2016: 135; Caulier-Mathy &
Haesenne-Peremans 2008: 1332).

Fig. 5a, b: Watercolors in the Selys
collection by Forster, sent in pre-
paration of his publications from
1896. a “Agriocnemis coelestina
Foerster ms — A. minima Selys Syn.
? ” b “Agriocnemis rubeola Selys
selon Foerster” (30. July [18]96).
(photography: M. Wasscher, ©
RBINS)
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Obviously, these were part of the preparations for Forster’s first odonatological publications
in his endeavor to identify species from a distance or to point to characteristics without ex-
changing specimens (in return Forster at least received one similar colored drawing from
Selys (Forster 1896b: 327-328)). Nososticta selysii (see p. 56) and Pseudagrion semicolon
(see p. 82) were determined as new by Selys. Species that Forster considered describing
were Agriocnemis coelestina (fig. 5a) and Alloneura confraterna (erroneously misspelled as
Alloneura controtern in Verspui & Wasscher 2016: 20, table 4). These, like Agriocnemis rubeola
(Fig. 5b), turned out to be species previously described by Selys (Fig. 5a + b).

At the meeting of the Belgian Entomological Society on 7 November 1896, Selys arranged for
Forster (and for Ris) to be admitted as members. The extent of Selys’ encouragement for
Forster may be seen from the fact that already in a letter dated July 28, 1897, he addressed
the ‘Father of Odonatology’ (obviously on his suggestion): “Monsieur et cher collégue (a que
vous désirez) [Sir and dear colleague (as you wish)].”

From Selys’ diary we learn of a visit by Forster from 18 to 20 November 1899 with a thorough
introduction to the collection and during which the drawings of the Calopterygids and Agrionids
were studied on two evenings (Caulier-Mathy & Haesenne-Peremans 2008: 1385). On
this occasion Forster was allowed to select ca 80 duplicate specimens from the United
States and Japan for his collection. In his last year, Selys even entrusted Forster with the
task of publishing the genus Nasiaeschna in his name (Forster 1900a: 93).

Forster showed his gratitude for all this help by the dedication of three species and two
genera, of which the last — published in 1904 — was a synonym.

After Selys’ death he agreed to write the catalogue of the ‘Agrionines’ in the collection, and
from the letters to Williamson we know, that he asked for his assistance for the American species
(June 1901), and mentioned that he had received agrionid specimens from Williamson (Apr.
1904) and that he visited the Selys collection at least twice (Sept. 1905; July 1907), but no
manuscript was ever written. He may have underestimated the dimensions of the task, as
Selys had worked on the systematics of this group until the last years of his life (according to
Paulson et al. 2024, a good 630 species and 280 synonyms of the Coenagrionoidea were
described at the time of Forster’s death). Furthermore, he was not yet married at the time of
his acceptance and could not yet foresee how much time it would take to look after his grow-
ing family in addition to his demanding job and his many other interests. As a result, he
might have planned to complete this task during his retirement, which he never reached.

Probably because Forster’s first odonatological papers focused on the Indo-Australian region
he was asked by A. Mocsary, the entomological curator of the Hungarian National Museum
(see p. 49), to attend to the collections from New Guinea made by S. Fenichel and L. Biré
(see pp. 69 + 19). To this material Forster in the respective publications (1898a, 1900a, 1903a)
added specimens of his own collection obtained from C. Wahnes (see pp. 4-5). At the same
time the focus of his papers expanded due to collections from southern Africa (1897d, 1898b,
see hartmanni p. 43), Madagascar (1899b, see fickei p. 40) and Central Asia (1900b, see
holdereri p. 44), the access to or the acquisition of which resulted from regional contacts in
southern Baden. An interest in the Northern Hemisphere might be seen from Forster 1902,
which however is his only publication with this regional focus and also the only one that refers
to his own odonatological observations in the field. This paper however includes an African
species as well, erroneously linked to the fauna of that northern region (see commoniae
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p. 37). This interest might have been motivated by the results of the Holderer expedition, and
especially by his contact with E.B. Williamson, who had sent him specimens of his new Isch-
nura kellicotti in April 1899, which led to an exchange of letters and material, not only
of dragonfly specimens (see above p. 3 and p. 4). From Forster 1902: 5 we know that he
had also been in contact with J.G. Needham about North American odonate species, but that
seems not to have been continued.

About that time, he also contacted F.F. Laidlaw with corrections of his publication, which was
intended to compile the knowledge about Odonata from the Malay peninsula (Laidlaw
1902a; 1902b: 382). For details of the resulting cooperation between the two scientists, see
p. 12 below.

An additional regional focus of Forster’s studies is to be seen from five publications in the
years 1903 until 1907 on neotropical Odonata based on acquisitions from this region of the
world in his collection (1903c, 1905b, 1906a, 1906d, 1907a). But other publications from
these years (1904, 1905b) dwell again on Odonata from South-East Asia.

A large collection from East Africa, which was entrusted to him for description, led to two pub-
lications, the second of which attempted to create a system of African and Madagascan Libellulids
(1906b+c), but which did not prevail as a result of Ris's different systematic approach in his
catalogue of the Collection Selys (cf. Ris 1908: 126/328).

His next odonatological publications deal with the systematics of Aeshnidae (1908a+b)
and Synthemistidae (1908c); from the first of these we learn that he had been in letter contact
about aeshnids with R. Martin, who at that time was editing the respective part of the Cata-
logue of the Selys collection and dedicated a species to him (Martin 1909a: 154), which later
turned out to be a synonym of Agyrtacantha dirupta (Karsch, 1889). This dedication might
be a sign of gratitude for Forster's working for him in the preparations of that calalog, which
is mentioned in a letter to Williamson from May 1907.

Apart from the odonatological evaluation of two expeditions to Syria, Palestine and the Sinai
Peninsula (1909b), which he was entrusted with, Forster’s last four odonatological publications
from 1909 until 1916, which bear the common title “Beitrage zu den Gattungen und Arten
der Libellen [Contributions to the genera and species of dragonflies]”, deal with a miscellany
of taxa from diverse families and genera from various regions in the southern hemisphere.

It might be interesting to know how his collection came together:

Apparently Forster knew how to find sources to expand his collection: Partly he purchased
his material in the usual way from insect dealers like Staudinger & Bang-Haas at Dresden,
Fruhstorfer and Rolle at Berlin, Schneider at Basel, but he was resourceful in opening up
other sources as well. So in his time at Schopfheim he found out — probably by the brother
of the collector, that a young man from the neighbourhood, Karl Hartmann, was in Transvaal
collecting Odonata, which he acquired for his collection (Forster 1897b; 1898b). Or he got
in contact with Julius Holderer, from 1894 to 1897 administrator of the district, to which Schopf-
heim pertained, due to shared interest in entomology, and with whom in the summer of
1897 he made a joint excursion to the Swiss Valais. After that Holderer organized and
led a Badenian expedition to Central Asia from 1897 to 1899, from which Forster received
the dragonflies collected there for publication (Forster 1900b). About that time, he also might
have purchased the specimens collected by E. Weiske in Australia, who returned to Germany
in May 1900 (see weiskei p. 62). Forster also managed to receive Odonata from the chief
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of the German Imperial Post Office in Tientsin (China) {today’s Tianjin}, Fr. Kuchenbeiser
(1999a: 69) or the director of the German Middle School in Sdo Paulo, FW. Bauer (1906a:
15), or the missionaries of the Basel Mission in Cameroon, H. Bohner (1842-1905) (1906c:
46) and G.H. Stahl (1909a: 213; cf. stahli p. 57), the last of whom he might have met during
his training at Basel in 1894. Forster also secured important material from the expedition of
A. Grubauer to Malacca (1901-02), about whose first expedition to New Guinea (1891-92)
he might have been informed in connection with his respective studies (see grubaueri
p. 43). The collection obtained from Malacca led to his cooperation with F.F. Laidlaw (see
p. 12). Some specimens collected in the inner of Paraguay in 1897 he bought from someone
called Stichel (see Garrison et al. 2003: 41 s.v. aratrix). Whether this pertains to the well-
known lepidopterist Hans Stichel (1862-1936), who not much later efficiently published on
South American lepidoptera, | could not find out. Forster also received material from the
Naturhistorisches Museum Wiesbaden for determining Odonata (1909a: 222), which had been
collected by Kurt Seyd during a journey around the world (see Pagenstecher 1907: XII).

Access to the collection by exchange with other odonatologists might be expected. That Forster
got material from Selys and Williamson has already been mentioned, whom he provided
with some specimens himself too. A few specimens he also got from Needham (Forster 1902:
5) and Uchida (Férster 1909a: 233), but that seems to have been it.

After Forster’s death his widow tried to save his collections for science, especially that of
Odonata, asking E.B. Williamson, if he might find an institution in the United States willing
to acquire the collection, because a buyer could not be found in Germany due to the severe
inflation after the war (in its final phase at the 15th of November 1923 one US dollar was
worth 4,200,000,000.00 marks). For several years, despite economic hardship, she refused
all offers to sell parts of the odonatological collection so that it might be preserved as a
whole for science. Finally, after inspection by an authorized representative (probably Frederick
M. Gaige, 1880-1976), the UMMZ was willing to purchase the collection, which was sent
to the USA in May 1924. However, the agreed payment of US$ 750 was not made until
February 1927. But much of the collection “had been destroyed by dermestids and discarded
before its acquisition into the collection” of UMMZ and “considerable detective work had
to be done not only to identify types but to decipher Forster's handwriting on the labels and
to interpret abbreviated locality data and notation” (Garrison et al. 2003: 2).

The severe infestation by pests can certainly be explained by the fact that the widow, busy
caring for four teenage boys and untrained in the maintenance of scientific collections, was
unable to take care of their proper conservation.

The messy state of Forster's collection after its arrival in Ann Arbor, which was lamented by
Kennedy and others (see Seehausen et al. 2023: 20), may have been attributed to the
dragonflies, most of which were originally in glass cases, which had to be repacked in card-
board boxes for transportation and stacked as tightly as possible. This task was carried
out by Mr. Marquardt from the Staudinger company.

Alarge part of Forster's odonatological library had been sent to Williamson and Kennedy by
his widow in 1921.

It might be worthwile to turn to Forster's conduct and role in the odonatological world,
as can be seen from Forster's letters to Laidlaw and Williamson, their publications and the
Ris correspondence.
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From the correspondence to Ris we know, that leading odontologists like Kennedy, Morton,
Muttkowski, Tillyard, Martin were quite dissatisfied with Forster, including E.B. Williamson
(see Seehausen et al. 2023: 75). A frequently expressed criticism was that Forster did not
respond to letters, but his arrogance in creating new taxa was also mentioned and the fact
that borrowed material was not reliably returned.

So let us consider what can be said about Forster’s cooperation with Laidlaw and with William-
son. For the former, in addition to what emerges from the publications of both, we have eight
letters from Laidlaw to Férster from 1902 to mid of 1904, nearly all undated, and one
letter from Forster from November 1903.

In 1902 Laidlaw had published on the odonatological results of the Skeat expedition (1899-
1900) to the Malay Peninsula, in which he had participated as zoologist shortly after ob-
taining the BA at Cambridge. In his publication he tried to give a complete survey of the odonate
fauna of that region, adding information from literature and the information given by W.F.
Kirby and D. Sharp on the collections of the British Museum of Natural History and the Cam-
bridge University Museum of Zoology (Laidlaw 1902a: 63-64).

Forster having purchased a large consignment of Odonata from that region collected by
A. Grubauer (see p. 11) and noticing some errors in that paper, because his publication on
New Guinean dragonflies (1900a) had not been taken into account, contacted Laidlaw (see
Laidlaw 1902b: 381-382). For this assistance Laidlaw dedicated a damselfly to Forster (Proto-
sticta foersteri) based on a single female specimen.

So, when Laidlaw had been entrusted with describing the Odonata from the Malay Peninsula
collected by an expedition undertaken by N. Annandale and H.R. Robinson (1900-01),
he invited Forster to join forces, so that the summing up of the odonate fauna of the Malyan
Peninsula might be as complete as possible.

In the first one of Laidlaw’s remaining letters from February 11, 1903, he stated that Mr.
Annandale wanted the Odonata manuscript for April. He asked whether Forster would
make his new descriptions available for a joint publication. Colored figures on a plate would
be possible; if Férster would allow his lists to be included and there would be no problem
about separata. He added a prospectus of the Fasciculi Malayenses, the series in which the
results of the Annadale-Robinson expedition were to be published. If April were to be too
early for Forster, the submission might be postponed. Laidlaw’s endeavor to win Forster over
is clearly documented.

Laidlaw’s next letter shows that he had in mind first to treat the Anisoptera and then to pass
on to the Zygoptera beginning with the calopterygids, as he had done in Laidlaw 1902a. He
announced that he would send specimens of gomphines and libellulids, for which he would
like to rely on Forster's promised help in identifying them. However, since the specimens were
not his, he had to request that the specimens be returned. He suggested that Forster might
write the text on gomphids and corduliids; he soon would send his part on libellulids for
Forster’s additions, himself being nearly finished with the legions Platycnemis and Protoneura.
He asked if FOorster might contribute to a synoptical table of the genus Micromerus [now
Libellago, see p. 90 s.v. Chlorocypha] which shows that at that time he was working on
the calopterygids.

In the third letter written not much later the plan was to be changed: Mr. Annandale, as he
wanted the first part to be published in July 1903, suggested that the calopterygids should
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be published first. If Férster wanted to join his account, he could submit his observations in
French or German or Laidlaw could translate them into English. Laidlaw added a list of the
respective calopterygids asking Forster to add the pertinent ones from his collection for
publication.

Forster not only allowed incorporation of the known species collected in Malacca by A. Gru-
bauer in Forster’s collection in Laidlaw’s list but also provided some notes on the species,
which were taken over by Laidlaw in his publication (1903a), which was published in October.
In the next letter, written probably in October in a hurry (the signature is missing) Laidlaw offered
to send more separata of Laidlaw 1903a and informed him that he had no time for more
work on Malayan Odonata being occupied by a publication on marine Turbellaria (Laidlaw
1903b). He asked when Foérster would be able to send him the Echo he (Forster) had
spoken of.

This letter is followed chronologically by Forster’s only surviving letter from their correspondence
written November 3rd.

From it is to be seen that Forster was in the process of determining the collection acquired
from Grubauer (see p. 11), but he had not finished preparing all specimens. He stated that
at least twenty species of ‘agrionines’ are found in it, to which he attends on Laidlaw’s re-
quest, apparently in preparation for their joint publication of 1907. He announced a new
taxon Orolestes orang, which however, when published, was classifieded in the platycnemidid
genus Trichocnemis (a Selysian homonym already outdated by Coeliccia Kirby 1890) in
Laidlaw & Foerster 1907: 2. It is not clear, whether Forster had recognized his own mistake
or Laidlaw was responsible for the amendment. We also learn that Forster sent a description
of the male of Protosticta foersteri (Laidlaw, 1902) from that collection, which later was adopt-
ed in English translation, as can be seen from the German word ‘fadenférmig [thread-like]’
added in brackets (Laidlaw & Forster 1907: 10), but that the specimen is in Forster’s col-
lection was not mentioned.

In his letter Forster asked for more separata from Laidlaw 1903a, as he wants to send
copies to W. de Selys, Griinberg, Karsch and others. He promised to send a Neurothemis
and a new Trithemis and separata of Forster 1903b and he hopes to have also those of
Forster 1903c (published in November). Forster also asked whether it would be possible to
get all Fasciculi Malayenses on the Annandale & Nelson expedition, and recommended his
friend Fritz Hartmann (see hartmanni p. 43) in case Curculionidae were to be described
from that.

In his next letter (November 24th) Laidlaw announced further reprints of the calopterygid
paper and wrote that he had asked Annandale to send Forster 25 reprints in the future. He
was happy about the many Agrioninae in Forster’s collection and listed those from the
Annadale collection, with which there was little overlap. Then follow some remarks on Libel-
lulinae and that Laidlaw regrets having omitted Forster’s note on the biotope of Echo
modesta (see p. 107) which he would include in the next publication as his information was
valuable. Concerning the entire series of the Fasciculi Malayenses it will not be possible for
Forster to get them all, but if he (Laidlaw) receives any separata he will forward them
to Forster for he has subscribed the whole series. The Reptilia and Amphibia part (Boulenger
1903) he can lend to Forster. As to the Curculionidae he has written to Annandale giving him
F. Hartmann’s address.
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From the next letter we learn that the Echo from Foérster has arrived and that Laidlaw looks
forward to obtain odonate specimens from Tonkin, for which he has sent 10 shillings (so
it seems that Forster acted as an intermediary to Fruhstorfer in this matter). Laidlaw is very
busy due to an examination in in his newly started medical studies.

In a letter from the first half of 1904 Laidlaw wrote that he had then finished the Agrioninae
(including two new species), Libellulinae and Aeschnidae (only three species) from Malacca.
He asked if Forster had ever noticed a brush-like structure at the anal appendages of
Platysticta (now Drepanosticta) quadrata. Forster’s New Guinea paper (1903a) has pleased
him. He no longer has much time for Odonata because of his study of medicine and be-
cause he is working on Turbellaria for the British Museum (and for Professor W. A. Herdman
(1868-1924)). After a journey to London he will send specimens for Forster’s collection and
Boulenger 1903 which he has finished reading. He has mentioned Hartmann to Annandale,
but does not know the result (only a few Coleoptera have been collected).

The last letter must have been written before September 1904. Laidlaw thanks Forster for
specimens whose purchase Forster arranged and is glad that Forster states that his (Laid-
law’'s) Neurothemis is a new species (The future publication of that species in the Fasciculi,
which however never materialized, is mentioned in Forster 1904: 363 {repr. 6}). Laidlaw
agrees that Forster should give a short introduction of his Malacca species in the Insekten-
Borse and a more extensive description in the Fasciculi Malayenses. Mr. Annandale sug-
gests to include one or two figures on a plate and he is anxious to know when the manuscript
will be ready for the publishers. Could Forster manage until the end of September? About
the Tonkin Odonata Forster will probably hear from him in two days. At the end, Laidlaw ex-
plains his dissatisfaction with Forster’s classification of a Trichocnemis (see below).

Their joint publication on the damselflies of the ‘Legions Platycnemis and Protoneura’ from
the Annandale & Nelson expedition (Laidlaw & Foerster 1907) did not come about before
December 1907. In it the descriptions of some new species or of species described before
are given by Laidlaw in English, those of new species by Férster in German, and there are
additional notes by Forster translated by Laidlaw. In this publication Forster dedicates
a subspecies to Laidlaw, which later was elevated to specific rank (see p. 46).

In Laidlaw’s letters from the beginning a Trichocnemis had been mentioned that was sent
to Forster for assessing. That it seemed relevant to Laidlaw is to be seen by its being
mentioned in the first three letters. In the seventh letter we learn that Laidlaw wants to call
it sylvicola (= inhabiting woods, sylvan). In the eigth one he objects to Forster's identifi-
cation with Trichocnemis octogesima Selys, of which he has not seen a specimen, because
according Selys' description the median sector arises from the nodal vein, whereas in all
his five specimens it arises before it. In the final publication (Laidlaw & Forster 1907: 4)
Forster’s identification is followed, but Laidlaw's reservations are not dispelled, as can be
seen from his remark after the description of Forster’s subspecies albicauda (p. 6): “The
specimens | have referred to T. octogesima are, | think, quite different from this ‘race,’ and
save the neuration resemble DE SELYS type where they differ from albicauda.” Later it
was recognized that Laidlaw’s specimens pertained to Coeliccia didyma Selys; but this
was not even included in Laidlaw’s revision of the genus Coeliccia, where he states (1932:
12): “This account is necessarily incomplete as | have not been able to examine specimens
of octogesima and borneensis, both of which require re-examination.”
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In the year after their joint publication Forster dedicated the species Periaeschna laidlawi to
the British odonatologist (see p. 46).

But that seems to be the end of their cooperation. The only mention of Forster by Laidlaw |
could find in a publication from 1914, where he refers to Forster’s remarks on Disparoneura
in their joint publication of 1907, whereas he thanks R. Martin and F. Ris explicitly in a publica-
tion on Bornean Odonata, where Forster is not mentioned. Whether that was due to the fact
that the Fasciculi Malayenses were not continued, or to the difficulties of the lengthy corre-
spondence over the great distance, is unclear. Laidlaw may as well have been too busy with
other commitments besides his medical studies and other odonatological connections (Fra-
ser, Ris, Martin, Williamson) might have proved to be more efficient. Certainly, Forster was
in close contact with Williamson in the years from 1904 to 1907 and that several of his major
publications that did not relate to the Indo-Malay region were published during this period.
Now we will turn to what emerges from Forster’s letters to Williamson and those of the
latter one to Ris.

Kept at the UMMZ are Forster's 25 letters and postcards and one fragment to Williamson
dating from 1899 to 1909 (1899: 3; 1900: 1; 1901: 3; 1902: 5; 1903: 1; 1904: 2; 1905: 5;
1906: 2; 1907: 2; 1909: 1). As in a letter from April 1904 seeds of Carex and Scirpus sent
by Williamson are mentioned, which were not asked for in any of the earlier preserved letters,
there might have been a few more, but certainly not many. Of the letters from Williamson to
Forster only one from July 1904 is preserved at the Generallandesarchiv Karlsruhe.

According to a letter of Williamson to Ris in April 1916 there was no later correspondence
from Forster, while Williamson continued to send papers and specimens (Seehausen et
al. 2023: 72); he also kept the correspondence from Forster's widow and his son after
Forster's death. So it seems that Forster did not write any more, at first because being more
interested in other things, and from 1914 because of the difficulties of World War 1 (in
that time Erich Schmidt for example, asked Ris, who lived in a neutral country, to forward his
letters abroad (Fliedner 2023: 13). That Forster did not mean to end the contact might
be seen from his dedication of a Burmagomphus taxon to Williamson in 1914.

As mentioned above, contact between the odonatologists came about with Willamson’s
sending his new Ischnura kellicotti and that subsequently Forster requested also many things
not related to odonatology, which Williamson reliably fulfilled, even when other people
also were involved in the process (see p. 3).

Wasscher & Dumont (1912: 397 n. 33) supposed that “After the death of Selys, the tutor role
was taken over by Edward Williamson with whom he exchanged many letters and specimens.”

A tutor role of Williamson, however, cannot be seen from the correspondence. There is a
letter of Selys to Williamson in November 1900, in which he thanks the young odonatologist
for sending specimens of Ischnura kellicotti and other American species and for ‘The
dragonflies of Indiana’, and in which he suggests to contact Forster for odonatological
literature, whom he had allowed to publish the description of the genus Nasiaeschna two
years before, and whom he described thus: “M. Foerster est jeune, z&lé, et publie sur
les Odonates dans différents périodiques en Allemagne. Vous auriez peut-étre de l'avantage
a vous adresser & lui pour des tracts ou separata odonalologiques [Mr. Foerster is young,
zealous, and publishes on the Odonates in various periodicals in Germany. You would perhaps
find it advantageous to address yourself to him for tracts or separata on odonalology]* (Gloyd
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1983b: 23). This recommendation was given well after Williamson'’s first contact to Forster
before April 1899.

In his letters to Williamson, Forster never asked for scientific advice or discussion; his odo-
natological requests only concern American Odonata, at first a general listing of genera
from which he would like to receive specimens (April and June 1899), later also lists are
mentioned which Williamson had provided to choose from (June 1899; Oct. 1900). In July
1901 Forster requested two species of Argia and asked whether Willamson would be
willing to revise the North American species in his scheduled part of the catalogue of the
‘Agrioninae’ in the ‘Collection de Selys’. In April 1902 he indicated that he would like to see
photographs of his Libellulae papuanae (see p. 48) included in the work that Williamson
was planning with Needham (Williamson had apparently announced that he would include
wing photographs with Needham's help in the planned work on the dragonflies of Burma; cf.
Williamson 1905: 165; 1907: 267). One wing photograph originating from those preparations
was sent to Forster in July 1904, whereas the regional restriction of the publication to Burma
did not allow it to be included there.

Finally in September 1907 Forster thanked Williamson for an Enallagma calverti and mentioned
that he would be interested in argias from Central America, where Williamson had made
expeditions.

Let us see what Forster did for Williamson

In return, Forster offered various odonates from Germany or duplicates from his collection
from New Guinea, Southeast Asia or later also Africa, but in the following letters there are
excuses as to why he had not sent anything thus far: more specimens should still be
caught, captured specimens still had to be prepared, his work load or other problems had
prevented him from action, he hoped to find time in the winter to select duplicates from his
collection. What he really sent were separata in June 1901 and August 1905, and odonate
specimens in October 1901, in April 1902, in June 1904, in July 1906. Whether more
Odonata were ever sent when Forster wrote, that it was time to send promised specimens
or that he would be preparing a second box remains unknown. Also, whether Willamson
accepted Forster’s offer in his last letter in March 1909 to acquire 120 — 150 Odonata from
Siberia collected by E. Weiske for US $ 15.00 | could not find out.

Apparently in response to Williamson's information about his intention to work up the odo-
nates of Burma, in January 1902, Forster mentioned some publications that could be
useful for this project and offered to identify specimens from there based on his ten years
of experience with 'Indian' dragonflies and to determine whether they had already been
described. Williamson evidently accepted this offer; for in April 1904 Forster informed
him that a Rhinocypha specimen sent to him was R. quadrimaculata, the other one, which
Williamson thought to be a new species from the ignipennis group, was immature and there-
fore would be difficult to identify. In June he sent back the two specimens with the comment
that the second was R. perforata (presently Heliocypha p.), and he added specimens
of other Rhinocypha species to convince Williamson of the identification. But in his letter from
July 1904, Williamson was skeptical about this latter identification, hoping that new mate-
rial from Burma might settle the question, while for the first species (R. quadrimaculata)
Forster’s identification was accepted (Williamson 1905: 176). But as the hope for new spe-
cimens of the second one failed, in that publication the other specimen, after some differences
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were listed, was described under ignipennis with the remark: “it differs less from ignipennis
than any other species known” (p. 180).

In Williamson'’s preserved letter more subjects were touched: differences of Rhinocypha
species were discussed, a method of preserving odonate specimens was mentioned, it
was regretted that Forster would not be able to visit the United States as well as William-
son was unable to travel to Europe for a long time, the latter’s plan to make a collection trip
to Honduras, the remark that the last two years had been not successful for dragonfly col-
lecting in the US, and that also he had not had enough time for other field work, especially
for collecting turtles or birds. Also personal matters were mentioned, commiseration with
Forster because of his illness in winter and other misfortunes which had hampered his
scientific work, sorrow that the Williamsons did not have any children, while the Forster al-
ready had two sons, given that both couple had been married for about the same time,
and the regret about Mc Lachlan’s death in May.

Fig. 6: Postcard to E.B. Williamson, 6t of October 1905

“Bretten, October the 5t" 1905

Dear Sir Williamson. | am returned from |Bruxelles to Bretten as you see, and also | | have re-
ceived your letter and Check. And | | have now the collection of Odonata in || my possession and
am preparing for | being sent to you. There are beautiful |series of great and rare Tonkin - Odonata
| in very good condition. Have you in your | collection a Microneura Hagen and || Peristicta
Hagen? In collect. De Selys there | are not the types of these two genera and | perhaps you
can lend or exchange me | a specimen for being figures in the catalogue | of Protoneura. ||
Your very truly F. Foerster.”

The text mentions Forster's stay in Brussels in August of that year and a letter and check
from E.B. Williamson regarding the acquisition of the dragonfly collection from H. Fruhstorfer,
which was to provide material for Williamson's publication on the dragonflies of Burma. In re-
turn, Forster requests specimens for his planned agrionine catalog of the Selys Collection.
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In the summer of 1905, Forster arranged for Williamson, who had asked him for gomphids
from the Malay Peninsula, to acquire a collection of about 200-300 odonates from South
America, Southeast Asia and Japan for US $ 20.00, which he sent to him in November adding
a note, which abbreviations were used in their labels (Fig. 6). The gomphids remain a topic in
the correspondence, as in July 1906 Foérster promised to write about them when he had
studied them better. This promise obviously referred to specimens that Williamson had
sent him for identification (see Williamson 1907: 303 + 307). In May 1907, Forster stated
that gomphids could not be distinguished merely by the wing veins; in September of that
year, he informed him that the species that Williamson wanted to name earnshawi after
its collector and had intended as the type species for his new genus Burmagomphus was
identical to Gomphus vermiculatus (') Martin (for which in the letter before he had still used
the correct name), but that the new genus was justified. Williamson followed this assessment
(adopting Forster’s wrong spelling), since René Martin, to whom he had sent another spe-
cimen of the intended species, was not sure whether the taxa were different (Williamson
1907: 303 footnote), and he made Martin's species vermicularis the type species of Burma-
gomphus, which he called vermiculatus - like Forster in his letter to him (see Williamson 1907:
275). In reality, Forster and Martin both were mistaken; Fraser saw, that Williamson’s type
specimen of Burmagomphus, which he had called ‘vermiculatus Martin’, really pertained to
a new species (1926: 410). Fraser — having in 1924 (p. 113) already had an Onychogomphus
named earnshawi — did not name the new species after its collector, as Williamson had in-
tended, before the assessments of Forster and Martin had dissuaded him, but after the thwarted
author Burmagomphus williamsoni. That name however was preoccupied, as Forster (1914a:
75) had already used it for a different species. So Lieftinck renamed the type species B. arboreus
(1940: 111).

Williamson commented on his relationship to Férster in a letter to Ris in April 1916: “In
several years he [Forster] kept me sending him material with the understanding that he was
accumulating material there for me (...) he was welcome to what | sent without any ex-
change, but at the last | sent him some valuable Burmanese material for study and return
— and from that day (...) | have never heard from him. | have continued to send him
papers and specimens. (...) Surely the man is a rascal (which | do not wish to think) or is de-
cidedly pathological (which | believe)” (Seehausen et al. 2023: 72).

With other odonatologists Forster did not forge any major exchange. This, the end of the corre-
spondence with Williamson and the lack of answers to inquiries, which other odontologists
complained about, may be due to the increasing demands of his family situation in addition
to his extensive professional commitments, and the continuation of his many other interests,
which left no time for this. But considering the only twenty years of work with dragonflies, his
results should not be underestimated.

It is appropriate now to turn to Forster's role in odonatological nomenclature:

Forster named 34 genera, of which 17 turned out to be synonyms or homonyms, one is not
identifiable due to the loss of the only type specimen (53.0 %), and 165 species or subspe-
cies, of which 73 are synonyms (44.2 %). This is a very high percentage, as Wasscher & Dumont
(2013: 384) list that in Fraser 28% of the species names are synonyms, in Hagen 26%, in
Selys 20%, in Ris 14% and in Lieftinck 5%. This gives the impression that Forster was not
too diligent in his nomenclature. That led R. Tillyard to comment in a letter to Ris: “It seems
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to me that he is trying to create types simply for the fun of the thing, or else to enhance the
value of his own collection!* (Seehausen et al. 2023: 57).

Genera

Allopodagrion 1910: 54

Gr. 8A\og [allos] other, another + Tto0¢ [pous] (stem Tod-[pod-]) = foot + (obsolete)

genus name Agrion see below)
Fabricius (1775: 425) chose the name Agrion [Gr. dypioc [agrios] = living in the fields /
wild] for a genus to comprise the Zygoptera, probably because they do not live in a do-
mestic area. Later other genera were promulgated from this genus, for instance by Leach
(1815) the genera Lestes and Calepteryx (later emended to Calopteryx), the latter
one “those Agrionida with coloured wings”. In the course of the 19" century Agrion
was widely accepted as a genus for all non-Calopterygid damselflies not attributed to
other genera. From the 1850's new zygopteran taxa were established, in which —agrion
as second element of the names to show that they did not pertain to calopterygids
(for reasons why Agrion is no longer a valid genus see entry Coenagrion p. 91). Selys
(1862: 12) chose the name Podagrion [= leg-Agrion] for a genus of six American spe-
cies with long or very long legs. Seeing later that the name was preoccupied by a genus
of Hymenoptera he changed it to Megapodagrion [= longfoot-Agrion] (Selys 1885:
cxliv). In his reassessment of the genus Forster saw that the wing venation of the spe-
cies Podagrion contortum, which had been among the first to be classified in the genus
Podagrion Selys, differed sufficiently from the other species thus necessitating a new
genus. So the genus name just means “another sort of Podagrion”.

Ammogomphus 1914a: 73 = Gomphoides Selys, 1854: 73

Gr. "Appwv [Ammon] = Libyan-Egyptian god, equalised with Zeus (Gr.) or Jove (L.), depicted

with coiled ram's horns; for -gomphus see below
In Forster's introduction of the new genus there is no indication of what might have led
him to choose this name; but in the description of the male of his type species (now Gom-
phoides perdita, females were unknown to him) he mentions (p. 74) “die halbkreis-
formigen, am Rande fein gezdhnten Ohrchen [the semicircular auricles, finely toothed at
the edge].” So this may have prompted his choice of name. The genus name Gomphus
(Gr. yopgog [gomphos]= bolt for shipbuilding) was introduced by Leach (1815: 137)
for species with the feature “Abdomen clavate in both sexes”. The Gomphidae now form
one of the largest dragonfly families at all.
Selys established a genus and subgenus Gomphoides (= looking like a Gomphus) in
a ‘cohorte’ within his ‘Legion Gomphus’, in which the triangles are divided by veins.

Argas 1914a: 61 = Argia Rambur 1841: 254 (misspelled)

Bironides 1903a: 521

Gr. —idn¢ [-idés] = (male) descendant of ... (not to be confounded with the suffix —o€1dr|¢
[-oeidés] = looking like a ...)
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This is a dedication to the Hungarian collector Lajos Bir6 (1856-1931). Its reason for the
dedication is to be seen in the description of the single species upon which Forster based
his new genus (p. 524, in translation): "A single male of this strange species ... captured by
Mr. BIRO in 1901 and dedicated to him.” The man upon which the eponym is based under-
took a one-man expedition to New Guinea between 1896 and 1902 collected more than
200,000 zoological specimens, from which also now new species are described (see Vas
2023), a large botanical collection and ca 5,600 ethnographical objects, together with
thorough documentation. For more about him see Antoni 2014: 180; Beolens 2018: 47.

Dromaeschna 1908a: 191 (fig. 7a+b)

Gr. dpopog [dromos] = race, foot-race / race court / orchestra in the theatre + —aeschna
(see below)

Fabricius (1775: 424) had established a genus Aeshna to comprise the Anisoptera
with a long abdomen (this feature he did not make known before the second edition of
his publication in 1793: 383). But he did not explain the origin or derivation of the name.
In entomology it was first found spelled with a ¢ before the h in the entomological work
of the English scientist T. Moufet(ius) (1634: 69), where it seems to have been used to
denote Ephemeroptera and Plecoptera, which name most probably was misspelled
from Aeschra [Gr. aioxpd [aischra]= the ugly one]. As this name had not been adopted
by Linnaeus, Fabricius felt free to use it for his new odonate genus, but he kept the spel-
ling without the c. In the 19th century, however, the name generally was used in the
emended form with the ¢ and therefore this orthography is maintained in all the compound
names introduced since then. But in July 1911 the ICZN decided in opinion 34, that the
name of the genus Aeshna itself henceforth should be spelled in the Fabrician way
without the c (for more see Fliedner 2024).

The name Dromaeschna must refer to the criterion, by which Forster separates his
taxon from the Selysian genera Acanthaeschna and Austroaeschna (Fig. 7). This is
the “Area, welche durch die Basis des Sektor inferior trianguli, dessen inneren Ast
und die Submedianader gebildet wird [area formed by the base of the inferior triangular
sector, its inner branch and the submedian vein]” (p. 190), which in the key is said to be
tetragonal in Acanthaeschna, longitudinally oval in the nominate form of Austroaeschna
and nearly circular in his new subgenus Dromaeschna, which however now is classified
as a genus. That means that Forster has applied the element Drom- in a meaning which is
unusual in entomological nomenclature, where it normally refers to the way of locomotion,
like in dromedarius (one-humped camel) or Dromaeus (the Australian ratite Emu) or
to long legs as in the genus Dromogomphus. In this case Forster probably refers to
the round form of the orchestra in ancient Greek theatres, whereas this meaning of dromos
is only documented in a dictionary from late antiquity.

Eusynthemis 1903a: 545
Gr. £0 [eu]= well + ouv— [syn—] = together, along with (for —themis in anisopteran genus names
see below)
In his new classification of the cordulines Selys established a genus Synthemis (1870:
ci, cf. 1871: 557), not explaining his choice of name as usual. The publication had al-
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b

Fig. 7a, b: Dromaeschna weiskei a. s b. ¢ . The feature of the wing venation, which led to
the name, is clearly visible in both specimens (© Giinther Theischinger)
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