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The comparatively short proboscis is uncharacteristic of

Rachionotoniyia^ as well as the absence of the usual brilliant

coloration. Prothoracic lobes with irregularly distributed

setae; two proepimeral setae; two fine spiracular setae; sterno-

pleura bare and darkly colored except its posterior third, which
has dense scales and setae, but no setae above this area; two
prealar setae.

Perhaps allied to the Australian Rachisoura sylvestris Theo-
bald; but the wing-scales are all hair-like, not rather broad

as in Theobald's figure of sylvestris.

A NOTE ON THE SYNONYMY OF A BIRCH LEAF MINER.

By S. a. Rohwer,

Plant Quarantine and Control Administration, Washington, D. C.

Within the last few years a species of sawfly has been attract-

ing considerable attention by the mining of leaves of birches

in parts of Maine and of Canada. The species responsible

for the damage belongs to a genus not native to the American
continent, although adults of it were described in 1909 by
Dr. MacGillivray as a new genus and species, Phlebatrophia

mathesoni. An examination .of the series of American speci-

mens of the birch leaf miner in the collection of the National

Museum and a comparison with European material and litera-

ture convince me that the species described by MacGillivray

is, as he suggests, the same as the European form, Phyllotoma

nemorata (Fallen). The Museum collection contains adults

of this leaf miner from New Glasgow, Nova Scotia (paratypes),

and from Fredericton, New Brunswick, and Bar Harbor, Maine.
These specimens vary some in color and some of them differ

in minor details of color and venation from the paratypes of

MacGillivray's species. The variation in color is not greater

than that recorded for nemorata by such writers as Cameron,
Morice and Enslin, and the variation in venation is of a type

which would be expected in species of the genus Phyllotoma.

In describing the species, Dr. MacGillivray placed it in a

new genus, Phlebatrophia, which he differentiated from Phyl-

lotoma Fallen largely because the base of the radial sector

was atrophied. While this character exists in his specimens

and is more or less distinct in all of the other specimens before

me, I do not believe it is of generic importance. An exami-

nation of other species of the genus Phyllotoma from Europe
indicates that they could not be satisfactorily separated into

two genera by means of this character alone. There are a

few structural differences between the genotype of Phleba-

trophia and vagans (Fallen), the genotype of Phyllotoma, but

these differences are not, in my opinion, of sufficient import-


