Edward C. Dickinson et al.

293

Zoological Bibliography 2019 5(6)

A study of d’Orbigny’s “Voyage dans l’Amerique Meridionale”
VI. Type specimens based on plate captions:
bibliographic evidence applied 1
Edward C. Dickinson, Renata Stopiglia, Jérôme Fuchs, Patrick Boussès,
Jeremiah Trimble & Christophe Gouraud
COPYRIGHT: © 2019 Dickinson, Stopiglia, Fuchs, Boussès, Trimble & Gouraud. This is an open‐
access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution Licence,
which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided the
original author and source are credited.
ABSTRACT: The 66 colour plates of birds provided, in the ‘Atlas’, to supplement the 4th
volume of d’Orbigny’s “Voyage dans l’Amérique Méridionale” included 132 images of birds
representing 128 taxa. A number of these birds were new to science. Where a plate is
published before any descriptive text, a captioned scientific name together with the image in
the plate make a new name available, and as such is the original combination. However, in
such a situation the specimen depicted is a holotype (unless more specimens are depicted
together, when they are syntypes; but there can then be no other name‐bearing types). We
discuss here the 55 supposedly new taxa named in captioned plates that were published
before the descriptive texts for the species. Searching for potential holotypes to identify –
complicated by an old policy for disposing of duplicates – we found most in the Muséum
national d’Histoire naturelle in Paris. Some are in Boston (acquired as part of Lafresnaye’s
collection), and a few candidate specimens have been located elsewhere. Each candidate
specimen located has been photographed so that the interested institutions could compare
each specimen with the original colour plate. Competing claims have been discussed and
resolved; where necessary a third party has arbitrated on any lingering dispute. We recognise
that our recommendations may require future review, if other potential holotypes are located.
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1

This paper was preceded, in this series and this volume, by “I. The Voyage and the evidence from Sherborn &
Griffin (1934)”, by “II. On the composition of the 1837 and 1838 volumes of the Magasin de Zoologie”, by “III. A
correction in respect of the split of the 1837 volume of the Magasin de Zoologie”, by “IV. New avian names
deriving from d’Orbigny’s expedition with evidence for their first introduction, and necessary corrections to
authorship, dates and citations”, and by “V. Necessary corrections to data from the “Index Animalium”.
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INTRODUCTION
1. Bibliography

There are several layers to the bibliographic findings as they relate to type descriptions.
In four separates papers – Dickinson (2017), Dickinson & Lebossé (2017) and Dickinson &
Lebossé (2018a, b) – noted that the authors of previous taxonomic papers by Hellmayr (1921‐
25), and of the various volumes of the Catalogue of Birds of the Americas were based on
inaccurate and incomplete information as to dates of publication, and they have rebased all
such dates. Results from the revised dating include changes to the identity of the first valid
publication of names, to the authorship and sometimes to the spelling. Their findings are
adopted here for the names we discuss.
As a result of the first valid publication being found to relate to plates and their captions
there are taxonomic and nomenclatural consequences.
2. The application of the rules of nomenclature

This paper relies on taxonomic judgments made elsewhere: in practice through
following the treatments of Dickinson & Remsen (2013) and Dickinson & Christidis (2014).
The identification of the earliest availability of a published name is not a taxonomic act. Nor
is a correction to the authorship of a scientific name consequent upon that identification.
And, finally, if that re‐identification reveals the original spelling to be different (from what
has beem presumed) whether or not to apply that is a nomenclatural issue and not
taxonomy. In all such cases we here seek to correctly interpret the International Code of
Zoological Nomenclature, 4th edition, 1999 – hereinafter the “Code” (ICZN, 1999).
Needed spelling corrections relate to a misidentified earliest available publication and
the identification of a corrected earliest available publication. Necessary changes to dates of
publication open up possibilities for names to have been pre‐empted by earlier publication
in other works by other authors. Dickinson & Lebossé (2018) relied on the completeness of
the synonymies in the Catalogue of the Birds of the Americas to see whether the corrected dates
affected precedence and we do not further consider that. Here we concern ourselves mainly
with ‘indications’ and with a little‐noticed provision of the Code.
A bird described in a published work referring to just one specimen is based on a
holotype (ICZN, 1999: Art. 73.1); a description mentioning two or more specimens, and
potentially including bibliographic references to specimens described or discussed
elsewhere, relates to a type series – all such specimens are syntypes (Art. 73.2). At a later
time one specimen from a type series may be designated a lectotype (Art. 74). However,
although most taxa take their names from a published description, the Code (Art. 12.2.7)
permits names to be proposed on the basis of an “indication” and one kind of indication is
the proposal of a name in association with a published illustration. This generally means a
plate caption. 2 It can also mean a wrapper that included the illustration and has the
proposed name on that wrapper (see Dickinson, 2012). So, names derived from an indication
in the form of a plate plus an appropriate plate caption require special consideration.
An appropriate plate caption is one including a new scientific name.
2

Which must be a valid scientific name (see Art. 11, and especially Art. 11.9, of the Code: ICZN, 1999); the
Code now discourages vernacular names (see “Recommendation 11A”).
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In the Voyage dans l’Amérique Méridionale there are fifty‐five new names for avian taxa
which rest solely on plate captions; and that normally means on the single specimen that the
artist used to depict the bird (Arts. 73.1.2 and 72.5.6). 3 A plate that depicts two specimens,
e.g. a male and a female, results in two syntypes and no more. In both these cases other
specimens that may have been collected, and may subsequently be listed and discussed in
textual publication, are not name‐bearing types, they may or may not be paratypes. 4
It follows that where the illustrated specimen was not explicitly and contemporaneously
labelled to affirm its identity as the subject of the illustration 5 – and a simple reference to the
plate on a label does not suffice – the wording must make clear that this was the bird
painted. In absence of a specimen so‐labelled all candidate specimens must be compared to
the illustration and the holotype identified choosing the specimen that best matches the
depiction. 6 To speculate that the artist may have worked from two or more specimens
would not advance the situation and so the single best match must be chosen.
All the plates were painted by Edouard Traviès, 7 who would have wanted mounted
specimens to works from for although d’Orbigny brought home a series of his own drawings
which record the soft parts colours in life of the eye, the beak and the legs, he rarely included
a full figure of a species. The most probable and most logical source for such specimens
would have been the MNHN. However, other museums hold, or might hold, some
d’Orbigny type specimens so further explanation is provided below (see pp. 311‐312).
The bulk of d’Orbigny’s collection is in the Muséum national d’Histoire naturelle, Paris
(MNHN) 8, and this is the primary resource for this work. Ideally for each taxon we should

3

It is possible that the artist may have painted with more than one single specimen before him, but in
identifying a holotype only one can be selected. Subject to the limits of current availability, and of earlier
availabilty to the painter, we must choose one specimen to represent one image. We conclude that the
specimen best matching the image is the one to be proposed.
4 Arts. 12.2.7 establishes that the publication of a new name in a plate caption is available by indication, and
73.1.2 of the Code (ICZN, 1999) makes the specimen depicted the holotype by monotypy. This implies that all
other specimens originally before the author are not name‐bearing types. But are they paratypes? Art. 72.4.5 of
the Code suggests they can be if one considers that by this unusual method of publication the author has
designated the holotype. We have some cases where a taxon name has been introduced with a suitable plate
caption and two depictions, for example a male and a female; we consider the models syntypes that deserve
equivalent treatment to that in holotypification by monotypy – although the Code does not provide a term for
this. Whether or not it is confirmed that designation takes place allowing other original specimens to be
paratypes we recommend that the Code encourage the retention of such specimens within the type collection
which would be advantageous, allowing limitations to be imposed on handling the holotypes.
5 It is not enough for a label to just mention a related plate. The mention must be explicit and make clear that
the specimen depicted is the one to which such a label is attached (and such a statement must have been
contemporary). We have not found such a label in the course of this study, but simple mentions on labels of a
plate number have been found.
6 This implies that if the image is clearly a juvenile or immature bird the holotype must agree; equally if the
image shows the specimen to have been of a particular sex then the holotype or syntype must agree.
7 Edouard Traviès de Villiers (1809‐1876) was a popular water colour artist painting birds and insects. He also
provided paintings for d’Orbigny’s Galerie ornithologique covering European birds.
8 This full title was used as early as 1793 see Laissus (1995: 11) who depicts a vignette or emblem from that
time.
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be examining every specimen collected by d’Orbigny. 9 After 180 years many specimens
have been dispersed to other museums, with or without trace, and no doubt others have
been damaged and discarded. Thus while we are seeking to account for all such specimens –
and are involving other stakeholders beyond the MNHN in the decision process – we are
aware that we may not find all the appropriate specimens. Nevertheless, we believe that all
or most of our choices will stand the test of time. 10
3. Collection management
3.1. Common ground

The management of museum collections has evolved from minimally structured
procedures early in the 19th century (Jansen, 2015, 2016) to much stricter procedures once
the nomenclatural type concept was suggested in the mid 19th century and later adopted,
and its importance became more fully understood much later in that century (Witteveen,
2016). Segregation of type specimens from the rest of the collection is a growing practice
which started even later and is often still in progress or even unstarted although it is clearly
valuable to limit the handling of type specimens and to safeguard them.
Lest anyone think that the Muséum national d’Histoire naturelle (MNHN), acted very
differently to other museums in terms of developing collection management the following
paragraph may be instructive.
“As a museum curator it is possible that Gray did the collection some harm, but for this the
system of management then in vogue was chiefly responsible, even if he cannot be entirely
acquitted of a want of judgement. It was the custom, not only in the British Museum, but in
every other museum in Europe, to mount every specimen of value in the public galleries: the
more valuable the specimen, the more it was exposed in the gallery, there to perish.”
[Sharpe, 1906: 83].
3.2. The Muséum national d’Histoire naturelle (MNHN), Paris
3.2.1. Collection receipt and the early registers

D’Orbigny’s early collections were packed and despatched at various dates during his
voyage, but the bulk of his bird collection arrived back in France when he did (Brygoo, 2005:
202 fn24). 11 Each consignment was registered on arrival using, during that period, very
provisional and rough French vernacular names.

9 In April 1834 d’Orbigny met with the Museum’s professors and mentioned bringing back some 500
paintings, but most of his paintings of birds showed just the life colours of their beaks, feet and eyes. Thus the
painter of the bird plates in the Voyage dans l’Amérique méridionale – Edouard Traviès – will have needed
specimens to use as models for his paintings. The mounting of d’Orbigny’s skins will have taken time, and no
doubt followed identification. For each painting one or more mounted specimens would have been made
available to Traviès, if he actually had two to create one image our needs is for a holotype and that must be
the specimen most like the image. We thought unlikely that any unmounted specimens would have been
used by the artist, but we have found cases where apparently no specimen was mounted.
10 The fact that some original specimens were catalogued, while others were not, creates a potential for the
rediscovery of other candidate holotypes that may need consideration. While we propose later revision we are
not sure that will be Code‐compliant.
11 This is an abbreviation of footnote.
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Shipment No. 1: a barrel or cask and two cases, shipped from Montevideo, contained
collections from Rio de Janeiro, Montevideo and Buenos Aires (Béraud, 2002: 23, 95).
Table 1. d’Orbigny’s collections made during his voyage.

No.

Sent from

Date
shipped
12

Date
arrived
Paris

Entry date

Details from the registers: birds only
Title

Pages

1.

Montevideo

02.01.27

10.10.27

12.11.27

1823‐1829

176‐178 13

2.

Buenos Aires

02.11.28

09.07.29

??.07.29

1829‐1834 A

3.

Buenos Aires

08.12.29

??.02.31

??.02.31

1829‐1834 B

4.

Valparaiso

25.03.30

11.12.30

??.02.31

1829‐1834 B

287

Lines

Specs.

81

127

21‐35

229

486

288‐291 14

101

223

27

71

15

5.

Tacna (Peru)

04.05.30

04.03.30

19.01.31

1829‐1834 B

65

6.

Bolivia/Peru

03.09.33

??.02.34

??.02.34

1829‐1834 B

313‐329 16

27

54

504

1223

969

2184

Sources: dates of accession to the Paris collection and/or to receipt by the museum and
mention of the ports of shipment come from the accession registers in the museum and/or
from letters to and from d’Orbigny made available by Béraud (2002). D’Orbigny consistently
and correctly claimed he provided six collections. We give numbers to the shipments that
were given to the museum by d’Orbigny. The collections did not reach Paris in the sequence
of d’Orbigny’s collecting because his third collection was not shipped until after his fourth. 17

Shipment No. 2: a large barrel and nine, perhaps ten cases from Buenos Aires, contained
collections from Corrientes and his voyage up the Parana river (Béraud, 2002: 38, 99).
Shipment No. 3: three barrels and seven, perhaps eight, cases from Buenos Aires
(seemingly deposited with M. Narcisse Parchappe) contained collections from Patagonia and
was shipped on La Paix (a ship from Marseille) destination Le Havre (Béraud, 2002: 45‐50,
83, 90‐92).

12 Based on information in d’Orbigny’s letters published by Béraud (2002). Of course the final collection came
back with d’Orbigny on the Philanthrope and the date of embarkation at Arica is taken from the text of the
Voyage.
13 Pages 180‐184 seem to broadly duplicate what is in pages 176‐178.
14 Pages 292‐295 seem to duplicate pages 288‐291 and pages 67, 69 and 71 do as well (but lack some final lines).
15 Pages 284, 285 and 286 appear to offer three other versions of the content of page 65.
16 Pages 346‐361 offer another version of this accession list (which has numbered lines). Pages 330‐345 contain
yet another version – but without line numbers.
17 D’Orbigny, if unable to arrange immediate shipment himself, arranged for trusted agents to hold collections
in deposit with instructions to either ship them on a vessel sailing to a French port or with a request that they
be held awaiting his further instructions. The third ‘shipment’ is a case in point. It was deposited with an
expectation that, after visiting the west coast of South America, he would be passing back through Buenos
Aires and in this case M. Narcisse Parchappe became involved with arranging for it to be sent to France. Often
the burden was placed on the local French consul.
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Shipment No. 4: a barrel and two cases from Valparaiso contained a small Chilean
collection and sailed for Brest on La Moselle (Béraud, 2002: 59, 83).
Shipment No. 5: three cases from Tacna – but loaded at the port of Arica – contained a
small collection from that part of Peru and was sent – before d’Orbigny pressed on into
Bolivia – by the Globe destination Bordeaux (Béraud, 2002: 62‐63, 83, 105).
Shipment No. 6: comprised d’Orbigny’s huge collection from Bolivia, plus extra
specimens obtained in Peru. He chose the Philanthrope as the vessel for his return to France,
sail north to Callao with it before, on 3 September 1833, heading back to Chile and on to
Europe arriving in Bordeaux on 23 January 1834. 18
Brygoo (2005: 202) suggested that d’Orbigny brought back “plus de quinze cents
spécimens d’oiseaux”. Our total of 2184 no doubt includes all the duplicates that did not get
catalogued. Brygoo may have been able to find a database reporting all the catalogued
holdings, perhaps nett of any exchanges affecting catalogued specimens.
Having established how much needed to be registered we now turn to the manner of
registration and to clarifying that before 1843 cataloguing – here meaning assigning
specimen‐specific numbers to specimens – was not practiced.
3.2.2. Specimen registration in the early registers

Note that the “registers” are labelled as catalogues – see figures 1 and 2 – and have
usually been referred to as such. The figures that follow illustrate the way register pages
were used between 1827 and 1834.
These registers perform only a preliminary function 19 because they involve no
assignment of a specimen‐specific identity number. The registered specimens awaited the
selection of specimens deserving mounting for display to the public, identification and
individual numbering – which, to many, is true cataloguing. Figures 3 to 6 show a
progression. Figure 3 shows paper ruled for a broad central column and a single left‐hand
column – altered for use as two columns of figures – and a narrower right‐hand column used
for one column of figures and no printed headings for the columns. Figure 4 is essentially the
same except it has just one column of figures in the left‐hand column. Figures 5 and 6 show
sheets with printed headings (respectively eight of them and then seven).
18 Different sources give different dates of arrival: d’Orbigny (1846: 406) gave 2 February, but his letter from
Bordeaux to the museum was dated 24 January and was read at a meeting of the professors on 28 January (see
Béraud, 2002: 92). Writing that 1846 text about two years earlier d’Orbigny apparently failed to consult his
records.
19 In the 1820s and 1830s specimens newly received were listed in a “catalogue”, better termed a register,
giving a provisional name, a location and the number of specimens received (all likely to have been taken
from a list by the collector). We use the term catalogue for those volumes in which each specimen was given
its own distinguishing catalogue number. D’Orbigny’s specimens arrived before the first catalogue began and
escaped cataloguing except for those that were mounted, which were catalogued in the Ancien Catalogue. See
also pp. 307‐308 below. Some accessions can be found in two or three versions (see footnotes 13 to 16). Minor
differences in entry sequence occur, and when adding date and the line number to the base of a mount, or a
label, different museum staff may have referred to different versions. Alain Lebossé helped us choose a list to
follow but relying on these numbers is still a worry. The names d’Orbigny published seem to have been
inserted in the Ancien Catalogue which was begun in 1863 only at some later date.
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Figure 1. Cover of the 1823 to 1829 register in
which the early shipments by d’Orbigny are
registered.
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Figure 2. Cover of the 1829 to 1834 register in
which the further shipments by d’Orbigny are
registered.

The column omitted in the fourth of these was to be used for a code to a geographical
origin, presumably a country. A second difference is that right‐hand column in the fourth
image comes into use. It is used for numbers that are either those from d’Orbigny’s list of
this shipment or, perhaps, from a more organised list of all the species – or distinguishably
different birds – that he had sorted and listed in respect of his whole expedition. There are
also “D’Orbigny numbers” in Figure 3, in the left hand column, but note that there are six
numbered birds of prey and then come the ‘passereaux’ also counting from 1.
In all four images the column outlined in green is what we term the line number and in
all four the column outlined in yellow shows how many individual specimens were
obtained by the museum. After their original entry the registers were often annotated to
signal selections for mounting. 20

20

Sometimes they were also used to record the disposal of a specimen.
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Figure 3. Registration of the first “Envoi”. For comments see page 299.
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Figure 4. Registration of the second “Envoi”. For comments see page 300.
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Figure 5. Registration of the fifth “Envoi”. For comments see page 301.

ISSN 2045–4651

5A544346‐8E34‐45D2‐947F‐D4D0B74FD1AB

Published 27 February 2019

Edward C. Dickinson et al.

306

Zoological Bibliography 2019 5(6)

Figure 6. Registration of the sixth “Envoi”. For comments see page 301.

ISSN 2045–4651

5A544346‐8E34‐45D2‐947F‐D4D0B74FD1AB

Published 27 February 2019

Edward C. Dickinson et al.

307

Zoological Bibliography 2019 5(6)

Most mounted birds would be given a perch. These were usually constructed of three
parts: a base (or mount), an upright column (or pedestal) and a horizontal perch (a short fat
rod) to be gripped by the birds’ feet. A label (see Figure 9, lower image) would be attached to
the upright pillar: the text was brief, educational and not specimen‐specific. Specimen‐
specific information would be inscribed by hand on the underside of the mount at the time
of mounting by a museum taxidermist. Some information on the base of mounts has faded
or appears as if white‐washed – sometimes to the point of near illegibility. Many mounts
have a number (looking fresh, as if it was added long after the details were inscribed on the
base) on the flat round end of the rod. Many such numbers are Nouveau Catalogue numbers,
but some are from the Ancien Catalogue: these may have been added only after dismounting
and reassembly when a skin needed its original mount to be found. It is possible that some
began to be added during dismounting. We suspect that it is unlikely that these numbers
were there before dismounting. 21
3.2.3. Cataloguing: the Catalogue Général

The first entries in this catalogue – of which the old volumes are still of significant
importance to anyone researching early collection acquisition – dates from 1843. Collections
received earlier were not incorporated, thus for the accessions from d’Orbigny in 1827, 1829,
1831 and 1834 one has only the registers to consult; except for the mounted specimens which
appear in the Ancien Catalogue (that they are included implies that a full census of mounted
specimens must have been done when the Ancien Catalogue was begun).
3.2.4. Cataloguing: the Ancien Catalogue

The date of its start has not been established with absolute certainty but by reviewing
‘whole numbers’ in volume 1 through to No. 380 it is apparent that it must have been begun
in or just after 1863. 22 Here we find specimen‐specific numbering and when this catalogue was
commenced (alongside the pre‐existing Catalogue Général) 23 it was intended to contain only
the mounted specimens, 24 and that the sequence of arrangement would be systematic with
like to be grouped with like. Hence pages, after each entry would have space left within the
page for further specimens of the same taxon and usually a full empty page after it for taxa
needing to be inserted for systematic reasons. The numbers were assigned to the prepared
group of specimens – or singletons – ordered according to a systematic arrangement. 25
Thus for instance when specimens 5545 and 5546 eventually exhausted the space for two
or three numbers that had been left at the disposal of the cataloguer after 5544, potentially
for this taxon, a number such as 5546A and then 5546B would be used. So listing was
organised as it might be for a card index. Unmounted specimens usually became
21

However, old Departmental records may exist which could allow these activities to be dated.
is believed to have been an initiative of Henri Milne‐Edwards who, in 1862, succeeded Isidore Geoffroy
Saint Hilaire as Chair of the department of mammals and birds.
23 In which scientific names identified as appropriate were eventually recorded (but early accessions were not
there).
24 And it is sometimes referred to as the “Catalogue des Galeries”.
25 Vol. I of five was for the Vulturidae, Gypogerenidae (now the Sagittariinae), Falconidae (including all the
other diurnal birds of prey), Strigidae, Psittacidae, Ramphastidae, Cuculidae (plus genus Indicator), Picidae
and Bucconidae.
22 This
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unnumbered duplicates allowing unrecorded collection atrophy. These specimen‐specific
catalogue numbers were then written on labels and inscribed on the base of mounts.
3.2.5. Cataloguing: the Nouveau Catalogue

Apparently this was introduced because the volumes of the Ancien Catalogue which were
very strongly bound were also extremely heavy and the gaps left to insert new specimens
were too few. The pages of the new catalogue, also large format, were brought together for
binding and each volume had a restricted scope based on systematics and thus was quite
slim and much easier to handle. We have not researched the date when this project began
and ended.
The five volumes of the Ancien Catalogue record details of specimen Nos: 1‐3119 (Vol. 1);
3120‐6302 (Vol. 2); 6303‐9863 (Vol. 3); 9864‐13423 (Vol. 4); 13423‐15566 (Vol. 5).

Figures 7 and 8. Entries compared: contrast (7, top) three entries from the Ancien Catalogue (with Nouveau
Catalogue numbers added in red) with (8, below) the three in the Nouveau Catalogue.

3.2.6. Registers for donations and exchanges

In its early years the MNHN, which had Royal patronage, was sometimes directed to
supply specimens to other smaller museums around France for local display (Gouraud,
2015), and it had a policy allowing the sale of duplicates as well as their exchange (see also

ISSN 2045–4651

5A544346‐8E34‐45D2‐947F‐D4D0B74FD1AB

Published 27 February 2019

Edward C. Dickinson et al.

309

Zoological Bibliography 2019 5(6)

Jansen, 2016). 26 In the late 1830s a despatch of 100 or 200 specimens to a regional museum
was not unusual. 27 Obviously it was preferable to send uncatalogued duplicates. A
previously catalogued specimen leaving the collection needed recording in two catalogues:
e.g. the Ancien Catalogue and the register of exchanges or gifts. Although such register listed
what was sent, and mention was made of the country from which a specimen came, such
lists very rarely named the collector of the specimen.

Figure 9. An unusually legible inscription
on the base of a mount. In fact plate 9, fig. 1
in the Voyage depicts this taxon which was
actually named Turdus fuscater in the plate
caption and so attributable to d’Orbigny
alone; this appeared before the description
by d’Orbigny and Lafresnaye in the Synopsis
Avium. See p. 373 in this paper for mention
of 1834‐199 and Ancien Catalogue number
8540.
The oblong label is not a specimen‐specific
label. It is the label that was attached to the
pedestal on which the mounted bird was
perched.

We have considered whether the dispersal of duplicates from d’Orbigny’s collection
might have quickly made it difficult to report on the larger South American birds, like ducks,
egrets, tinamous and macaws. Neither the Synopsis Avium nor the content on birds in the
Voyage was complete and these were among those belonging to families that were omitted.
Before we can judge this more work is needed. 28 As regards the Voyage, in livraison 88,
d’Orbigny (1847a: 357fn) reported that he had been instructed to limit any further text to
pages relating to species for which a plate had been published – which clearly implies that
the publishers decided to terminate the work.

26 Separate registers were kept to document exchanges and gifts and some of the catalogues are available on
line. For exchanges see https://science.mnhn.fr/catalogue/zmo‐echanges and for gifts the same except the
ending is /zmo‐dons.
27 See for example the despatch to Bordeaux in February 1839 of 174 specimens of which at least 20 seem to
have been collected by d’Orbigny. On nearby pages are despatches to Avignon, Besançon, Dijon and Rouen,
as well as to Geneva.
28 We are hoping that our work on the types and the associated accession registers will later reveal
information that d’Orbigny did not publish and that this information, of obvious historical interest to South
American ornithologists, will be published.
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3.2.7. The public galleries, the zoothèque and mounts

As explained above, mounted birds were prized for their instruction value and its seems
that about 1830 King Charles X required the MNHN to broaden this education of the people
by despatching duplicate specimens to museums in major French cities. However, one may
reasonably suppose that the birds in best condition were kept for display in the public
galleries.
The galleries have their root in the Cabinet du Roi which, from 1739‐1787, was managed
by the forceful and acquisitive George Louis Leclerc, Comte de Buffon (1707‐1788). In 1745
Buffon appointed Daubenton to manage the Cabinet d’histoire naturelle: this was a significant
subset of the broad based original Cabinet du Roi. The Cabinet d’histoire naturelle opened to the
public in the chateau, built by Louis XIII in 1633, placed at the head of what was by now the
Jardin des Plantes. By about 1810 the chateau had been extended to either side, but, due to the
growth of the collections, by 1841 this building held only the zoological displays. But this
was not big enough and an enlarged ‘galerie de zoologie’ was inaugurated in 1889; however
this building was not well maintained and it was closed in 1965 (Laissus, 1995: 66‐73, 116). In
1986 the newly constructed ‘zoothèque’ was opened with space for mounted specimens not
currently needed on display. The ‘galerie de zoologie’ reopened in 1994 as the ‘galerie de
l’évolution’.
In 1972 Charles Vaurie, an associate of the American Museum of Natural History moved
to Paris. Finding the mounted specimens in the closed ‘galerie de zoologie’ to be in bad
condition and gathering dust and that many were likely to be type specimens he, with the
approval of the staff, initiated a process that would help him to develop a type catalogue.
Some specimens were dismounted to save space and moved to where, as flat skins, they
could be reintegrated into the cabinets in the laboratories occupied by the staff. Not much
later Vaurie became ill and died. This apparently left a situation where many mounts had
been placed in boxes and the stuffed bodies belonging to them had been placed in other
boxes – but without attaching temporary labels giving catalogue numbers. When, more than
10 years later, it was decided to restore a relationship between mounts and skins due for flat
storage there were instances when a mount was associated with the wrong specimen.
Although some such cases have been identified 29 and corrected, other cases are very likely
to remain to be found. We suspect that correcting mis‐associations connections will not
always be possible.
Successful reassociation has allowed a good many specimens, including types, to be
moved into the general collection, or the type collection when the mount, in its separate
parts, is boxed with the flat skin. 30 The remaining mounted birds are held in the controlled
climate of the underground “zoothèque” (and unidentified types may still be found there). A
few unrecognised types might still perhaps be found in the public galleries.
More recently there was a drive to see that all specimens were labelled with a C.G.
(Catalogue Général) number. Each such number begins with the four‐digit year number, this
usually being the year‐date of cataloguing or re‐cataloguing. This, now modified to require
29

This paragraph draws on the memories of Mary LeCroy. Sometimes the mounts have been lost and not re‐
united (see Voisin & Voisin, 2016: 38); and sometimes we have found relevant mounts but not their associated
specimens.
30 A discipline perhaps only applied to a mount boxed with the specimen to which it is thought it belonged.
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one of two prefixes (see Appendix II, p. 386), has the merit of being a number from a logical
sequential list. 31 As such it cannot, of course, be listed in a systematic order, but it is easy to
find in the catalogue arranged on the numerical basis, and the digitised version can be
sorted. Spellings of taxon names on labels can be inconsistent and sometimes erroneous 32
(perhaps volunteers were engaged at some time to write the modern labels). Apart from
spelling errors, a key concern is that sometimes the genus‐group name used is neither that
used in the original description, nor that of a current combination. Instead it may be a
combination that was in use – perhaps only for a short period of years – when the collections
were being identified at the time of accession, or perhaps later at a moment of re‐entry of the
specimen in a catalogue (when the original entry in the Catalogue Général may have seemed
to have lost relevance). 33 Occasionally a label bears the name of a senior synonym instead.
The need to have every specimen labelled in accordance with the newly prescribed
system in Paris is pressing, much remains to do and a special budget will probably be
needed to help staff to fully achieve the objective and help the community to benefit from it.
3.3. The Museum of Comparative Zoology, Boston (MCZ)

The holdings here reflect the relationship between Alcide d’Orbigny and Baron Frédéric
de Lafresnaye (1783‐1861), an older and more experienced French ornithologist who
provided d’Orbigny with much help and advice; who, importantly had interested himself in
South American birds and had useful comparative material in his own collection. It is clear
that planning for plates began while d’Orbigny and Lafresnaye were, probably as early as
late 1834, working on the Synopsis Avium. Thus at least specimens from the material that
d’Orbigny brought home that year, as opposed to what he had sent home earlier, could have
passed from one to the other without being accessioned. Indeed it is clear from our research
that when multiple specimens were accessioned after three of four specimens were
catalogued – usually those selected for mounting and display – any other specimens were
not catalogued but became duplicates. In one case, as early as 1834, Lafresnaye named a
specimen in his hands that had been collected by d’Orbigny in South America.
While the museum knew all about the appointment of Traviès and one would expect
that the museum would have required some clear agreement to be reached about the issue,

31

However, the year date that begins the reference number is very often the date of recataloguing and may in
some cases have been chosen during collection management for another reason.
32 In other words the spelling is not correctly taken from any of the source works. Some are new combinations
and are technically correct (as illustrated in the caption to Plate 9 (p. 372) – for a while Turdus fuscater was
treated in genus Merula (feminine not masculine) as Merula fuscatra, but other differences are spellings based
on some later authority and might then be repetitions of incorrect subsequent spellings (see ICZN, 1999: Art.
33).
33 Original combinations change as perceptions of relationships change, and molecular studies can clarify
genus circumscription and bring enlightening change. Curators should not be expected to add additional
labels to take account of these winds of change. Ideally all labels should cite the original name in its correct
combination and initial spelling (trays or drawers can more easily be labelled with ‘current combinations’).
The accession registers for the period 1826 to 1834, which oncerns us, were preliminary in nature, and the
names used were not scientific names but were provisional names in French and often just the collector’s
suggested name.
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and return, of the specimens, 34 it is clear that uncatalogued birds could have been in the
loan to Traviès and eventually given to or acquired by Lafresnaye.
We have no evidence telling us how and when specimens in Lafresnaye’s collection
reached him. We think most will have been uncatalogued duplicates willingly passed over
by d’Orbigny, very probably with the knowledge of the museum. Such specimens could well
have served as models for the artist. However, this is largely supposition and it does little to
offset our lack of evidence. We shall refer to this caveat when necessary in the taxon accounts
below without repeating the reasoning. Thus, in spite of the argument made above, where a
name is now known to have first appeared in a plate caption and there is an MCZ candidate
we always seek to compare that, by means of photographs with the plate and the Paris
candidates. In these circumstances in a choice between equally valid candidates we believe
the Paris candidate should be chosen as the probability of its use is greater.
On the death of Lafresnaye, in 1861, a sale catalogue of his collection was prepared by
Jules Verreaux (1807‐1873), and Lafresnaye’s collection was sold in its entirety to Henry
Bryant who bought it for the Boston Society of Natural History. It was later transferred to the
museum of Harvard University (the Museum of Comparative Zoology). Harvard has
d’Orbigny specimens relating to 43 avian taxa which have been considered to be types. 35
Bangs (1930), after inviting Eduard Hellmayr (1878‐1944) 36 to adjudicate on each such case,
addressed the vexed question of whether such specimens had been properly identified and
were types or “co‐types”. Here, however, we are concerned only with cases in which the
validity of the names rests on plate captions. 37
3.4. The Academy of Natural Sciences, Drexel University (formerly the Academy of Natural
Sciences of Philadelphia) (ANSP)

The museum of the Academy holds the important Massena collection which includes
d’Orbigny specimens – some with what are believed to be d’Orbigny’s original labels.
D’Orbigny had obtained funding from the Duc de Rivoli (François Victor Massena, the 2nd
Duke and third Prince d’Essling: 1799‐1863) 38 to supplement the stipend from the museum
and he agreed to provide the duke with some collected items. We have found no clear
evidence that any d’Orbigny specimens that reached the Duc de Rivoli passd through the
MNHN collection, and indeed there is evidence that d’Orbigny shipped material directly to
the duke (see Béraud, 2002: 95). 39 It is, of course, possible that the Duc de Rivoli purchased
some specimens, but such a purchase would almost certainly have been from the sale of
34

Such an agreement may exist in the National Archives and would be of great interest.
Of these, 14 taxa were named in plate captions from d’Orbigny’s Voyage dans l’Amérique méridionale; 26 were
described in the Synopsis Avium by d’Orbigny & Lafresnaye; 2 were new names given to the taxa in the text
pages of the Voyage; and one was described by Lafresnaye alone in 1834 in an article not apparently to do with
the Voyage. Only the first 14 will be dealt with in this paper.
36 By now Hellmayr had published 6 parts of a study of d’Orbigny’s avian types (see Hellmayr, 1921‐25) and
had been engaged to work on the Catalogue of the Birds of the Americas.
37 And we are deeply aware that this will often result in MCZ specimens ceasing to be name‐bearing types.
38 Who was a son of one of Napoleon’s field marshals, André Massena (1758‐1817) (see Appendix I, p. 386).
39 There is clear evidence that d’Orbigny sent two cases of specimens to the Duc de Rivoli in 1827 (see
Appendix I, p. 386) but it is not clear whether he received further specimens when d’Orbigny returned to
France in 1834 and if so whether these were never offered to the MNHN or whether they reached him via the
museum, e.g. by purchase from dealers.
35
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duplicates by MNHN to dealers. We believe such sales would have been after specimens had
been selected for loan to Traviès.
In summary, we see very little likelihood that any specimen in the Massena collection
would have been borrowed by d’Orbigny to lend to Traviès. For this reason we mention the
ANSP candidates, but we believe there are no grounds to identify any of them as holotypes.
We hasten to clarify that this applies only to types for names introduced in plate captions.
4. Type collections and the MNHN type collection in particular

We have not discovered when types began to be set aside for special protection. 40
Despite its title the review of types of the genus Dicaeum by Pucheran (1846) is unrelated to
the type concept, and to some extent the same applies to his papers over the next ten years
relating to names bestowed on new birds by Cuvier, Vieillot and Lesson as specimen‐specific
numbers are not given. It is more likely to have become a basis for re‐examination of the
whole collection and perhaps the extraction of types from the main collection towards the
end of the 19th century or the beginning of the 20th century (although such segregation may
have come much later still). This is when types (sometimes rightly defined in the context of
the “collection type concept” because the term “type” was used in different ways throughout
most of the 19th century) began to be valued, across the museum community (Farber, 1976),
because rules of nomenclature were being accepted 41 and, in principle, each taxon name is
‘anchored’ to type material. The end of the 19th century was also the period when the
subspecies concept was coming into use. However, even then most of the MNHN types
must have been mounted specimens. These will have been allowed to spend time in the
public galleries where, until withdrawn, they endured deterioration from various causes, but
especially from exposure to light. Very likely when moving into or out of the galleries some
lost their labels and thus certainty as to their identity or origin.
5. Objectives and methods

Our primary objective has been to find and identify specimens that are candidates for
holotype status (or, in the case of plates illustrating two specimens of the taxon, candidates
for restricted syntype status).
Previous indications that a specimen was a type were of very limited help. When these,
for example, were written into the Ancien Catalogue and even the Nouveau Catalogue, there
could easily have been annotations made, as was widely done in the 18th and early 19th
century, on the grounds that a specimen looked typical. Later annotations to labels, for
example following the detailed exploration of this very subject in the context of d’Orbigny’s
specimens in the MNHN as reported by Hellmayr (1921‐1925) in a six‐part series, were
40 But Murray Bruce (pers. comm. 17 March 2018) recalls a visit to the MNHN in 1977 when Christian Érard
showed him that this work was in hand, but recognition of types in the collection, not really covered in
Pucheran’s papers, was begun by Berlioz (1929) and then again by Jouanin (1950) but only for his beloved
hummingbirds. A more serious programme which was begun by Jean‐François Voisin and Claire Voisin
began in 1993 is still on‐going.
41 See Geoffroy Saint‐Hilaire (1851: x‐xv) who provided a French response to the British initiative – for which
see Strickland et al. (1843). Strickland died in an accident in 1853, but in 1851 a discussion of the proposed
Code that he had steered through to publication was still very much open for comment. That year a French
translation appeared in L’Institut (p. 248 etc.).
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relevant but not necessarily conclusive when the objective was to find the specimen(s) that
Traviès had painted.
The search required us to strengthen our understanding of the old methods of collection
management (which we have described above) and to apply our understanding to searches
not just in the avian type collection (which is still being brought together) but to the drawers
in the main collection, to the zoothèque and to at least consider the potential for a specimen to
still be in a public gallery. We believe that we have been able to make a reasonably complete
search of the collection – although some specimens may still be awaiting discovery in the
zoothèque and there may even be some relevant mounted specimens still in the “galeries”. We
also had to consider specimens in other museums (especially those in Boston and in
Philadelphia).
It is not surprising that after the passage of about 180 years and considerable dispersal of
“duplicates” some candidate specimens might well escape us. Therefore it is not surprising
that we decided to focus on: (i) what we could find in the MNHN collection to‐day, (ii) the
Lafresnaye collection in Boston, and (iii) those few instances where we found clues to justify
an approach to another museum to enquire if it held any candidate specimens. Thus we have
sought help from several museums in Europe (Leiden, Senckenberg, Tring and Vienna)
which we thought likely to have benefitted from exchanges or to have bought from French
dealers – such as Maison Verreaux. However, among specimens collected by d’Orbigny that
reached these museums establishing a claim to holotype status is very difficult and in the
one case we accept this there is no other specimen known (see Megalonix ruficeps in the
synonymy of Pteroptochus tarnii).
We cannot rule out the possibility that an illustrated specimen has eluded us and that as
holotype we have identified a specimen that is less deserving. However, if such a candidate
turns up at some future time, and it looks significantly more deserving, our identification of
a holotype should be reconsidered and potentially challenged by a published rebuttal with,
if disputed, eventual recourse to the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature
to use its plenary powers to change our choice.
Our methodology makes use of a presumption, which we believe reasonable, that
Traviès would have wanted to have mounted specimens to paint. For this reason we have
paid particular attention to mounted birds. However, a good many birds that were once
mounted have been dismounted (since the time of Hellmayr’s reviews). Most such
dismounted birds have data available from the base of the mount. The display labels which
were made to attach to mounts, show data limited to the scientific name and the country of
origin; we consider such labels insufficiently reliable as well as incomplete. Some mounts
have been mislaid and in such cases we could not wholly disregard any specimen that
appeared to be d’Orbigny‐taken. Modern labels introduced to replace an early label are also
somewhat unsafe. For this reason we prefer the broad‐based collecting locality in the original
register which was intended to match the despatch list supplied by d’Orbigny. Some old
mounted specimens show the serious effects of exposure to light and can look very unlike
the way they would have appeared to Traviès when fresh. Where we accept such a specimen
as our choice of a holotype we comment on that.
Usually d’Orbigny’s writings made no mention of how many specimens he had taken
except when he found just one or two. So we begin each taxon account, if we can, with
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mention of how many specimens were received from d’Orbigny by the MNHN. 42 We then
report the evidence on d’Orbigny specimens that Paris has now or can be shown to have had
through a catalogue listing. Hellmayr (1921‐25) struggled with this when looking for
d’Orbigny types; normally he could only state how many specimens he found in the
museum at the time. Rarely could he indicate that any were missing; but in some instances
he was unable to find one that he expected to represent a type.
TYPE SPECIMENS REPRESENTING BIRDS DEPICTED IN THE PLATES IN THE
VOYAGE DANS L’AMÉRIQUE MÉRIDIONALE
General comments

Here we deal only with types for names now known to have been introduced in plate
captions in the Voyage (and thus before any text description) and with the special problems
posed by the need to locate the subjects of the plates.
This paper should be followed by one or more other papers dealing with types of names
first described in the Synopsis Avium or in the text pages of the Voyage but such papers would
not fit the scope set for Zoological Bibliography. They should apply the findings of Dickinson
& Lebossé (2018) identifying the published first descriptions, and correcting dates of
publication and the authorship of names where it is appropriate to correct either the
suggestions of Hellmayr (1921‐25) or of some of the useful papers so far published during
the establishment of the MNHN type collection mainly by or involving Jean‐François and
Claire Voisin to whom accurate recognition of the original description with valid precedence
was not really possible until very recently. In some such cases type localities should be
reviewed to determine whether they need correcting or explaining.
We acknowledge the great value of the reports by Hellmayr (1921‐25) on type material
from d’Orbigny’s expedition and we update his suggestions along the lines suggested above.
It will perhaps also be helpful to point out that until very recently there has been a
widespread, but erroneous presumption that the earliest publication of new names given to
birds by d’Orbigny was in his collaborative work with Lafresnaye, the Synopsis Avium.
While Dickinson & Lebossé (2018a) sorted out the issues of precedence they did not
address historical presumptions of type locality. In some cases earlier authors have decided
that the type locality is to be found in the Synopsis or that it should be taken to be the first of
the localities listed for that taxon in the Synopsis. Here, as part of this exercise and because
the Synopsis Avium only has precedence in about half the cases where a new name was
proposed, we, when needed, correct such presumptions in cases where the name first
appeared in a plate caption. We also occasionally offer clarifications based on the
circumstances of discovery described in the Voyage whether in the taxon account or in
42 The quantity we give is derived as follows: specimens are examined and their oldest labels or inscribed
mounts are examined to obtain the register date and “line number” (see figs. 3‐6). With that information one
can find in the register that line number, which, after a column including a provisional short and simple
French name for the bird, includes in the next column the “number of individuals” received. This combination
of accession date and line number almost always appeared on the original Paris labels and, when mounted, on
the base of the mount. They also often appear in both the Ancien Catalogue and the Nouveau Catalogue. “D.”
numbers on labels – believed to be numbers provided by d’Orbigny – present separate challenges; they are not
yet understood so we do not use them. We hope the application of these numbers to taxa can be resolved.
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d’Orbigny’s long account of his travels (although we have probably not exhausted this
source of such information).
Finally, it is clear that during the 19th century, the MNHN made donations of
“duplicate” specimens to French museums around the country and information in the
register of exchanges suggests, by indications of “Amérique Mérid.”, that some specimens
may have been collected by d’Orbigny. Leiden holds specimens that should have been
checked but the collection is currently closed (see Appendix III, p. 386). These should be
reviewed and any other museum thinking it has d’Orbigny specimens that might be types is
asked to report the details to the MNHN (Jérôme Fuchs).
If work is undertaken to identify types of d’Orbigny’s names derived from either the
Synopsis Avium or the text pages of the Voyage establishing as much of each type series as
possible will be important.
An introduction to the structure of the list below

(a) Sequence: we have arranged the list of 54 43 taxa covered here in the sequence of
Dickinson & Remsen (2013) and Dickinson & Christidis (2014). However, this paper
is one of a series that is largely bibliographic and is being published in the same
journal (Zoological Bibliography). Within that series No. IV (Dickinson & Lebossé,
2018a) retained the taxon sequence used by Hellmayr (1921‐25). In that paper some
other taxa named by d’Orbigny & Lafresnaye or by d’Orbigny in families which
Hellmayr did not report upon were discussed.
(b) Taxon account structure: as in Dickinson & Lebossé (2018) – article No. IV in this
series – each taxon account below opens with the current scientific name; this is
followed by the name d’Orbigny introduced if that name, although new, is a junior
synonym. In another line comes the same set of abbreviated cross references to: (i)
Hellmayr’s reviews of the d’Orbigny material in the MNHN, which appeared in six
parts in the Novitates Zoologicae, (ii) the Catalogue of the Birds of the Americas series
from the Field Museum, Chicago (very substantially written or edited by Hellmayr),
(iii) the volumes of Peters’ Check‐list and (iv) the 2013/2014, fourth, edition of the
Howard & Moore Complete Checklist; and to that we add (v) an abbreviated reference
to the taxon account (and its plate) in the Handbook of the Birds of the World (Lynx
Edicions, 1992‐2013). This fifth link is included because we often needed help – as
may our readers – as to the identity, or more particularly the age or sex, or both, of
the plate subject: we mainly used the plates in the Handbook of the Birds of the Word,
vols. 1‐16 (Lynx Edicions) – we signal such links as follows: “HBW X: pl. 00, p. 000”.
Such abbreviated references include a page number and when that number is
underlined this signifies that the scientific name used by d’Orbigny may not be
found because it is, or was, a junior synonym.
(c) Original spellings: as in Dickinson & Lebossé (2018a) we cite all usages in the Voyage
and in the Synopsis Avium in subject‐specific date precedence order. However, both
in our taxon account headline, and within any table of specimens, we correct, where
43 The fifty‐fifth is exceptional and dealt with after these. Within the 54 there are four cases (Buteo tricolor,
Phalcoboenus montanus, Tamnophilus aspersiventer and Tachyphonus luctuosus) where the plate depicted two
specimens.
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necessary, such original spellings as are in minor ways incorrect in that they did not
comply with Art. 32.5 of the Code (ICZN, 1999) (e.g. names that were hyphenated or
given as two or three separate words – see Art. 32.5.2).
Taxon account numbering: we number these in red (and in square brackets) after
the taxon name and also after the number in black, and in brackets, of the account in
Dickinson & Lebossé (2018).
Tables listing specimens: candidate specimens considered are listed in boxes – (i)
framed in blue for MNHN material – in which we provide details of register
numbers and catalogue numbers as well as geographical origin, 44 and sometimes
age and sex, 45 (ii) in red for Boston material, and (iii) in black for other institutions
(e.g. the Zoological Institute, St. Petersbourg or the Naturhistorisches Museum
Wien, NMW). Within the MNHN tables specimen sequence depends first on the
accession date (i.e the shipment) and then on the C.G. No. because often there is no
known Ancien Catalogue or Nouveau Catalogue number.
Where we consider that there must be a holotype any lectotypification proposed by
Hellmayr or by later authors must be disallowed. 46 Where there is a holotype by
monotypy it can be argued that the type was effectively designated by the original
author and that other specimens available to the author can become paratypes (see
the Code: ICZN, 1999: Art. 72.4.5). When two birds are depicted and we identify
two syntypes these form the restricted type series. The Code is silent about
specimens not chosen.
While it would be nice to have a type locality for each type here we use the terra
typica (or broad indication of source) based on the early museum registers because
we believe these to be most reliable. However, occasionally – and usually for very
rare taxa only – precise localities will be found when d’Orbigny mentions the act of
collection in the Voyage and there is just the one specimen; such details may best be
found where the incident is recounted in his travelogue. But see also the footnote to
page 345.
In each case our search required us to identify the depicted specimen, or, if
uncertain, a specimen that is a good match for the image in the original captioned
plate. To that end we have tried to identify a candidate specimen to recognise as a
holotype (when the plate depicts just one image of the taxon). When there are two
images in the captioned plate we have tried to identify these as “the syntypes”.

44 Because of frequent differences between the location entry in the accession registers and those in the
catalogues or on labels we insert only accession register data in these tables. Only rarely will the difference
represent a disagreement. More usually the accession registers used ‘broad’ localities which must have been
extracted from d’Orbigny’s list with the shipment.
45 M for male, F for female, and Juv. for juvenile (or immature) and after any of these we use a ‘?’ to signal
doubt. We have used Hellmayr’s information and MNHN data on the age and sex of specimens when this is
on record.
46 Art. 74.2 of the Code (ICZN, 1999) explains that a lectotype – whether suggested by Hellmayr or later – loses
its status if it was not a syntype. Where, herein, we identify a holotype no valid syntypes existed. Where there
are two images we identify two syntypes and any proposed lectotype must come from one of the two
identified specimens.
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NON PASSERINES
ACCIPITRIDAE

Geranoaetus polyosoma polyosoma (Quoy & Gaimard, 1824) [syn. Buteo tricolor
d’Orbigny, 1836] [3] [1]
[Hell., 1921a: 186] [CBA 1(4) 85] [P., 1 47: 367‐8] [H&M4: 1‐252] HBW 2: pl. 18, p. 183
Buteo tricolor, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1834 ∆ 22.02.1836, Voyage, livr. 10, Oiseaux, pl. 3, figs.
1 & 2.
Buteo tricolor, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1836 ∆ 16.01.1837, Voyage, Oiseaux, livr. 21, p. 106.
“La partie australe de l’Amérique méridionale”.
Buteo tricolor, Nob., d’Orb., d’Orbigny & Lafresnaye, 1837 ∆ 28.02.1837, Synopsis
Avium, Magasin de Zoologie, Vol. 7, p. 6 [Buteo No. 3]. “Patagonia (rep. Chiliana);
provincial Pazenci (rep. Boliviana)”. With cross reference to plate 3.
Paris: the accession registers show that d’Orbigny provided the MNHN with at least six
specimens, but of a composite series. The first accession in Fev. 1831 included three
specimens related to numbered line 29 in that accession list. One is given line number 35 and
another may also have been given that (although this number was probably meant to apply
only to Orpheus patagonicus). 48 A later accession in Fev. 1834 covered a single bird listed on
numbered line 76 of that accession list. We have located six specimens: four of this species
(one represented just by a numbered mount) and two that have been reidentified as
Geranoaetus albicaudatus.
D’Orbigny (1837c: 106‐109) provided descriptions of adult male and female birds and
discussed the young and intermediate plumages. He also gave measurements for both sexes.
Plate 3, figs. 1 and 2, depicts a male and a female. He encountered what he believed to be this
species in Patagonia, near Santiago in Chile, and at 4,000 m. in the Andes near La Paz.
Hellmayr (1921a: 186) listed five specimens of B. tricolor: four mounted types – two
adults (No. 1, a “♂”, likely to be C.G. 2000‐1641, and No. 2, a “♀” likely to be C.G. 2000‐
2421) – Hellmayr thought these to be the two birds depicted in the plate, and two juveniles
(Nos. 3 and 4). Taking Patagonia as the type locality based on the references above, he
selected the adults to provide a more precise type locality: the Rio Negro. He also examined
a fifth specimen from La Paz, Bolivia (the one accessioned in “Fev. 1834”, on numbered line
76) – by inference also one of the original types – and considered to be a specimen of Buteo
albicaudatus.
Voisin & Voisin (2001: 624) proposed a lectotype (C.G. 2000‐1624) and listed three
paralectotypes. In the spirit of Art. 73.1.2 of the Code (ICZN, 1999) here we recognise the
restriction of the type series to the two illustrated specimens: those mentioned by Hellmayr.
Because of the parallel to holotypification by monotypy, when there is just one image and
47 2nd edition (Mayr & Cottrell, 1979); all our references to “P., 1”are to work by authors in the 2nd edition not
the 1st.
48 Four individuals listed, probably all that species (rather than two being hawks and just two mocking birds).
The mount of specimen 2000‐1624 lacks the original register details, but does have AC and NC numbers on it.
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other specimens collected and available to the author cannot be types or paratypes we
consider that the restriction to two syntypes must have the same effect.
Buteo tricolor (partim) – syn. of Geranoaetus polyosoma polyosoma
C.G. No.
Register date/no AC No.
NC No. Original locality
Sex Age
2000‐1623
Fev. 1831‐29
199
220
Patagonie
Juv.
2000‐1624
‐
197
219
Juv.
2000‐1641
Fev. 1831‐35
195
222
M
Ad.
2000‐2421
Fev. 1831‐29
198
221
Patagonie
F
Ad.
Buteo tricolor (partim) – syn. of Geranoaetus albicaudatus (but not this species)
2012‐740
Fev. 1834‐76
192
212
La Paz 49
2012‐741
Fev. 1831‐29
194
214
Patagonie
Boston: no specimen.
Remarks: Hellmayr (1921a: 186) clearly saw evidence of a composite type series. It was
due to this that he identified types linked to Patagonia which he wished to fix as the type
locality. The Code (ICZN, 1999) would require the designation of a lectotype. However, the
two depicted specimens must be the syntypes restricting the name bearing types to two and
excluding four of the six birds. If, as we believe, treatment must parallel that applicable to a
plate depicting one specimen; others in the original collection no longer qualify because
d’Orbigny fixed the type series as two, and these are the only name‐bearing types.
Type selection based on the plate: we have compared all the MNHN specimens listed
below with the plate and we concur with Hellmayr’s selection of the types (C.G. 2000‐1641
and 2000‐2421); and we agree they are good matches for the images and consider them “the
syntypes”. Voisin & Voisin (2001: 624) – who were then unaware of the articles by Hellmayr
(1921‐1925) erred in their selection of a lectotype and their designation cannot be accepted.
Evidence in d’Orbigny (1837c: 106) supports the Rio Negro as a clarified type locality.
APODIDAE
Aeronautes montivagus montivagus (d’Orbigny, 1838) [124] [2]
[CBA 2(1) : 148] [P., 4: 253] [H&M4: 1‐102] HBW 5: pl. 42, p. 447
Cypselus montivagus, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1837 ∆ 23.04.1838, Voyage, livr. 33, Oiseaux, pl.
42, fig. 1.
Cypselus montivagus, Nob., d’Orbigny & Lafresnaye, 1837 ∆ 30.09.1838, Synopsis
Avium, Magasin de Zoologie, 7, p. 70 [Cypselus No. 8]. “ad montes, Santa‐Cruz de la
Sierra, rep. Boliviana”.

49 If our notes are correct according to the mount or label the line number is 76; in register p. 315 this is listed
as an “autour” (not a “buse”) from La Paz – but a ‘copy’ of the details of this accession gives this, on p. 348 as
an espèce nouvelle from Yuracares. Identification as an ‘autour’, presumably by d’Orbigny in his list of this
collection, is interesting and may simply suggest he saw this as differing from birds we now call G. polysoma.
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Cypcelus (sic) montivagus, Nob., d’Orbigny, “1846” ∆ 15.05.1847, Voyage, livr. 88,
Oiseaux, p. 357. “… entre Samaypata et Santa‐Cruz de la Sierra“.
Paris: the accession registers show that d’Orbigny provided the MNHN with one
specimen accessioned in Fev. 1834 on numbered line 269 (mistakenly given as 369 in the
Nouveau Catalogue.
D’Orbigny (1847a: 357) provided a description and some measurements; he found this
species only east on the main range of the Andes; he did not mention taking a specimen.
Plate 42, fig. 1, published in 1838, depicts an adult.
Cory (1918: 148) provided no details regarding type material. As plate 42 preceded any
description the specimen depicted therein is a holotype.
Voisin et al. (1999: 577) listed: C.G. 1998‐907 as the holotype. They recorded that the
mount says ♀. However, that sign is upside down and in that way signalled a male. Thus the
label correctly says ♂.
C.G. No.
1998‐907

Aeronautes montivagus montivagus
Register date/no
AC No.
NC No. Original locality
Fev. 1834 ‐ 269
5366A
57
Santa Cruz

Sex
M

Age
Ad.

Remarks: The citation to the Magasin de Zoologie by Voisin, Somadikarta & Nguyên
Quang (1997: 577) was incorrect; it should be changed to cite the plate caption.
Boston: no specimen.
Type selection based on the plate: C.G. 1998‐907 has been compared with the plate and
we consider that this specimen served as the model for the plate and is a holotype.
Aeronautes andecolus andecolus (d’Orbigny, 1838) [125] [3]
[CBA 2(1)_147] [P., 4: 252] [H&M4: 1‐102] HBW 5: pl. 42, p. 447
Cypselus Andecolus, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1837 ∆ 23.04.1838, Voyage, livr. 33, Oiseaux, pl.
42, fig. 2.
Cypselus andecolus, Nob., d’Orbigny & Lafresnaye, 1837 ∆ 30.09.1838, Synopsis
Avium, Magasin de Zoologie, 7, p. 70 [Cypselus No. 2]. “In Andibus, La Paz, Bolivia”.
Cypcelus (sic) andecolus, Nob., d’Orbigny, “1846” ∆ 15.05.1847, Voyage, livr. 88,
Oiseaux, p. 358. “… aux environs de la Paz, de Cavari et d’Inquisivi [sic] (Bolivia)“.
Paris: the accession registers show that d’Orbigny provided the MNHN with one
specimen accessioned Fev. 1834 on numbered line 270 (mistakenly given as 70 not 270 in the
Nouveau Catalogue, although lacking in the Ancien Catalogue).
D’Orbigny (1847a: 358) provided a description and some measurements and referred to
seeing this to the south and north of the eastern range of the Andes; he did not mention
collecting it, but his descriptive details show that he did. Plate 42, fig. 2, published in 1838,
depicts an adult.
Cory (1918: 147) made no mention of any type material. However von Berlepsch &
Stolzmann (1892: 384) reported examining an “individu typique de Yuracares” which led
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Peters (1940: 252) to insert a footnote reporting their remark as meaning “the type is from
Yuracarès”.
Voisin et al. (1999: 578) listed C.G. 1998‐908 as the holotype.
C.G. No.
1998‐908

Aeronautes andecolus andecolus
Register date/no AC No.
NC No.
Original locality
Fev. 1834‐270
5366E
56
La Paz

Sex

Age
Ad.

Boston: no specimen.
Remarks: The citation to the Magasin de Zoologie by Voisin, Somadikarta & Nguyên
Quang (1997:578) must be changed to cite the plate caption. The specimen referred to by von
Berlepsch & Stolzmann (1892: 384) was not found; the 1834 register entries around numbered
line 270 that refer to “hirondelles” do not mention any from Yuracarès.
Type selection based on the plate: C.G. 1998‐908 has been compared with the plate and
we consider that this specimen did serve as a model for the plate and is a holotype.
FALCONIDAE
Phalcoboenas megalopterus (Meyen, 1834) [syn. montanus d’Orbigny, 1835] [2] [4]
[Hell., 1921a: 175] [CBA 1(4) 275, 278] [P., 1: 391] [H&M4: 1‐348] HBW 2: pl. 24, p. 249
Phalcoboenus montanus, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1834 ∆ 20.04.1835, Voyage, livr. 2, Oiseaux,
pl. 2, figs. 1 & 2.
Phalcobænus [sic] montanus, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1835 ∆ 23.11.1835, Voyage, livr. 7,
Oiseaux, p. 51. “… au dessus de 11,000 pieds” in Bolivia and Peru.
Phalcoboenus montanus, Nob., d’Orb., d’Orbigny & Lafresnaye, 1837 ∆ 28.02.1837,
Synopsis Avium, Magasin de Zoologie, Vol. 7, p. 2 [Phalcoboenas No. 1]. “plano
Andescenti, republica Boliviana”. With cross reference to pl. 2, fig. 1 2 [sic].
Paris: the accession registers show that d’Orbigny provided the MNHN with eight
specimens, accessioned Fev. 1834, on numbered line 68 (numbered line 37 lists a mammal)
and the locality given there is “Yungas”. We have located only three specimens and only
these three appear in the Ancien Catalogue. 50 Of these C.G. 2001‐402 is, in the Ancien
Catalogue, associated with No. 1834‐37, a mistaken number. The number 37 appears to have
been taken from the right‐hand column in the 1834 register. Similarly C.G. 2001‐403, was, in
the Ancien Catalogue, associated with No. 1831‐38 [sic] which should have been 68, the 38
again comes from the wrong column in the register.
D’Orbigny (1835: 51) recognised that the adults looked alike and described both them
and a juvenile; he also gave some measurements. He found the species to be essentially

50

This strongly supports our understanding that duplicates were never given specimen‐specific numbers. See
also p. 308 above.
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confined to above 4000 metres in the Andean ranges. Plate 2, published earlier in 1835,
shows an adult and an immature bird.
Hellmayr (1921a: 175) considered two adults and a mounted young bird found in the
MNHN galleries to be the types (but he did not number these). Earlier Ménégaux (1909: 206)
reported the same number of types.
Voisin & Voisin (2002: 475) listed three syntypes.
C.G. No.
2001‐402
2001‐403
2001‐404

Phalcoboenus montanus – syn. of Phalcoboenas megalopterus
Register date/no AC No. NC No. Original locality
Fev. 1834 –“37” 51 78
558
Fev. 1834‐68
76
556
Cordillères des Andes
Fev. 1834‐68
79
559
Cordillères des Andes

Sex

F 52

Age
Ad.
Ad.
Juv.

Boston: no specimen.
Type selection based on the plate: We have compared C.G. 2001‐403 (adult) and 2001‐
404 (young) with the plate and we identify these as the subjects of the plate and thus as the
only two syntypes in the name‐bearing type series. Specimen C.G. 2001‐402 may or may not
qualify as a paratype (see p. 317). The five missing specimens might include one that better
matches the plate – thus if any is found our decision should be reviewed.
PICIDAE
Picumnus albosquamatus albosquamatus d’Orbigny, 1841 [191] [5]
[CBA 2 (2): 506] [P., 6: 96] [H&M4: 1‐297] HBW 7: pl. 24, p. 429
Picumnus albo‐squamatus, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1841 ∆ 08.11.1841, Voyage, livr. 51,
Oiseaux, pl. 64, fig. 2.
Picumnus albosquamatus, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1847 ∆ 17.04.1847, Voyage, livr. 89,
Oiseaux, p. 380. “province de Yungas, près des rives du Rio de Tamanipaya,
république de Bolivia“
Paris: as no specimen has been found there is no clear link to the registers; but it is
presumably in the Fev. 1834 register.
D’Orbigny (1847b: 380) provided a single description, gave measurements and reported
meeting this near the banks of the Rio de Tamanipaya in Yungas province. He did not
mention collecting it, but a specimen must have been lent to Traviès and should therefore be
in the Ancien Catalogue. Plate 64, fig. 2 shows a bird with a little red above the eye so this is
probably a young male.

51 Line no. 37 in this accession list is used for a mammal but the mount of this specimen wrongly carries this
number.
52 Not given as a female in the Ancien Catalogue, but the mount is inscribed with a male symbol but with the
arrow pointing down and the Nouveau Catalogue also makes it a female.
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Cory (1919: 506) offered no details of type material.
Hellmayr (1921‐25) did not cover the Picidae.
Voisin & Voisin (2010) did not find a type of this species; nor did we.
Boston: no specimen.
Type selection based on the plate: while it is clear that the specimen depicted must be a
holotype no specimen has been found and we can offer no catalogue number for it – the fact
that this does not appear in the Ancien Catalogue implies that it was neither mounted nor
numbered, and yet Traviès would have wanted a mounted bird. We have no explanation for
the lack of the specimen that he painted.
Colaptes rupicola rupicola d’Orbigny, 1841 [184] [6]
[CBA 2 (2)_415] [P., 6: 103] [H&M4: 1‐306] HBW 7: pl. 40, p. 515
Colaptes rupicola, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1841 ∆ 08.11.1841, Voyage, livr. 51, Oiseaux, pl. 62,
fig. 1.
Colaptes rupicola, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1847 ∆ 17.04.1847, Voyage, livr. 89, Oiseaux, p. 377.
“… près de la Paz, de Chuquisaca, de Cochabamba et de Potosi“.
Paris: the accession registers show that d’Orbigny provided the MNHN with four
specimens, accessioned in Fev. 1834, on numbered line 431. Of these three were entered in
the Ancien Catalogue. We have located all four.
D’Orbigny (1847b: 377‐378) provided a description with some measurements and
reported finding the species in the Andes, on both the western and eastern sides above 3000
m. (possibly lower in the west). Plate 62, fig. 1 shows a bird with no red on the nape or near
the gape which is presumably a female or a young bird.
Cory (1919: 415) provided no details of type material.
Hellmayr (1921‐25) did not include the Picidae.
Peters (1948: 103) referred to Ménégaux (1909: 207‐209) who had reported that the type
was a young male 53 (No. 609) from Sicasica, 54 and also referred to three other ‘co‐types’ all
female.
Voisin & Voisin (2010: 10) listed 3 ‘syntypes’ – the first three listed below – and,
although recognizing that the plate appeared before the text, they were not aware of the
terms of Article 73.1.2 of the Code.

53 The symbol ♀ is used for female and nowadays ♂ is used for male; however, in the past the male symbol
was exactly like that of the female but with an upright cross on top – not an arrowhead.
54 Ménégaux (1909: 207) wrote “conservé aux Galeries” which obviously means a mounted specimen.
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Colaptes rupicola rupicola
AC No.
NC No. Original locality
2469
607
Sommets des Andes
2468
608
Sommets des Andes
2471
609
Sommets des Andes
‐
‐
Sommets des Andes

Sex
F
F
M
M

Age
Juv.
Juv.
Juv.

Boston: no specimen.
Type selection based on the plate: we have compared all the specimens with the plate
and C.G. 2012‐742 has red in the malar streak suggesting it is an older male so we identify
No. 609 (now C.G. 2009‐915) as the holotype, agreeing with Ménégaux (1909: 208) – as to it
being No. 609 – who referred to it as from Sicasica.
Colaptes rubiginosus canipileus (d’Orbigny, 1841) [187] [7]
[CBA 2 (2)_440] [P., 6: 113] [H&M4: 1‐307] HBW 7: pl. 39, p. 509
Picus canipileus, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1841 ∆ 08.11.1841, Voyage, livr. 51, Oiseaux, pl. 63,
fig. 2 (fem.).
Picus canipileus, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1847 ∆ 17.04.1847, Voyage, livr. 89, Oiseaux, p. 379.
“… aux environs du bourg de Chupé, province de Yungas“.
Paris: the accession registers show that d’Orbigny provided the MNHN with one
specimen, accessioned in Fev. 1834, on numbered line 436.
D’Orbigny (1847b: 379) described this, gave measurements and reported meeting it just
once from near Chupé in Yungas province. Plate 63, fig. 2 labels this with the ♀ symbol up
the other way – which historically often signalled a male, but was not used with that
meaning here.
Cory (1919: 440) did not provide any information on type material.
Hellmayr (1921‐25) did not include the Picidae.
Voisin & Voisin (2010: 11) listed the one specimen as a holotype, and listed the specimen
as a female labelled ♀.
C.G. No.
2009‐925

Colaptes rubiginosus canipileus
Register date/no AC No.
NC No.
Original locality
Fev. 1834‐436
2372
494
Yungas

Sex
F

Age
Ad.

Boston: no specimen.
Type selection based on the plate: we have compared C.G. 2009‐925 with the plate and
we agree this is the holotype. The full type locality was correctly cited by Peters (1948: 113).
Campephilus leucopogon (Valenciennes, 1826) [syn. atriventris d’Orbigny, 1841] [186] [8]
[CBA 2 (2)_462] [P., 6: 229] [H&M4: 1‐308] HBW 7: pl. 044 p. 533
Picus atriventris, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1841 ∆ 08.11.1841, Voyage, livr. 51, Oiseaux, pl. 63,
fig. 1.
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Picus atriventris, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1847 ∆ 17.04.1847, Voyage, livr. 89, Oiseaux, p. 378.
“… la province de Corrientes et dans les îles du Parana”; “province de Chiquitos et
de Vallé Grandé”. 55
Paris: the accession registers show that d’Orbigny provided the MNHN with four
specimens, accessioned in Juillet 1829 on numbered line 177 (p. 29). Of these we have located
three.
D’Orbigny (1847b: 378) described the bird, giving just one measurement, that of the total
length, and mentioned finding it in Corrientes and on islands in the Parana river as well as,
later, in Bolivia. He made no mention of collecting any, but, as the soft parts colours are
reported and the plate was painted, he clearly did. Plate 63, fig. 1 depicts a male (lacking the
black front and the white ‘moustache’).
Cory (1919: 462) did not provide any information on type material. Hellmayr (1921‐25)
did not include the Picidae.
Now that we know the plate appeared before the text the bird depicted in plate 63, fig. 1
must be the holotype.
Voisin & Voisin (2010) did not find any specimens because the specimens found in the
zoothèque had labels which identified them as Picus boiei with no mention of the name
atriventris.
C.G. No.
2012‐762
2012‐763
2012‐764

Picus atriventris – syn. of Campephilus leucopogon
Register date/no
AC No.
NC No. Original locality
Juillet 1829‐177
2035
9
Argentine
Juillet 1829‐177
2038
10
Argentine
Juillet 1829‐177
2039
11
Argentine

Sex
M
F
F

Age

Boston: no specimen.
Remarks: It seems likely that d’Orbigny’s specimen was quickly identified as a bird that
had already been named and that it was a synonym of Picus boiei but it is unfortunate that no
original label was kept and no mention of atriventris was retained.
Type selection based on the plate: we have compared the male C.G. 2012‐762 with the
plate and confirm that it is a good match and is the holotype. Should the missing specimen
be found, and be a male, our decision here should be reviewed. This name was in synonymy
long enough that Cory (1919: 462) did not mention a type locality; the types suggest that
Corrientes, Argentina, would be appropriate.
Melanerpes cactorum (d’Orbigny, 1841) [185] [9]
[CBA 2 (2)_469] [P., 6: 169] [H&M4: 1‐310] HBW 7: pl. 26, p. 444
Picus cactorum, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1841 ∆ 08.11.1841, Voyage, livr. 51, Oiseaux, pl. 62,
fig. 2.
55

D’Orbigny spelled this place name in several different ways.
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Picus cactorum, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1847 ∆ 17.04.1847, Voyage, livr. 89, Oiseaux, p. 378.
“… près de Chaluani et de Chilon, province de Misqué“.
Paris: the accession registers show that d’Orbigny provided the MNHN with one
specimen of a new woodpecker, accessioned Juillet 1829, and listed on numbered line 181.
This we located. Four more specimens were accessioned Fev. 1834, on numbered line 445; of
these four we only located two – one of these, C.G. 2012‐744, appears in the Ancien Catalogue
with a given locality of Valle Grande. However, the Juillet 1829 specimen is one of the two
missing 1834 specimens (see below).
D’Orbigny (1847b: 378) provided a description, gave some measurements and
mentioned that the female differs from the male by lacking the red patch on the head. He
reported the species to be distributed to the east of the Andes. Plate 62, fig. 2 depicts a
female.
Cory (1919: 469) did not include any details of type material. Hellmayr (1921‐25) did not
include the Picidae.
Voisin & Voisin (2010: 17) suggested that the one specimen they found (C.G. 2009‐912), a
male, was a “holotype by monotypy”; however, d’Orbigny (1847b: 378) mentioned two
localities and in describing the male added “La femelle manque de tache rouge sur la tête”.

C.G. No.
2009‐912
2012‐743
2012‐744

Register date/no
Juillet 1829‐181
Fev. 1834
Fev. 1834‐445

Melanerpes cactorum
AC No. NC No. Original locality
2133
174
Argentine
2130
176
2132
175
Cochabamba

Sex
M
F
F

Age

Remarks: we cannot accept C.G. 2009‐912 as the type; the image in plate 62 requires the
type to be a female. In addition it seems certain that this specimen – listed by Voisin & Voisin
(2010: 17) as a type – is incorrectly labelled in that the mount and skin do not belong
together; a specimen accessioned in 1829 and correctly labelled cannot have come from
Bolivia (and d’Orbigny did not record this species in Argentina) so this is unquestionably
from Bolivia and from the 1834 accession. Thus the pedestal label is correct and the mount as
shown by the data on its base belongs to another specimen. Since the register on numbered
line 181 says “pic espèce nouvelle” we suggest that the mount comes from a specimen of a
different species of woodpecker. This needs further investigation (as some other mislabelled
specimen must also have a mismatched skin and mount). For example note that we have
located no specimen of Picus fumigatus which was found in Argentina.
Boston: no specimen.
Type selection based on the plate: the male, regardless of the remarks above, cannot be
the type as the plate is of a female. We have compared the two females with the plate and
identify C.G. 2012‐743 as the holotype. However, if we accept that the male is one of the two
missing specimens and the last one turns up this judgement should be reviewed.
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Picoides fumigatus fumigatus (d’Orbigny, 1841) [188] [10]
[CBA 2 (2)_474] [P., 6: 171] [H&M4: 1‐318] HBW 7: pl. 37, p. 500
Picus fumigatus, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1841 ∆ 08.11.1841, Voyage, livr. 51, Oiseaux, pl. 65,
fig. 1.
Picus fumigatus, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1847 ∆ 17.04.1847, Voyage, livr. 89, Oiseaux, p. 380.
“Corrientes, république Argentine, Santa‐Cruz de la Sierra, province de Chiquitos“.
Paris: as no specimen has been found there is no clear link to the registers; there is also
no mention of this taxon in the Ancien Catalogue.
D’Orbigny (1847b: 380) provided a description including soft parts colours and
measurements, but he did not mention collecting it. He found it first in Corrientes 56 and
later found it in eastern Bolivia. Plate 65, fig. 1, published in 1841, appears to be of a female.
Cory (1919: 474) offered no details of type material.
Hellmayr (1921‐25) did not include the Picidae.
Voisin & Voisin (2010) did not locate a type. Nor did we.
Boston: no specimen.
Type selection based on the plate: while it is clear that the specimen depicted must be a
holotype no specimen has been found and we can offer no catalogue number for it.
Veniliornis lignarius (Molina, 1782) [Syn. puncticeps d’Orbigny, 1841] [189] [11]
[CBA 2 (2)_483] [P., 6: 215] [H&M4: 1‐318] HBW 7: pl. 35, p. 489
Picus puncticeps, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1841 ∆ 08.11.1841, Voyage, livr. 51, Oiseaux, pl. 64,
fig. 1.
Picus puncticeps, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1847 ∆ 17.04.1847, Voyage, livr. 89, Oiseaux, p. 379.
“… dans les vallées sèches et arides de Chaluani et de Cochabamba“.
Paris: the accession registers show that d’Orbigny provided the MNHN with two
specimens accessioned in Fev. 1834, on numbered line 446. We located both.
D’Orbigny (1847b: 379‐380) provided a description and a set of measurements; he found
the species in dry valleys near Chaluani (including along the river of that name in Mizque
province) and Cochabamba. He did not mention collecting it.
Plate 64, fig. 1, published in 1841, depicted a bird with no red on the nape and thus may
be considered a female.
Cory (1919: 483) mentioned neither an original locality nor a type.
Hellmayr (1921‐25) did not cover d’Orbigny’s Picidae.
56 D’Orbigny’s record from Corrientes may be open to question. Modern treatments list this only from further
west and higher altitudes (see Winkler & Christie, 2002: 500).
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Voisin & Voisin (2010: 20) listed two ‘syntypes’, those given below.
C.G. No.
2009‐907
2009‐908

Picus puncticeps – syn. of Veniliornis lignarius
Register date/no AC No.
NC No.
Original locality
Fev. 1834‐446
2140b
156
Yungas
Fev. 1834‐446
2140c
157
Yungas

Sex
F
M

Age

Boston: no specimen.
Philadelphia: Voisin & Voisin (2010: 20) reported that Meyer de Schauensee (1957: 183)
referred to ANSP specimen 19271 as a “co‐type”, but he noted that plate “44” [= 64] fig. 1
depicted a female. It is unclear why 19269 was not considered.
We do not consider ANSP 19269 (the female with label depicted in Fig. 10) or ANSP
19271 to be contenders for the reasons set out in pp. 311‐312.
ANSP 19271: “No. 23 d’Orbigny, Pic Recolet, Chaluani”. Considered to be an adult male.
Type selection based on the plate: we identify C.G. 2009‐907 as matching the plate and
consider it the holotype; contra Voisin & Voisin C.G. 2009‐908 is therefore not a syntype. This
name was in synonymy in Cory (1919: 483) where no precise origin was given.

Figure 10. A suggested original label.
ANSP 19269 – oddly not mentioned by
Meyer de Schauensee (1957: 183). The
subject is a female with a damaged bill. De
Schauensee referred to “d’Orbigny’s
original blue label”; but we think this label
was hand‐written by Jules Verreaux – who
organised the shipments of Massena’s
collection to Philadelphia and wrote out the
manifests for each shipment. We doubt that
Massena retained d’Orbigny’s labels. At the
time Massena owned the collection several
major museums were replacing such labels.
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Veniliornis nigriceps nigriceps (d’Orbigny, 1841) [190] [12]
[CBA 2 (2)_475] [P., 6: 176] [H&M4: 1‐319] HBW 7: pl. 37, p. 499
Picus nigriceps, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1841 ∆ 08.11.1841, Voyage, livr. 51, Oiseaux, pl. 65,
fig. 2.
Picus nigriceps, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1847 ∆ 17.04.1847, Voyage, livr. 89, Oiseaux, p. 380.
“Palca Grandé, province d’Ayupaya“.
Paris: as no specimen has been found there is no clear link to the registers; there is also
no mention of this taxon in the Ancien Catalogue. Plate 65, fig. 2 has been identified as a
female.
D’Orbigny (1847b: 380) provided a description and some measurements; he reported
that he met this just once close to Palca Grande, the capital of Ayupaya province. By
implication there was probably just the one specimen.
Cory (1919: 475) offered no details of type material.
Hellmayr (1921‐25) did not cover d’Orbigny’s Picidae.
Voisin & Voisin (2010) did not find a type. Nor did we.
Boston: no specimen.
Type selection based on the plate: while it is clear that the specimen depicted must be a
holotype it appears to be missing and we can offer no catalogue number for it.
RAMPHASTIDAE
Aulacorhynchus coeruleicinctis d’Orbigny, 1841 [193] [13]
[CBA 2 (2): 379] [P., 6: 74] [H&M4: 1‐324] HBW 7: pl. 16, p. 252
Aulacorhynchus cœrulei‐cinctis, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1841 ∆ 08.11.1841, Voyage, livr. 51,
Oiseaux, pl. 66, fig. 2.
Pteroglossus cœruleicinctus Lafresnaye, in d’Orbigny, 1842, Dictionnaire Universel, 2, p.
54.
Aulacorhynchus cœruleo‐cinctus, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1847 ∆ 17.04.1847, Voyage, livr. 89,
Oiseaux, p. 382‐383. “aux environs de Yanacaché, Chupe, et Irupana, Province de
Yungas“.
Paris: two specimens located with Fev. 1834 mentioned lead us to the accession register
for 1834 page 325. On that page the numbered lines used to list toucans and aracaris are 426‐
429, the first two said to be a toucan and the last two an aracari (which we believe would be
Pteroglossus castanotis). Line 426 mentions Santa Cruz and line 427 mentions Yuracarès, both
fit with d’Orbigny’s use of Yungas Province – see d’Orbigny (1847b: 383) – although broader
in scope than the names Yanacaché, Chupé and Irupana that he mentioned (d’Orbigny,
1847b: 382‐383).
D’Orbigny (1847b: 382‐383) described this species and gave measurements. Plate 66, fig.
2 appears to be of an adult; the two sexes are alike.
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Neither Cory (1919: 379) nor Peters (1948: 74) mentioned types, but Cory gave the origin
as Bolivia, and Peters reported the localities mentioned in the Voyage (p. 383, see above).
Voisin & Voisin (2009: 139) listed the two specimens below as ‘syntypes’.
C.G. No.
2008‐786
2008‐787

Aulacorhynchus coeruleicinctis
Register date/no
AC No. NC No.
Original locality
Fev. 1834
1734 57
55
See above
Fev. 1834
1733
56
See above

Sex

Age
Ad.

Boston: Bangs (1930: 227) claimed a type, not a “co‐type”.
MCZ 76175: Label data limited to taxon name. [Lafr. Coll. 1200].
Bangs (1930: 227) associated this with Lafresnaye’s description in the Dictionnaire. On
current evidence, the name was first published in the caption to the plate in the
“Voyage”.
This Boston specimen must be considered as a candidate for holotype status as
explained on pp. 311‐312.
Voisin & Voisin (2009: 139) suggested that because this MCZ specimen was labelled
Pteroglossus caeruleicinctus it is doubtful that this can be a type. However, they were
apparently unaware of the entry by Lafresnaye (1842: 54) in Charles d’Orbigny’s dictionary)
where that name was used. However, that it was so used does not clarify which specimen
served as the model made available to Traviès.
Type selection based on the plate: we have compared C.G. 2008‐787 and C.G. 2008‐786
and photographs of MCZ 76175 with the plate and we identify C.G. 2008‐786 as the holotype
based on the depiction of the beak in plate 66. The two other specimens, one in the MNHN
and one in Boston, cannot be name‐bearing types. The chosen specimen is from either Santa
Cruz or the land of the Yuracares.
PASSERINES

PIPROMORPHIDAE
Corythopis delelandi (Lesson, 1831) [syn. nigrocincta d’Orbigny, 1836] [16] [14]
[Hell., 1921a: 210] [CBA 3_34] [P., 7: 277] [H&M4: 2‐25] HBW 9: pl. 21, p. 293
Conopophaga nigro‐cincta, de la Fresnaye, d’Orbigny, 1835 ∆ 01.08.1836, Voyage, livr.
15, Oiseaux, pl. 6, fig. 2. See Corrigenda on p. 388 herein.
Conopophaga nigro‐cincta, Nob., d’Orbigny & Lafresnaye, 1837 ∆ 28.02.1837, Synopsis
Avium, Magasin de Zoologie, Vol. 7, p. 13 [Conopophaga No. 3]. “Chiquitosensi
(Bolivia)”. No cross reference to plate.
57

In the Ancien Catalogue the date 1848 appears but 1834 appears on the mount and in the Nouveau Catalogue.
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Conopophaga nigro cincta, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1837 ∆ 15.10.1838, Voyage, livr. 35,
Oiseaux, p. 187. “… dans les ravins de la province de Chiquitos, aux environs de la
Mission de Santa‐Ana“.
Paris: the accession registers show that d’Orbigny provided the MNHN with one
specimen accessioned in Fev. 1834, on numbered line 177. We located this.
D’Orbigny (1838f: 187) provided a description and measurements and reported finding
this near the Mission Santa Anna in Chiquitos province where it was seen “isolée”. Plate 6,
fig. 2, published in 1836, is of an adult (the sexes are alike).
Ménégaux & Hellmayr (1905: 377‐378) reported that the type material was in the MNHN
and Hellmayr (1921a: 210) reported an adult skin from Chiquitos labelled as “Type”. He did
not discuss any other specimens.
C.G. No.
1992‐62

Conopophaga nigrocincta – syn. of Corythopis delalandi
Register date/no
AC No. NC No. Original locality
Fev 1834‐177
‐
‐
Chiquitos

Sex

Age
Ad.

Boston: no specimen.
Type selection based on the plate: We have compared C.G. 1992‐62 with the plate and
have no reason to doubt that this should be seen as the holotype. The type locality can be
clarified to Mission Santa Anna in Chiquitos Province.
TYRANNIDAE
Knipolegus striaticeps (d’Orbigny, 1838) [121] [15]
[Hell., 1925c: 334] [CBA 5_77] [P., 8: 174] [H&M4: 2‐60] HBW 9: pl. 35, p. 377
Muscisaxicola striaticeps, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1837 ∆ 19.02.1838, Voyage, livr. 30, Oiseaux,
pl. 41, fig. 1.
Muscisaxicola striaticeps, Nob., d’Orbigny & Lafresnaye, 1837 ∆ 30.09.1838, Synopsis
Avium, Magasin de Zoologie, 7, p. 66 [Muscisaxicola No. 4]. “La Paz (Bolivia)”.
Muscisaxicola striaticeps, Nob., d’Orbigny, “1846” ∆ 15.05.1847, Voyage, livr. 88,
Oiseaux, p. 356. “… les plateaux des Cordillères de Bolivie et près de la Paz, à près
de 4000 m.“
Paris: the accession register seems to show that d’Orbigny provided the MNHN with
one specimen, accessioned in Fev. 1834, we located this but the line number seems likely to
be incorrect.
D’Orbigny (1847a: 356) provided a description and measurements and he reported the
species from the plateaus in the Cordillera of Bolivia and near La Paz at 4000 m. and above.
Plate 41, fig. 1, published in 1838, depicts a female (see Farnsworth & Langham, 2004a: 377,
and related plate 35).
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Hellmayr (1906a: 318‐319) gave details relating to one mounted adult female labelled
“Geositta striaticeps d’Orb. et Lafr.” but called “Muscisaxicola striaticeps” on the mount. 58 He
thought this matched the description well and that it must be the type.
Hellmayr (1925c: 334) referred instead to “Geositta 59 (Muscisaxicola) striaticeps” and
found the label to say “type. Bolivie, Chiquitos, D’Orbigny, 1834” (wording which appears
in the Ancien Catalogue, but we suspect mention of numbered line “138” – which mentions a
gobe‐mouche and where no locality was inserted – is likely to be wrong and it is not safe to
assume that mention of Chiquitos originated with d’Orbigny). Hellmayr (1925c: 334) did
observe that the source was given as La Paz in the Synopsis and in the Voyage, but he
preferred to believe the label and thus Chiquitos – based on the elevation at which he
believed the species had more usually been collected. However, no available original
evidence supports the creation in the MNHN of a label naming Chiquitos as the origin.

C.G. No.
2004‐330

Register date/no
Fev. 1834‐138?

Knipolegus striaticeps
AC No. NC No. Original locality
3921K
‐

Sex
F

Age

Boston: no specimen.
Type selection based on the plate: we have compared C.G. 2004‐330 with the plate and
we consider the specimen a good match for the image and as the holotype. The type locality
is probably best taken as La Paz and the label based on Hellmayr’s guess ignored.
Muscisaxicola maculirostris maculirostris d’Orbigny, 1838 [120] [16]
[Hell., 1925c: 334] [CBA 5_31] [P., 8: 168] [H&M4: 2‐60] HBW 9: pl. 39, p. 399
Muscisaxicola maculirostris, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1837 ∆ 19.02.1838, Voyage, livr. 30,
Oiseaux, pl. 41, fig. 2.
Muscisaxicola maculirostris, Nob., d’Orbigny & Lafresnaye, 1837 ∆ 30.09.1838,
Synopsis Avium, Magasin de Zoologie, 7, p. 66 [Muscisaxicola No. 3]. “La Paz, in
Bolivia”.
Muscisaxicola maculirostris, Nob., d’Orbigny, “1846” ∆ 15.05.1847, Voyage, livr. 88,
Oiseaux, p. 356. “… aux environs de la ville de la Paz“.
Paris: the accession registers show that d’Orbigny provided the MNHN with two
specimens accessioned in Fev. 1834, on numbered line 201. We have located just one of these.
D’Orbigny (1847a: 356) provided a description and measurements; he reported the
species from the Andean plateaus from about 3600 m., and also around La Paz. Plate 41, fig.
2, published in 1838, may not depict an adult.

58

The mount is also inscribed Cnipolegus striaticeps.
The name Geositta was not inserted before Muscisaxicola in the Synopsis or in the Voyage. Nor is this
mentioned on any label now attached.

59
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Hellmayr (1925c: 334) found one “vix adult” (scarcely adult) skin from La Paz which he
called “the type”. He said it was “slightly immature, having the under‐tail coverts rufescent
buff (instead of white as in adults), and the upper wing‐coverts more distinctly edged with
rusty”. This last feature is apparent in the plate. Hellmayr went on to mention examining “a
large series” and there can be little doubt he linked this subadult to adults of the same
species.
C.G. No.
1991‐1201

Muscisaxicola maculirostris maculirostris
Register date/no AC No.
NC No. Original locality
Fev 1834‐201
‐
‐
La Paz

Sex
M

Age

Boston: no specimen.
Type selection based on the plate: we have compared C.G. 1991‐1201, which is in fairly
poor condition, with plate 41, and it is a poor match. Compared with a modern plate i.e. that
associated with the account by Farnsworth & Langham (2004b: 399; pl. 39) the difference
compared to the depicted adults is so great that, combined with finding the specimen a poor
match with Traviès’s image we are reluctant to accept C.G. 1991‐1201 as the holotype. For
the moment we suggest that the second specimen, now missing, may be a better match and
perhaps it was that specimen to which Hellmayr (1925c: 334) referred. It is necessary to
review C.G. 1991‐1201 with well documented specimens from other museums to completely
rule out C.G. 1991‐1201 or to validate it.
Remarks: there is a problem here that requires separate investigation. The literature
suggests that there is no earlier name and if the taxon is supposed to be based on C.G. 1991‐
1201 then it may well not be identified correctly by subsequent writers and specimens,
including any use for plate 39 in volume 9 of the Handbook of the birds of the world may not be
this species! D’Orbigny wrote “toutes les parties inférieures gris‐blanc un peu teinté de
roux”. Comparing Traviès’s plate with the adults in plate 39 the head and tail, which are
equally dark, look quite wrong. The specimen itself looks paler and more like depictions of
Muscisaxicola cinereus. Is this due to post‐mortem fading (of a specimen that we do not know
to have ever been mounted and displayed)? If comparison with a series leaves us still
unconvinced then molecular evidence may be required.
Muscisaxicola rufivertex rufivertex d’Orbigny, 1838 [118] [17]
[Hell., 1925c: 331] [CBA 5_20] [P., 8: 170] [H&M4: 2‐61] HBW 9: pl. 39, p. 400
Muscisaxicola rufivertex, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1837 ∆ 05.03.1838, Voyage, livr. 31, Oiseaux,
pl. 40, 60 fig. 2.
Muscisaxicola rufivertex, Nob., d’Orbigny & Lafresnaye, 1837 ∆ 30.09.1838, Synopsis
Avium, Magasin de Zoologie, 7, p. 66 [Muscisaxicola No. 1]. ”Cobija, La Paz, in
Bolivia, in summis Andibus”.

60

In the text of the Voyage plate 40 was referred to as XI instead of XL.
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Muscisaxicola ruficertex (sic?), Nob., d’Orbigny, “1846” ∆ 15.05.1847, Voyage, livr. 88,
Oiseaux, p. 354. “… au bord de la mer à Cobija”, and “sur les plateaux les plus
élevés des Andes (à 4600 mètres …), [p. 355]“.
Paris: the accession register for 1831 should show that d’Orbigny provided the MNHN
with several specimens from Cobija (we have found two of the three specimens located by
Hellmayr); one, C.G. 2003‐2080 may never have been mounted as neither mount nor old
label could be found. D’Orbigny also provided the MNHN with a single specimen, from La
Paz accessioned in Fev. 1834, on numbered line 202. We located this.
D’Orbigny (1847a: 354) provided a description and measurements. He reported finding
this common along the coast near Cobija (in the austral winter) and later in the plateaus in
the Andes at 4600 m. Plate 40, fig. 2, published in 1838, shows the reddish cap.
Hellmayr (1925c: 331) located four skins: three he identified as rufivertex of these two (his
Nos. 1 and 2 respectively an adult and an immature), from Cobija were labelled Muscisaxicola
rufivertex, a third (his No. 3), an immature bird, was unlabelled and he considered this
matched the other immature and assumed that it too was from Cobija. The fourth specimen
was from La Paz and Hellmayr placed this as the noticeably bigger Muscisaxicola occipitalis
Ridgway (1887) – now seen as a related subspecies.
Before embarking on his study of d’Orbigny’s types Hellmayr (1920: 47fn.) studied a
Peruvian collection that included Muscisaxicola occipitalis Ridgway, 1877, and there
recognised that d’Orbigny has described a composite series from Chile and Bolivia and,
referring to d’Orbigny’s plate 40, he fixed an old male from Cobija as the “Typus”. In the
same footnote he referred to young birds as having “rostfarbigen Spitzenflecken” (rust‐
coloured spots) which correlate with the mention of “pale rufescent apical spots to the
median wing‐coverts” seen by Hellmayr (1925c: 332) in his specimen No. 2, where he again
designates the “adult male No. 1” “a perfectly adult male, with a very full rufous crown
patch” as “type” of M. rufivertex.
Although Hellmayr twice sought to “fix” the type and his phraseology probably just
meets the requirements of Art. 74.5 of the Code (ICZN, 1999) there can, due to the naming of
the taxon in a plate caption, be just one type and that is a holotype. Nonetheless, because
Hellmayr based his views on the plate it is likely that only that old male from Cobija will be
able to match the image in the plate.

C.G. No.
1991‐1200
2003‐2080
2003‐2079

Muscisaxicola rufivertex
Muscisaxicola rufivertex rufivertex d’Orbigny, 1838
Register date/no
AC No. NC No.
Original locality
Jan. 1831
‐
‐
‐
Muscisaxicola rufivertex occipitalis Ridgway, 1887 61
Fev. 1834‐202
‐
‐
La Paz

Sex

Age
Ad.

61 Technically C.G. 2003‐2079 is a syntype of Muscisaxixola rufivertex rufivertex although it is not representative
of that population.
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Boston: no specimen.
Type selection based on the plate: we have compared C.G. 1991‐1200 with the plate and
consider this to match it and to be the holotype. We accept the type locality Cobija, now in
Chile.
Muscisaxicola maclovianus mentalis d’Orbigny, 1838 [119] [18]
[Hell., 1925c: 333] [CBA 5_30] [P., 8: 169] [H&M4: 2‐61] HBW 9: pl. 39, p. 401
Muscisaxicola mentalis, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1837 ∆ 05.03.1838, Voyage, livr. 31, Oiseaux,
pl. 40, fig. 1.
Muscisaxicola mentalis, Nob., d’Orbigny & Lafresnaye, 1837 ∆ 30.09.1838, Synopsis
Avium, Magasin de Zoologie, 7, p. 66 [Muscisaxicola No. 2]. “Cobija, in Bolivia; Arica,
atque in Patagonia”.
Muscisaxicola mentalis, Nob., d’Orbigny, “1846” ∆ 15.05.1847, Voyage, livr. 88,
Oiseaux, p. 355. “l’hiver … les bords du Rio Negro”, “Cobija, en Bolivia … jusqu’à
Arica, au Pérou”.
Paris: the accession registers show that d’Orbigny provided the MNHN with five
specimens accessioned in Jan. 1831, numbered line 7, from Peru (Cobija and Arica); and two
more accessioned in Fev. 1831, numbered line 41, from Patagonia (which relates to
Argentinian Patagonia. We located all seven.
D’Orbigny (1847a: 355) described this taxon and provided measurements; he reported
finding migrants near the Rio Negro in Patagonia and speculated that these had migrated
north for the winter; and he implied that birds found on the Pacific coast at Cobija and Arica
were also winter visitors. Plate 40, fig. 1, published in 1838, shows a bird with a very dark
head including the cheeks.
Hellmayr (1925c: 333) located all seven skins: two from Cobija and three from Arica and
two from Patagonia (Chile or Argentina). Based on the Synopsis all these would be syntypes.
However, as the plate from the Voyage appeared first the specimen depicted there has to be
the holotype.
C.G. No.
2003‐2067
2003‐2068
2003‐2071
2003‐2072
2003‐2073
2003‐2069
2003‐2070

62

Muscisaxicola maclovianus mentalis
Register date/no
AC No. NC No.
Original locality
Jan. 1831‐7
‐
‐
Perou
Jan. 1831‐7
‐
‐
Perou
Jan. 1831‐7
‐
‐
Perou
Jan. 1831‐7
‐
‐
Perou
Jan. 1831‐7
‐
‐
Perou 62
Fev. 1831‐41
‐
‐
Patagonie
Fev. 1831‐41
‐
‐
Patagonie

Sex

Age

Ad.
Ad.

Hellmayr (1925c: 333) reported the five Peru birds to be adults except for one immature from Arica.
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Boston: Bangs & Penard (1919) referred to a “co‐type” (MCZ 77316) but the label does
not provide a single collecting locality. 63 These authors suggested that specimens in the
MNHN should be considered to be “syntypes”. Later, Peters (1923: 322) suggested that the
“co‐type” with no collecting locality could have come from Carmen de Patagones, Rio
Negro, Argentina based on d’Orbigny’s collecting in about that region (the banks of the Rio
Negro is mentioned by d’Orbigny in the Voyage). Traylor (1979: 169) called that a restriction.
Given that MCZ 77316 could have come from any of the three original sources (Arica, Cobija
and Patagonia) and lacked an original label Bangs (1930: 265) chose not to list it.
MCZ 77316. Not listed by Bangs (1930: 265) but perhaps a type (although the labelling is
different from original d’Orbigny labels). Could have been obtained by Lafresnaye from
Parzudaki or another source.
MCZ 75849. This is the type of Saxicola fumifrons Peale, 1848. It is not a type of
d’Orbigny’s name, but it is identiable with mentalis.
Type selection based on the plate: of the MCZ specimens 77316 lacking an original label
is best disqualified, and 75849 is apparently not from d’Orbigny’s material. We have
compared the MNHN specimens with the plate and we are not constrained by earlier
suggestions that the source must be Argentina; we are constrained by likeness to the image
in the plate. Of the available specimens we consider C.G. 2003‐2072 a good match for the
painted image and we therefore regard this as the holotype. A specimen in Leiden (RMNH
173563) awaits comparison in Leiden and Paris with the plate: if it better matches the plate
than the holotype we identify here, and recommend for recognition as such, our
recommendation should be reconsidered.
THAMNOPHILIDAE
Myrmotherula axillaris fresnayana (d’Orbigny, 1836) [10] [19]
[Hell., 1921a: 203] [CBA 3_149] [P., 7: 195] [H&M4: 2‐73] HBW 8: pl. 52, p. 590
Tamnophilus fresnayanus, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1835 ∆ 01.08.1836, Voyage, livr. 15,
Oiseaux, pl. 6, fig. 1. [but see Hellmayr]. See Appendix IV regarding spelling.
Tamnophilus axillaris, “Nob.”, Vieillot, D. t. XII, p. 113, 64 d’Orbigny & Lafresnaye,
1837 ∆ 28.02.1837, Synopsis Avium, Magasin de Zoologie, Vol. 7, p. 12 [Tamnophilus
No. 11]. “Yuracares (rep. Boliviana)”. Comb. Nov.

63 Bangs & Penard (1919: 26) quoted, from the label: ”Habit. Cobija, in Bolivia; Arica, atque Patagonia” which
is the precise wording in the Synopsis, but that does not tell us where this specimen was collected. Bangs
(1930) did not list it as a type. In addition although Cobija may have been in Bolivia when d’Orbigny was
there Bolivia lost its’ coastal strip which, including Cobija, is now part of Chile.
64 Vieillot (1817) called this Myrmothera axillarisi so the use of Tamnophilus and of “Nob.” in the Synopsis is the
typical signals of a new combination.
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Tamnophilus Lafresnayanus, d’Orb., d’Orbigny & Lafresnaye, 1837 ∆ 28.02.1837,
Synopsis Avium, Magasin de Zoologie, Vol. 7, p. 13 [Tamnophilus No. 18]. “Yuracares
(rep. Boliviana)”. With cross reference to pl. 6, fig. 1.
Formicivora Lafresnayana, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1837 ∆ 19.02.1838, Voyage, livr. 30, p. 182.
“Département de Cochabamba”.
Myrmothera axillaris, ‘Vieill.’, d’Orbigny, 1837 ∆ 19.02.1838, Voyage, livr. 30, Oiseaux,
p. 183. “A l’est de la ville de Cochabamba dans le pays habité par les Indiens
yuracarès”.
Paris: the accession registers show that d’Orbigny provided the MNHN with one
specimen of “lafresnayanus” from Yuracarès accessioned in Fev. 1834, on numbered line
112bis, and another labelled axillaris from “Bolivie” accessioned in Fev. 1834 on numbered
line 110bis. 65 We located both specimens.
D’Orbigny (1838a: 182) treated lafresnayanus from the Synopsis Avium as a member of
genus Formicivora found east of the Andes and distinct from Myrmothera axillaris on his page
183. In each case he provided a description – in the case of axillaris, also from east of the
Andes, he described the male and the female separately – and he gave some measurements.
He referred to plate 6, published in 1836, with the name lafresnayanus (not mentioning the
name fresnayanus used in the plate caption).
Hellmayr (1921a: 203) reported, as previously had Ménégaux & Hellmayr (1906b: 29, 49),
on the relevant specimens: the skin of a male collected by d’Orbigny and labelled
Myrmothera axillaris Vieill., giving no locality for this, and a mounted specimen of a female
labelled “type de T. lafresnayanus d’Orb.” from the lands of the Yuracarès. He considered the
latter a valid type of that name and that both names applied to the species named
Myrmothera axillaris by Vieillot (1817), and placed the species in genus Myrmotherula.

C.G. No.
1998‐752
2004‐611

Myrmotherula axillaris fresnayana
Register date/no AC No. NC No.
Original locality
Fev. 1834‐110bis
Bolivie
Fev. 1834‐112bis
4027
‐
Yuracares

Sex
M
F

Age

Hellmayr (1921a: 203) – who indicated in a footnote that the plate probably appeared
“before 1837”, but did not realise that the plate caption read fresnayana – treated the name
lafresnayanus as a synonym of axillaris although that had been named from Cayenne; he
examined the type of “lafresnayanus”, a mounted female from Yuracares and saw it as “the
female of the well‐known M. a. axillaris”. This treatment was sustained by Cory & Hellmayr
(1924: 149). However, Peters (1951: 195) recognised fresnayana as a distinct subspecies
(placement in Myrmotherula requires a terminal ‐a in place of –us due to gender agreement).
Boston: no specimen.
Type selection based on the plate: the bird depicted is a female which is supported by
Hellmayr’s evidence. We have compared C.G. 2004‐611 with the plate and agree that this
65 On the label this looks very like 116bis but no such line is present in the register (and 110bis is a
“Furmilier”).
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matches the plate and we recognise it as the holotype. Note that we recognise the male (C.G.
1998‐752) as a contemporary topotype but, labelled axillaris, it was included neither in the
plate, nor in d’Orbigny’s description, and cannot qualify as a type.
Thamnophilus caerulescens aspersiventer d’Orbigny, 1835 [6] [20]
[Hell., 1921a: 197] [CBA 3_105] [P., 7: 175] [H&M4: 2‐82] HBW 8: pl. 46, p. 561
Tamnophilus aspersiventer, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1835 ∆ 14.09.1835, Voyage, livr. 6,
Oiseaux, pl. 4, fig. 1.
Tamnophilus schistaceus, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1835 ∆ 14.09.1835, Voyage, livr. 6, Oiseaux,
pl. 4, fig. 2. Miscaptioned and actually aspersiventer.
Tamnophilus aspersiventer, Nob., d’Orbigny, d’Orbigny & Lafresnaye, 1837 ∆
28.02.1837, Synopsis Avium, Magasin de Zoologie, Vol. 7, p. 10 [Tamnophilus No. 5].
“Provincia Yungacensi (rep. Boliviana)”. Includes cross reference to pl. 4. Figs. 1 & 2.
Thamnophilus aspersiventer, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1837 ∆ 19.02.1838, Voyage, livr. 30,
Oiseaux, p. 171. “Les provinces de Yungas, de Sicasica et d’Ayupaya”.
Paris: the accession registers show that d’Orbigny provided the MNHN with five
specimens accessioned in Fev. 1834, on numbered line 95 (for females and perhaps on
numbered line 71 for males). We have located what we believe to be four of these specimens
(details below: the register numbers are inconsistent, but the consecutive Ancien Catalogue
numbers strongly support the first three specimens; the fourth (C.G. 1992‐51) lacks the
original label and was probably never mounted and its claim to consideration as a candidate
type specimen is weak as Traviès would have wanted mounted birds).
D’Orbigny (1838a: 171) gave separate descriptions of the male and female and some
measurements. Plate 4, figs. 1 and 2, published in 1835, despite its caption depicts the male in
the upper image and the female in the lower image – miscaptioned as Tamnophilus schistaceus
– an error acknowledged by d’Orbigny (1838f: 171fn).
Hellmayr (1921a: 197) listed four specimens in the MNHN, three mounted and one skin,
which he implied were types. Cory & Hellmayr (1924: 105) restricted the types to those from
Yungas, apparently on the grounds that this was dictated by the mention of just that
province in the Synopsis Avium (however, we now know that the plate appeared before the
Synopsis so that this restriction is invalid). Thus the specimens depicted in Pl. 4, fig. 1 (male)
& fig. 2 (female) are the syntypes.
C.G. No.
1992‐51
2004‐550
2004‐551
2004‐553

66

Thamnophilus caerulescens aspersiventer
Register date/no
AC No. NC No.
Original locality
‐
Bolivie
Fev. 1834‐95
3995A
‐
Sicasica
Fev. 1834‐?71 66
3995
Fev. 1834
3994
‐

Sex
M
F
M
M

Age

This is the legible part of the number only a prior digit is not legible (the cut‐off number relates to an eagle);.
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Boston: no specimen.
Philadelphia:
ANSP 7994: ♂ Carcuata, Yungas
ANSP 7995: ♂ Yungas
ANSP 8016: ♀ Carcuata, Yungas
ANSP 8017: ♀ Yungas
These specimens were collected by d’Orbigny and they reached the Duc de Rivoli
(adding to the “Massena collection”) without, so far as we can tell, passing through the
MNHN. We do not consider these to be candidates for holotype status for the reasons set out
in pp. 311‐312.
Type selection based on the plate: we have compared the available specimens in Paris
with the two images in the plate. We conclude that 1992‐51 and 2004‐550 are the two
specimens that represent the two images, and we treat these as the two valid syntypes. If, as
we believe, treatment must parallel that applicable to a plate depicting one specimen; others
in the original collection series no longer qualify because d’Orbigny fixed the type series as
two, and these are the only name‐bearing types. Peters (1951: 175) cited the Synopsis Avium
and implied that the types should come from Yungas this is consistent with the ‘country of
the Yuracarès’ (see Paynter, 1992: 168).
Phlegopsis nigromaculata nigromaculata (d’Orbigny, 1836) [18] [21]
[Hell., 1921a: 211] [CBA 3_316] [P., 7: 254] [H&M4: 2‐87] HBW 8: pl. 69, p. 679
Myothera nigro‐maculatus [sic], Nob., d’Orbigny, 1835 ∆ 22.02.1836, Voyage, livr. 10,
Oiseaux, pl. 6 bis, fig. 3. 67
Myothera nigro‐maculata, [sic] Nob., d’Orbigny & Lafresnaye, 1837 ∆ 28.02.1837,
Synopsis Avium, Magasin de Zoologie, Vol. 7, p. 14 [Myothera No. 2]. “Guarayos
(Bolivia)”. No reference to plate (despite the preceding taxon having a reference to
same plate).
Myothera nigro maculata, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1837 ∆ 15.10.1838, Voyage, livr. 35,
Oiseaux, p. 190. “Dans le nord‐est de la république de Bolivia et au nord de la
province de Chiquitos. Au pays habité par les Indiens guarayos”.
Paris: as the specimen found has no register line number on the label the catalogue entry
for Ancien Catalogue No. 4132 was checked. That did not reveal an 1834 register line number
and the neighbouring entries are not for this taxon. Thus if there were other specimens they
were not mounted.

67

Hellmayr (1921a) mistakenly cited this as from Fig. 2.
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D’Orbigny (1838f: 190) provided a good description and measurements; he reported
finding the species in the plains of north‐east Bolivia and in Chiquitos province and the
lands of the Guarayos. Plate 6bis, fig. 3, published in 1836, is a good one; the sexes are alike
(see Zimmer & Isler, 2003: 679) – which d’Orbigny did not mention.
Ménégaux & Hellmayr (1906b: 53) considered a mounted adult from the lands of the
Guarayos dated 1834 to be the type.
Hellmayr (1921a: 211), who also found just a single specimen, retained this view and
referred to this as the “real” type and to comments by Allen (1889: 97) in respect of
Lafresnaye’s collection in the Museum of Comparative Zoology, Boston (the MCZ),
regarding which he stated that specimens 5045 and 5046 in that collection are not even this
species.

C.G. No.
2004‐616

Phlegopsis nigromaculata nigromaculata
Register date/no
AC No. NC No.
Original locality
1834
4132
294

Sex

Age
Ad.

Boston: see above.
Type selection based on the plate: we have compared specimen C.G. 2004‐616 with the
image in the plate and we conclude it is the holotype.
Pyriglena leuconota maura (Ménétries, 1835) [syn. aterrimus d’Orbigny, 1835] [9] [22]
[Hell., 1921a: 201] [CBA 3‐228] [P., 7: 219] [H&M4: 2‐92] HBW 8: pl. 60, p. 637
Tamnophilus aterrinus [sic] Nob., d’Orbigny, 1835 ∆ 23.11.1835, Voyage, Livr. 7,
Oiseaux, pl. 5, fig. 2. 68
Tamnophilus domicella, ‘Licht.’, d’Orbigny & Lafresnaye, 1837 ∆ 28.02.1837, Synopsis
Avium, Magasin de Zoologie, Vol. 7, p. 11 [Tamnophilus No. 9], “prov. Chiquitosensi
(rep. Boliviana)”. Comb. nov.
Tamnophilus aterrimus, Nob., d’Orbigny & Lafresnaye, 1837 ∆ 28.02.1837, Synopsis
Avium, Magasin de Zoologie, Vol. 7, p. 11 [Tamnophilus No. 10], “provinciis
Yungascensi et Chiquitensi (rep. Boliviana)” [sic].
Formicivora domicella, ‘Licht.’, d’Orbigny, 1837 ∆ 19.02.1838, Voyage, livr. 30, Oiseaux,
p. 178. Comb. nov. “Chiquitos, surtout aux environs de la Mission de Santa‐Ana”
Formicivora atra “Nob.”, d’Orbigny, 1837 ∆ 19.02.1838, Voyage, livr. 30, Oiseaux, p.
179. “Près du Rio Chapiro, province de Yungas; province de Chiquitos”. Comb. nov.
Paris: the accession registers show that d’Orbigny provided the MNHN with four
specimens; three males accessioned in Fev. 1834, on numbered line 99, and one female
accessioned in Fev. 1834, on numbered line 111bis. We have only found one of the males.

68 Here is an example of a case where Hellmayr presumed that the name in the plate caption must agree with
that in the page in the text, but it differed; Hellmayr implied the plate would have been issued simultaneously
with the descriptive text. It seems quite probable that Hellmayr never actually saw the individual plates.
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D’Orbigny (1838a: 179) provided a brief description and measurements; he recorded
meeting this on the eastern slopes of the eastern range of the Andes and in the lowlands
from the Rio de Chajro in Yungas to the province of Chiquitos where it was common and
widespread. Plate 5, fig. 2, published in 1835, shows a bird that is entirely black with a red
iris to the eye; it lacks the usual white interscapular patch.
Hellmayr (1906b: 620‐624) reviewed the genus Pyriglena recognizing three species:
monotypic leucoptera and atra and polytypic leuconota with three suspecies: nominate, maura
and aterrima.
Hellmayr (1921a: 201‐202), following his review of the genus Pyriglena, found the male
(“Type of T. aterrimus d’Orbigny”) from Chiquitos and a Chiquitos female – labelled
Tamnophilus (Formicivora) domicella 69 [d’Orbigny & Lafresnaye] – to both be identifiable with
maura. No specimen that could have been the male of domicella ‘sensu‘d’Orbigny could be
found in the MNHN (and it seems likely none was collected in the Yungas). Hellmayr
(1921a: 201‐202) suggested that d’Orbigny may have made use of a Brazilian specimen in the
MNHN to describe his male of domicella, perhaps due to the “mission de Santa Ana” being
close to the border with Brazil, or – perhaps more probably – that he had drawn on the
description published by Ménétries (1835).
C.G. No.
1992‐49
2003‐597

Thamnophilus aterrimus – syn. of Pyriglena leuconota maura
Register date/no
AC No.
NC No.
Original locality
Sex
Fev. 1834‐99
‐
‐
Yungas
M
Fev. 1834‐111bis
Chiquitos
F

Age

Boston: no specimen.
Type selection based on the plate: specimen C.G. 1992‐49, a male, which does not show
any interscapular white patch 70 has been compared with and agrees with plate 5 fig. 2. We
consider this to be the holotype.
RHINOCRYPTIDAE
Pteroptochos tarnii (P.P. King, 1831) [syn. ruficeps d’Orbigny, 1836] [19] [23]
[Hell., 1921a: 213] [CBA 3_3] [P., 7: 278] [H&M4: 2‐100] HBW 8: pl. 78, p. 765
Megalonix ruficeps, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1835 ∆ 11.07.1836, Voyage, livr. 14, Oiseaux, pl.
8, fig. 1. 71
69 Hellmayr used the name domicella rather than aterrimus on the grounds that domicella was listed just ahead
of aterrimus in the Synopsis Avium. He ignored the earlier appearance of the plate mainly because the content
of each of the 90 parts was not revealed until 1934 and he presumed that plates and text appeared together. In
fact the name domicella – being that of Lichtenstein, 1823 – attaches to the eastern species P. leucoptera which
Hellmayr (1906b: 621) had listed from eastern Brazil from Bahia south to Santa Catarina.
70 If the lack of the white interscapular patch is absent in all males of this form perhaps it is not best treated as
a subspecies.
71 Plate not captioned Leptonyx Tarnii as implied by Hellmayr (1921a: 213).
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Megalonyx ruficeps, Nob., d’Orbigny & Lafresnaye], 1837 ∆ 28.02.1837, Synopsis
Avium, Magasin de Zoologie, Vol. 7, p. 15 [Megalonyx No. 2]. “Valdivia (rep.
Chilensi)”. No reference to plate.
Leptonyx Tarnii, “Nob.,” d’Orbigny, 1837 ∆ 15.10.1838, Voyage, livr. 35, Oiseaux, p.
198. “Valdivia, au sud de Chili”. Comb. nov.
Paris: no specimen has been found in the MNHN but the Fev. 1834 register numbered
line 116 (“Grany megalonyx esp. nlle.”) appears likely to apply because this number appears
on the label attached to the specimen. In the register just one individual is mentioned
(however, numbered line 117 refers to one more specimen which may or may not have been
the same taxon).
D’Orbigny (1838f: 198‐199), who described this bird and gave measurements, stated that
this bird was collected in the neighbourhood of Valdivia, Chile, by M. Fontaine, a surgeon
on the warship Griffon. So it is very probable that the specimen was only acquired in August
1833 when d’Orbigny (Voyage, vol. 3: 398‐406) reported meeting M. Fontaine in Callao; on
this basis accession in 1834 is much more likely. The bird is depicted in pl. 8, fig. 1, published
in 1836, and captioned Megalonix ruficeps.
Hellmayr (1921a: 213) found no type in Paris. Nor have we.
Boston: no specimen.
St. Petersbourg:
ZIN 145258: – an early label gives No. 116 which is the line number from the “Fev. 1834”
Paris accession register. It also mentions Valdivia.
Exchanged to M. Brandt in St. Petersbourg in 1856 (see p. 209 of the Paris register of
exchanges).
Type selection based on the plate: Dr. Vladimir Loskot kindly located the specimen
exchanged to St. Petersbourg and supplied photographs; we have compared these with the
plate and consider ZIN 145258 should be regarded as the holotype.
Scelorchilus rubecula rubecula (von Kittlitz, 1830) [syn. rufogularis d’Orbigny, 1836] [20] [24]
[Hell., 1921a: 213] [CBA 3_5] [P., 7: 279] [H&M4: 2‐100] HBW 8: pl. 78, p. 766
Megalonyx rufo‐gularis, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1834 ∆ 04.01.1836, Voyage, livr. 9, pl. 7, fig. 3
(fig. 4 is a detail of the bill).
Megalonix rubecula, (Pter. rubecula, Kittlitz, pl. 2), d’Orbigny & Lafresnaye, 1837 ∆
28.02.1837, Synopsis Avium, Magasin de Zoologie, Vol. 7, p.16 [Megalonyx No. 4].
“republica Chilensi”. Comb. Nov.
Leptonyx rubecula, “Nob.”, d’Orbigny, 1837 ∆ 15.10.1838, Voyage, livr. 35, p. 196.
“Valdivia“. Comb. Nov.
Paris: the accession register shows that d’Orbigny provided the MNHN with two
specimens, accessioned in Fev. 1834, on numbered line 117. We found just one.
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D’Orbigny (1838f: 196), under the name rubecula – and making no mention of the name
on the plate – provided a description and gave the total length of the bird and said that he
had seen this alive and that it came from Valdivia, in southern Chili, whence it had been
brought by a M. Fontaine, and as before – see above p. 342 – it is probable that d’Orbigny
obtained the specimen(s) in Callao in August, 1833. D’Orbigny’s details suggest that his
notes were made from a live bird. Plate 7, fig. 3, published in 1836, is probably an adult,
however, Krabbe & Schulenberg (2003b: 766) reported the juvenile as undescribed.
The existence of a specimen from Chile in the MNHN was recorded by Ménégaux &
Hellmayr (1905: 380).
Hellmayr (1921a: 213) referred to this as an adult bird, mounted and labelled “Type de
M. rufogularis”. We believe this originated with M. Fontaine, but he is not mentioned on the
label.
C.G. No.
2004‐544

Megalonyx rufogularis – syn. of Scelorchilus rubecula rubecula
Register date/no AC No.
NC No.
Original locality Sex
Fev. 1834‐117 72
4141
11

Age
Ad.

Boston: no specimen.
Type selection based on the plate: we have compared C.G. 2004‐544 with the plate and
consider it a reasonable match. We accept it provisionally as the holotype with type locality
Valdivia; however if the missing specimen is found that should be reviewed.
FORMICARIIDAE
Formicarius analis analis (d’Orbigny, 1836) [17] [25]
[Hell., 1921a: 211] [CBA 3_282] [P., 7: 242] [H&M4: 2‐104] HBW 8: pl. 70, p. 703
Myothera analis, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1835 ∆ 22.02.1836, Voyage, livr. 10, Oiseaux, pl. 6
bis, fig. 1, fig. 2 depicts the bill.
Myothera analis, Nob., d’Orb., d’Orbigny & Lafresnaye, 1837 ∆ 28.02.1837, Synopsis
Avium, Magasin de Zoologie, Vol. 7, p. 14 [Myothera No. 1]. “Yucares et Chiquitos
(Bolivia)”. With cross reference to plate 6 bis.
Myothera analis, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1837 ∆ 15.10.1838, Voyage, livr. 35, Oiseaux, p. 191.
“… forêts qui séparent Santa Cruz de la Sierra de la province de Chiquitos ou dans
celles du pied oriental des Andes, à Yuracarès“.
Paris: as no specimen has been found there is no clear link to the registers; there is also
no mention of this taxon in the Ancien Catalogue.
D’Orbigny (1838f: 191) described the male and the different female and provided
measurements. He found this only in the forests of central Bolivia between Santa Cruz de la
Sierra and Chiquitos, and in the lands of the Yuracarès. Plate 6bis, fig. 1, published in 1836,
72

In the register this line number has no entry in the locality column.
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depicts an adult male and the bare skin near the eye appears oversized and white (as
opposed to bluish‐grey 73 as reported by Krabbe & Schulenberg, 2003a: 703).
Hellmayr (1921a: 211) was unable to find the types in the MNHN, but doubted that they
had been in the collection of Lafresnaye – which was by now in Boston, although the
catalogue of Lafresnaye’s collection (Anon., [1865]) 74 claimed them. Hellmayr had expected
to find the described female, said to have had no black under the throat and to be an
immature bird, because broadly topotypical adults that he had examined of both sexes had
had black throats. The bird, an adult, depicted in pl. 6 bis, fig. 1 (fig. 2 is a drawing of the bill)
must be the holotype. We also failed to find a type.
Boston: no specimen. See above.
Remarks: perhaps present in Vienna, Leiden or Tring due to exchanges but nothing to
report yet.
Type selection based on the plate: we have no specimen to consider as the holotype. An
adult male would be required.
FURNARIIDAE
Ochetorhynchus andoecola (d’Orbigny, 1838) [169] [26]
[CBA 4_47] [P., 7: 63] [H&M4: 2‐119] HBW 8: pl. 12, p. 248
Uppucerthia Andœcola [sic], Nob., d’Orbigny, 1837 ∆ 15.10.1838, Voyage, livr. 35,
Oiseaux, pl. 56, fig. 2.
Uppucerthia andæcola, Nob., d’Orbigny & Lafresnaye, 1838 ∆ 31.01.1839, Synopsis
Avium, Magasin de Zoologie, 8, p. 21 [Uppucerthia No. 2]. “La Paz, Sicasica, rep.
Boliviana”.
Uppucerthia andecola [sic], Nob., d’Orbigny, 1847 ∆ 17.04.1847, Voyage, livr. 89,
Oiseaux, p. 371. “… dans les ravins rocailleux près de la Paz, d’Inquisivi, de Totora
et de Vallé Grandé“.
Paris: the accession registers show that d’Orbigny provided the MNHN with three
specimens, accessioned in Fev. 1834, on numbered line 378. We located all three.
D’Orbigny (1847b: 371) provided a description and measurements; he found it only in
Bolivia at elevations between 3000 and 4000 m. near streams around La Paz, Inquivisi,
Totora and Valle Grande. Plate 56, fig. 2, published in 1838, appears to depict a juvenile
based on the scaly underparts (see Remsen, 2003a: 248).

73

These features suggest stretching by the taxonomist (M. Lecroy in litt. 27.01.19).
The catalogue which is undated but probably dates from 1865 was reportedly written by Jules Verreaux (see
Ménégaux & Hellmayr, 1906a: 480).
74

ISSN 2045–4651

5A544346‐8E34‐45D2‐947F‐D4D0B74FD1AB

Published 27 February 2019

Edward C. Dickinson et al.

345

Zoological Bibliography 2019 5(6)

Ménégaux & Hellmayr (1906c: 55) reported three adult types (one mounted and two
skins) all dated 1834, two from La Paz and one from Sicasica. 75
Hellmayr (1925d: 47) confirmed that these types had been examined, but had nothing to
add.

C.G. No.
2004‐678
2004‐686
2004‐692

Register date/no
Fev. 1834‐378
Fev. 1834
Fev. 1834

Ochetorhynchus andoecola
AC No.
NC No.
Original locality
4459d
363
La Paz

Sex

Age
Ad.
Ad.
Ad.

Boston: Bangs (1930: 247) reported a “co‐type”.
MCZ 77201: Sur les Andes, Lapaz, Sicasica, rep. Boliv. [Lafr. Coll. 2393 bis]
This Boston specimen must be considered as a candidate for holotype status as
explained on pp. 311‐312.
Type selection based on the plate: we have compared the three MNHN skins and
photographs of MCZ 77201 with the plate but none of these specimens appears to be a
juvenile. It seems unlikely that an unnumbered and thus uncatalogued juvenile specimen
would have been lent to Traviès, but nevertheless we must consider that to be the case and
the type to be lost.
Ochetorhynchus ruficaudus montanus (d’Orbigny, 1838) [170] [27]
[CBA 4_48] [P., 7: 63] [H&M4: 2‐119] HBW 8: pl. 12, p. 248
Uppucerthia montana, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1837 ∆ 15.10.1838, Voyage, livr. 35, Oiseaux,
pl. 56, fig. 1.
Uppucerthia montana, Nob., d’Orbigny & Lafresnaye, 1838 ∆ 31.01.1839, Synopsis
Avium, Magasin de Zoologie, 8, p. 22 [Uppucerthia No. 4]. “Palca, rep. Peruviana”.
Uppucerthia montana, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1847 ∆ 17.04.1847, Voyage, livr. 89, Oiseaux, p.
371. “… sur les crêtes et plateaux de la Cordillère de Bolivie et du Pérou,
principalement aux environs de la Paz“.
Paris: as no specimen has been found with a register line number on the label the 1834
register has not helped us to determine if there should be more specimens. In the Ancien
Catalogue No. 4457c has been checked along with nearby entries, but no other listed
specimen came from d’Orbigny.
75 This may seem to disagree with information in the table where we give locality data (only where we can)
from the accession registers. Seeing the differences between the accession register and the labels or mounts we
have felt it unwise to revise the data; however a more exact location can very occasionally be found in the
Voyage but we report such information outside the tables. When the labels or mounts do not offer a link to the
accession lists we leaves the field in the table blank.
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D’Orbigny (1847b: 371) provided a description and some measurements and reported it
mainly from near La Paz from 3500 to 4500 m. Plate 56, fig. 1, published 1838, appears to
depict a juvenile based on the rufescent colouration (see Remsen, 2003b: 249).
Ménégaux & Hellmayr (1906c: 58) reported a single mounted specimen which they
considered the type.
Hellmayr (1925d: 48) confirmed that this specimen had been examined and that it was
from Palca above Tacna (Tacna is in Peru, but in the past has been within the Chilean
frontier).
C.G. No.
2004‐677

Ochetorhynchus ruficaudus montanus
Register date/no AC No.
NC No.
Original locality
1834
4457c
326

Sex

Age
Ad.

Boston: no specimen.
Type selection based on the plate: we have compared C.G. 2004‐677 with the plate and
consider it a reasonable match for the image; we therefore consider this the holotype. We
believe the type locality Palca given in the Synopsis Avium should be accepted.

Phleocryptes melanops melanops (Vieillot, 1817) [syn. dorsomaculata d’Orbigny, 1837]
[34] [28]
[Hell., 1921b: 249] [CBA 4_57] [P., 7: 74] [H&M4: 2‐121] HBW 8: pl. 14, p. 261
Synallaxis dorso‐maculata, [sic] Nob., d’Orbigny, 1836 ∆ 16.01.1837, Voyage, livr. 21,
Oiseaux, pl. 14, fig 1, fig. 2 depicts the underside of the tail.
Synallaxis dorso maculata, Nob., d’Orbigny & Lafresnaye, 1837∆ 28.02.1837, Synopsis
Avium, Magasin de Zoologie, Vol. 7, p. 21 [Synallaxis No. 1]. “Buenos‐Ayres (rep.
Argentina)”. No cross reference to the plate.
Synallaxis dorso maculatus, Nob., d’Orbigny, “1835” ∆ 12.11.1838, Voyage, livr. 36,
Oiseaux, p. 237. “… aux environs de Buenos‐Ayres, et seulement dans les joncs
inondés des marais de la Plata, du coté de Barracas“.
Paris: the accession registers show that d’Orbigny provided the MNHN with three
specimens, accessioned Juillet 1829, on numbered line 162. We located all three.
D’Orbigny (1838g: 237) described the species – mentioning that juveniles had some
rufous on the head – and provided measurements; he reported it from Buenos Ayres in
marshes beside the Rio Plata and on the Barracas side of the marsh.
Plate 14, fig 1 (fig. 2 shows the tail feathering), published 1837, depicts what may be a
juvenile with rufous shafts to the crown feathers (see Remsen, 2003c: 261‐2).
Hellmayr (1921b: 249) located “two” adult types: one mounted and two skins. These had
already been reported by Ménégaux & Hellmayr (1906c: 66). The labels apparently gave
Buenos Ayres as the source, but Hellmayr stated that the type locality was ‘Barracas al Sud’.
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Synallaxis dorsomaculata – syn. of Phleocryptes melanops melanops
Register date/no AC No.
NC No.
Original locality Sex
Juillet 1829‐162?
4422
284
Argentine
Juillet 1829‐162
‐
‐
Argentine
M
Juillet 1829‐162
‐
‐
Argentine

Age
Ad.
Ad.
Ad,

Boston: no specimen.
Type selection based on the plate: we have compared all three specimens with the plate
and C.G. 2004‐715 seems to match the plate well. As a mounted bird it is the most likely to
have been lent to the artist and we consider it the holotype. A specimen in Leiden
(RMNH.AVES.174172) awaits comparison in Leiden and Paris with the plate: if it better
matches the plate than C.G. 2004‐715, the holotype we identify here, and recommend for
recognition as such, our recommendation should be reconsidered.
Leptasthenura fuliginiceps (d’Orbigny, 1837) [39] [29]
[Hell., 1921b: 260] [CBA 4_69] [P., 7: 77] [H&M4: 2‐130] HBW 8: pl. 15, p. 265
Synallaxis fuliginiceps, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1836 ∆ 16.01.1837, Voyage, livr. 18, Oiseaux,
pl. 17, fig 1.
Synallaxis fuliginiceps, Nob., d’Orbigny & Lafresnaye, 1837 ∆ 28.02.1837, Synopsis
Avium, Magasin de Zoologie, 7, p. 23 [Synallaxis No. 8]. “Sicasica (rep. Boliviana)”.
No cross reference to the plate.
Synallaxis fuliginiceps, Nob., d’Orbigny, “1835” ∆ 12.11.1838, Voyage, livr. 36,
Oiseaux, p. 242. “… tant aux environs du bourg d’Enquisivi (province de Sicasica),
que près de Vallée grande“.
Paris: the accession registers show that d’Orbigny provided the MNHN with three
specimens accessioned Fev. 1834, on numbered line 366. We located all three.
D’Orbigny (1838g: 242‐243) described the adult (he saw no difference between the sexes)
and wrote that the juveniles were much more drab, 76 and gave measurements. He found the
species east of the Andes in the vicinity of Enquisivi in Sicasica province and near Valle
Grande between 1700 and 2700 m.
Plate 17, fig. 1, published in 1837, is perhaps a juvenile although the painting may not be
a safe basis to judge this.
Ménégaux & Hellmayr (1906c: 67) and Hellmayr (1921b: 260) listed 3 specimens – an
adult mounted and labelled as the type, and two adult skins. One skin was from Valle
Grande, the other and the mounted specimen came from Sicasica. Ménégaux & Hellmayr
(1906c: 68) noted that their specimen “b”, a skin from Sicasica, 77 was labelled “un des types”,
by contrast Hellmayr (1921b: 260) referred to the mounted specimen (his No. 1) as the ‘Type
76

Remsen (2003d: 265) referred to the juvenile having a slightly mottled breast, a less distinctly defined crown
and rounded tips to the rectrices.
77 This being the sole locality listed in the Synopsis Avium.
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de l’espèce’ quoting the label or the mount. 78 Apparently of the three specimens Hellmayr
listed none of the labels claimed that the specimen is the subject of plate 17, fig. 1.
Hellmayr (1925d: 69), referred to types [sic] in the MNHN implying that the mounted
specimen labelled ‘type’ was not the only type presumably signalling that his earlier citation
of “Type de l’espèce” was not an intentional restriction.
C.G. No.
2002‐1761
2004‐713
2004‐721

Leptasthenura fuliginiceps fuliginiceps
Register date/no AC No.
NC No.
Original locality
Fev. 1834‐366
‐
‐
Sicasica
Fev. 1834‐366
4404
314
Sicasica
Fev. 1834‐366
‐
‐
Sicasica

Sex

Age
Ad.
Ad.
Ad.

Boston: no specimen.
Type selection based on the plate: we have compared these three specimens with the
plate and we conclude that 2004‐721 is a good match for the image and we consider this the
holotype.
Cranioleuca albiceps albiceps (d’Orbigny, 1836) [38] [30]
[Hell., 1921b: 259] [CBA 4_116] [P., 7: 101] [H&M4: 2‐135] HBW 8: pl.19, p. 291
Synallaxis albiceps, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1835 ∆ 20.06.1836, Voyage, livr. 13, Oiseaux, pl.
16, fig 2.
Synallaxis albiceps, Nob., d’Orbigny & Lafresnaye, 1837 ∆ 28.02.1837, Synopsis Avium,
Magasin de Zoologie, 7, p. 23 [Synallaxis No. 7]. “Sicasica, rep. Boliviana.” No cross
reference to the plate.
Synallaxis albiceps, Nob., d’Orbigny, “1835” ∆ 12.11.1838, Voyage, livr. 36, Oiseaux, p.
241. “… aux environs du village de Capiñata, province de Sicasica“.
Paris: the accession registers show that d’Orbigny provided the MNHN with two
specimens, accessioned in Fev. 1834, on numbered line 365. 79 We located both.
D’Orbigny (1838g: 241‐2) provided a description and measurements. He reported the
species from wooded valleys at about 2000 m. near Capiñata in Sicasica province, where it
was very rare. Plate 16, fig. 2, published in 1836, shows a bird which, compared with recent
artwork, has the cheeks too black. Remsen (2003f: 291) wrote that the juvenile was still
undescribed.
Ménégaux & Hellmayr (1906c: 79) and Hellmayr (1921b: 259) listed two mounted adult
specimens from Sica Sica labelled as the types.

78

The measurements given by Ménégaux & Hellmayr (1906c: 68) and later by Hellmayr (1921b: 260) suggest
that perhaps two specimens are labelled as types because of the measurements and the nature of the
specimens.
79 The base of the mount seems to be inscribed with 765 instead of 365.
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Cranioleuca albiceps albiceps
Register date/no AC No.
NC No.
Original locality
Fev. 1834‐365
4405
400
Sicasica
Fev. 1834‐365
4406
399
Sicasica

C.G. No.
2004‐699
2004‐707

Sex

Age
Ad.
Ad.

Boston: no specimen.
Type selection based on the plate: we have compared these two specimens with the
plate and find C.G. 2004‐699 better matches the plate. We see this as the holotype.
Cranioleuca pyrrhophia striaticeps (d’Orbigny, 1836) [37] [31]
[Hell., 1921b: 256] [CBA 4_128, 130] [P., 7: 98] [H&M4: 2‐135] HBW 8: pl. 19, p. 292
Synallaxis striaticeps, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1835 ∆ 20.06.1836, Voyage, livr. 13, Oiseaux, pl.
16, fig 1.
Synallaxis striaticeps, Nob., d’Orbigny & Lafresnaye, 1837 ∆ 28.02.1837, Synopsis
Avium, Magasin de Zoologie, Vol. 7, p. 22 [Synallaxis No. 6]. “Corrientes (rep.
Argentine) et Cochabamba (rep. Boliviana)”. No cross reference to the plate.
Synallaxis striaticeps, Nob., d’Orbigny, “1835” ∆ 12.11.1838, Voyage, livr. 36, Oiseaux,
p. 241. “… d’abord au sud de la province de Corrientes (république Argentine) …;
puis sur les vallées du Haut‐Pérou, aux environs de Cochabamba et à Valle grande
…”.
Paris: the accession registers show that d’Orbigny provided the MNHN with one
specimen from Corrientes, accessioned in Juillet 1829, on numbered line 166; and with two
specimens from Cochabamba/Valle Grande, 80 accessioned in Fev. 1834, on numbered line
368 – of which we have located only one.
D’Orbigny (1838g: 241) provided a description of an adult male and measurements and
he mentioned that the juvenile differed from the adult only in having the crown brown
rather than yellowish streaked with black. He found the ‘juvenile’ bird in Corrientes during
the austral winter and met with the adult around Cochabamba and Valle Grande at about
2000 m. In both areas he thought it very rare. Plate 16, fig. 1, published in 1836, is discussed
below.
Hellmayr (1921b: 256‐257) placed striaticeps in the species Synallaxis pyrrhopius Vieillot,
1818. He listed two specimens as type material of subspecies striaticeps: No. 1, an unsexed
mounted adult from Vallée Grande which he designated as “type of the species”, 81 and, No.
2, a mounted adult female, supposed by d’Orbigny to have been a juvenile, from Corrientes.
80

Ménégaux & Hellmayr (1906c) made clear that in respect of the mention of Cochabamba in the Synopsis
Avium they had only a specimen from Vallegrande. The second specimen accessioned in “Fev. 1834” may
have been from Vallegrande or actually from the town of Cochabamba.
81 The context makes clear that Hellmayr, faced with evidence based on “nearly 30 specimens” of a composite
series, intended to fix the name striaticeps on the Bolivian population. In our view, while not saying ‘the type’
he “unambiguously selected a particular syntype to act as the unique name‐bearing type of the taxon” (see
Art. 74.5 of the Code: ICZN, 1999).
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He now saw the second as a specimen of nominate pyrrhopius – a taxon described from
Paraguay. Earlier, Ménégaux & Hellmayr (1906c: 78) looking at the type material in the
MNHN had assigned the Corrientes bird to Siptornis [sic] striaticeps striaticeps on the grounds
that in the Synopsis Avium Corrientes was listed first. They then assigned the “Cochabamba”
bird from Valle Grande to Siptornis [sic] striaticeps rufipennis (Sclater & Salvin, 1879) named
from Tilotilo 82 in Bolivia. They made no reference to the text or the plate in the Voyage but
the plate appeared before the Synopsis Avium.
Hellmayr (1921b: 256‐257) noted that d’Orbigny in the Voyage (p. 241) had distinguished,
on the basis of the crown pattern, between what he thought to be adult birds with a long
black stripe, and what he considered to be juveniles with the striping scarcely noticeable and
marked striping appears in the Vallée Grande bird, but not in the Corrientes bird. For a
fuller discussion of the confusion over the attribution of the name striaticeps to Bolivian birds
see Dickinson & Lebossé (2018a: 102‐103).

C.G. No.
2004‐709
2004‐703

Cranioleuca pyrrhophia
Register date/no
AC No. NC No.
Original locality
Cranioleuca pyrrhophia pyrrhopia [not a type of that form]
Juillet 1829‐166
4407
402
Argentine
Cranioleuca pyrrhophia striaticeps
Fev. 1834‐368
4408
401
Cochabamba

Sex

Age
Juv.
Ad.

Boston: no specimen.
Type selection based on the plate: having compared the above two specimens with the
plate we confirm having found C.G. 2004‐703 to be the better match for the image; thus we
accept this as the holotype and thereby sustain the treatment of Hellmayr (1921b: 256) which
was followed by Peters (1951: 98) and by all later authors. However, we caution that the
missing Bolivian specimen if and when found might require this judgement to be reviewed.
Spartonoica maluroides (d’Orbigny, 1837) [35] [32]
[Hell., 1921b: 249] [CBA 4_150] [P., 7: 78] [H&M4: 2‐136] HBW 8: pl. 15, p. 268
Synallaxis maluroïdes, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1836 ∆ 16.01.1837, Voyage, livr. 21, Oiseaux,
pl. 14, fig. 3 (fig. 4 shows the tail structure).
Synallaxis maluroides, Nob., d’Orbigny & Lafresnaye, 1837 ∆ 28.02.1837, Synopsis
Avium, Magasin de Zoologie, Vol. 7, p. 22 [Synallaxis No. 2]. “Buenos‐Ayres (rep.
Argentina)”. No cross reference to the plate.
Synallaxis maluroides, Nob., d’Orbigny, “1835” ∆ 12.11.1838, Voyage, livr. 36, Oiseaux,
p. 238. “… aux environs de Buenos‐Ayres … parmi les joncs qui bordent la Plata, du
côté de la Boca“.
Paris: the accession registers show that d’Orbigny provided the MNHN with two
specimens, accessioned Juillet 1829, on numbered line 165. We located both.
82 Tilo

Tilo, Yungas Province: 16° 10’ S, 68° 00’ W. Syntype: BMNH 1889.5.14.249.
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D’Orbigny (1838g: 238), who saw no evidence of age or sex differences, provided a
description and measurements, and reported finding this species only in the austral winter
near Buenos Aires in the rushes bordering the Rio de la Plata “du côté de la Boca”, where it
was quite rare. Plate 14, fig. 3, published in 1837, shows an adult – juveniles have light
brown not rufous crowns (Remsen, 2003e: 268).
Ménégaux & Hellmayr (1906c: 81) located two mounted adults labelled as types.
Hellmayr (1921b: 249) repeated that information without adding to it.

C.G. No.
2004‐700
2004‐704

Spartonoica maluroides
Register date/no AC No.
NC No.
Original locality
Juillet 1829‐165
4420
309
Argentine
Juillet 1829‐165
4419
308
Argentine

Sex

Age
Ad.
Ad.

Neither MNHN specimen looks like the illustration; both have the bulk of the
underparts (except the throat) streaked with dark brownish‐grey.
Boston: Bangs (1930: 249) reported two “co‐types”.
MCZ 77272: Buenos ayres en hiver dans les joncs des bords de la plata. [Lafr. Coll. No. 2467]
MCZ 77273: Buenos ayres, Bords de la plata. [Lafr. Coll. 2468]

These Boston specimens must be considered as candidates for holotype status as
explained on pp. 311‐312.
Type selection based on the plate: we have compared the two MNHN specimens and
photographs of the two MCZ specimens with the plate and we consider MCZ 77272 to be
most like the image in plate 14. We thus consider it the holotype.
CORVIDAE
Cyanolyca viridicyanus viridicyanus (d’Orbigny, 1838) [157] [33]
[CBA 7_41] [P., 15: 217] [H&M4: 2‐238] HBW 14: pl. 30, p. 574
Garrulus viridicyanus, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1837 ∆ 11.06.1838, Voyage, livr. 34, Oiseaux,
pl. 53, fig. 1.
Garrulus viridi‐cyanus, Nob., d’Orbigny & Lafresnaye, 1838 ∆ 31.01.1839, Synopsis
Avium, Magasin de Zoologie, 8, p. 9 [Garrulus No. 4]. “Yungas, rép. Boliviana”.
Garrulus viridi‐cyaneus, Nob., d’Orbigny, “1846” ∆ 15.05.1847, Voyage, livr. 88,
Oiseaux, p. 368. “Cajapi”; “à l’est de la Paz sur le versant oriental des Cordillères“. 83
Paris: the accession registers show that d’Orbigny provided the MNHN with two
specimens accessioned in Fev. 1834, on numbered line 397. We have located only one.
83

No mention of Yungas.
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D’Orbigny (1847a: 368) described this and provided measurements. It appears that he
only found this species at Cajapi, 84 east of La Paz, on the eastern slopes of the Andes. Plate
53, fig. 1, published in 1838, appears to depict an adult.
Hellmayr (1934: 41) mentioned that a type from La Paz had been examined.
Voisin & Voisin (2016: 47) listed a single syntype which was no longer associated with
its mount. They cited this as C.G. 2011‐566 and added the locality Yungas, based on the
details for AC 5599. Having missed the remarks by Hellmayr (1934: 41) they did not mention
the type from La Paz (AC 5598) which, unlike, the Yungas specimen, was available to
Hellmayr. However, it must be presumed that they found the same bird as Hellmayr had
and that the associated Ancien Catalogue number and locality data should agree so that the
“recent white label” needs to be modified to record AC 5598 and La Paz, and not 5599, and
nor just Bolivie (which, in context, means Yungas). 85

C.G. No.
2011‐566

Cyanolyca viridicyanus viridicyanus
Register date/no
AC No.
NC No. Original locality
Fev. 1834‐397
5598
‐
Yungas [= La Paz] 86

Sex

Age
Ad.

Boston: no specimen.
Remarks: Voisin & Voisin (2016: 47) unaware of the paper by Sherborn & Griffin (1934),
followed the historical general acceptance of the original publication of this name as being in
the Synopsis Avium and thus by d’Orbigny & Lafresnaye. The 2016 paper by Voisin & Voisin
needs correction in respect of authorship and more importantly due to the mistaken
unification, since the 1980s, of this specimen with the data for the wrong specimen in the
Ancien Catalogue. 87
Type selection based on the plate: we have compared C.G. 2011‐566 with the plate and
consider it matches the image and qualifies as the holotype. However, if the Yungas
specimen should be found the case should be re‐examined.

84 Correctly Cayapi, 45 kms ENE of La Paz and at 2550 m. according to Paynter (1992: 25), whose definition of
the so‐called Yungas would probably include this area except that its altitudinal range is said to be from 300 to
only 1500 m. Although d’Orbigny only recorded ‘Cajapi’ for this taxon it is quite possible that a specimen
from Cayapi could have been labelled as from Yungas (the province). Cayapi should be considered the type
locality.
85 This situation, caused by the separation of mounts in one box and dismounted skins in another (as seen by
ECD during a visit to the MNHN about 30 years ago), is problematic mainly because it demonstrates that
other separated skins may have been associated with incorrect mounts. In a subsequent e‐mail discussion with
C. Voisin the reason and need for this correction was agreed.
86 The correction to La Paz, Bolivie, flows from recognition that this must be the specimen Hellmayr saw.
87 We are assuming here that there is no surviving mount, but as Hellmayr must be assumed to have found a
correctly mounted specimen and this must have been dismounted in the 1980s (or earlier) there is a chance
that the correct mount does actually still exist.
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FRINGILLIDAE
Euphonia laniirostris laniirostris d’Orbigny, 1837 [57] [34]
[Hell., 1923: 230] [CBA 9_47] [P., 13: 345] [H&M4: 2‐317] HBW 16: pl. 26, p. 289
Euphonia laniirostris, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1836 ∆ 09.01.1837, Voyage, livr. 20, Oiseaux, pl.
22, fig. 1.
Euphonia lanii rostris, Nob., d’Orbigny & Lafresnaye, 1837 ∆ 28.02.1837, Synopsis
Avium, Magasin de Zoologie, 7, p. 30. [S.G. Euphonia 88 No. 1]. “Yuracarès (Bolivia)”.
No cross reference to the plate.
Euphonia laniirostris, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1839 ∆ 06.01.1840, Voyage, livr. 45, Oiseaux, p.
266. “… dans les provinces de Yungas et de Santa‐Cruz de la Sierra, et au pays des
Yuracarès et des Guarayos“.
Paris: the accession registers show that d’Orbigny provided the MNHN with four
specimens accessioned Fev. 1834, on numbered line 257, of which we have located three.
D’Orbigny (1840a: 266‐267) gave separate descriptions for male and female and also
measurements. He found the species in the provinces of Yungas and Santa Cruz de la Sierra.
Plate 22, fig. 1, published in 1837, is of an adult male.
Hellmayr (1923: 230) listed three skins: (1) an adult male from the lands of the Yuracarès,
initialled ʺDʹ O.ʺ on the label – signalling authorship based (incorrectly) on the Synopsis
Avium. This specimen label apparently said “figuré pl. 22, fig. 1”; 89 (2) a juvenile male and (3)
an adult female – these two both from the lands of the Guarayos. He did not report that
“type” was mentioned on any label, and treated all three as types.

C.G. No.
1992‐6
1992‐9
2012‐745

Euphonia laniirostris laniirostris
Register date/no
AC No. NC No.
Original locality
Fev. 1834‐257
‐
‐
Guarayos
Fev. 1834‐257
‐
‐
Guarayos
Fev. 1834‐257
‐
‐
Guarayos

Sex
F
M
M

Age
Ad.
Ad.
Juv.

Boston: no specimen.
Type selection based on the plate: it is clear that only the adult male (C.G. 1992‐9) can
match the plate; we have compared it with the plate and support its recognition as the
holotype. However, if the missing fourth specimen is found this judgement should be
reviewed. Our choice implies accepting the lands of the Guarayos as the type locality in
place of those of the Yuracarès (as given by Storer, 1970: 346).

88

Treated implicitly as a subgenus of Tanagra.
But the same wording appears on the original label of CG 1992‐6, which is a female, so the statement cannot
be taken to imply that it has a meaning beyond that of a reference.

89
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Euphonia xanthogaster ruficeps d’Orbigny, 1837 [59] [35]
[Hell., 1923: 235] [CBA 9_27] [P., 13: 353] [H&M4: 2‐318] HBW 16: pl. 27, p. 295
Euphonia ruficeps, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1836 ∆ 09.01.1837, Voyage, livr. 20, Oiseaux, pl.
22, fig. 2.
Euphonia ruficeps, Nob., d’Orbigny & Lafresnaye, 1837 ∆ 28.02.1837, Synopsis Avium,
Magasin de Zoologie, 7, p. 30 [S.G. Euphonia No. 4]. “Yuracarès (Bolivia)”.
Euphonia ruficeps, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1839 ∆ 06.01.1840, Voyage, livr. 45, Oiseaux, p.
268. “… au pays des Yuracarès“.
Paris: the accession registers show that d’Orbigny provided the MNHN with three
specimens accessioned in Fev. 1834, on numbered line 256. We located all three.
D’Orbigny (1840a: 268) described the male and the female and gave measurements; he
reported it only from the lands of the Yuracarès. Plate 22, fig 2, published 1837, is of a male.
Hellmayr (1923: 235) listed an adult male, with a damaged bill, and a female – both were
skins from the lands of the Yuracarès which he implied were types.
Euphonia xanthogaster ruficeps
Register date/no
AC No. NC No.
Original locality
Fev. 1834‐256
‐
‐
Yuracarès
Fev. 1834‐256
‐
‐
Yuracarès
Fev. 1834‐256
7952
‐
Yuracarès

C.G. No.
1992‐7
1992‐8
2012‐746

Sex
M
F
M

Age
Ad.
Ad.

Boston: no specimen.
Type selection based on the plate: we have compared C.G. 1992‐7 and C.G. 2012‐746
with the plate and we consider C.G. 2012‐746 to be the holotype. It is no longer the match for
the plate that it must have been; it is severely faded. However, as the only mounted
specimen we feel justified in identifying it.
PASSERELLIDAE
Atlapetes rufinucha rufinucha (d’Orbigny, 1837) [70] [36]
[Hell., 1925a: 4] [CBA 11_392] [P., 13: 193] [H&M4: 2‐346] HBW 16: pl. 53, p. 592
Embernagra rufinucha, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1836 ∆ 09.01.1837, Voyage, livr. 20, Oiseaux,
pl. 27, fig. 2.
Embernagra rufi‐nucha, d’Orbigny & Lafresnaye, 1837 ∆ 28.02.1837, Synopsis Avium,
Magasin de Zoologie, 7, p. 35 [S.G. Embernagra No. 4]. “Yungas, rep. Boliviana.”
Arremon rufinucha, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1839 ∆ 02.11.1840, Voyage, livr. 46, Oiseaux, p.
283. “…aux environs de Yanacaché et de Carcuata, province de Yungas, et au nord
de Cochabamba“.
Paris: the accession registers show that d’Orbigny provided the MNHN with two
specimens accessioned Fev. 1834, on numbered line 244. We found only one.
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D’Orbigny (1840b: 283‐284) provided a description and measurements. He found it at
Yanacaché and Carcuata in Yungas province, and north of Cochabamba. Plate 27, fig. 2,
published in 1837, depicts an adult.
Hellmayr (1925a: 4) found a single mounted male specimen from Yungas said to be the
“Type de l’espèce” (the base of the mount, on which the inscriptions – not all made at the same
time – are very largely illegible; what can be read does not show any support for the idea
that this phrase was found there).
C.G. No.
2016‐343

Atlapetes rufinucha rufinucha
Register date/no
AC No.
NC No. Original locality
Fev. 1834‐244
6985
‐
Yungas

Sex
M

Age
Ad.

Boston: no specimen.
Type selection based on the plate: we have compared C.G. 2016‐343 with the plate and
consider this the holotype. If the missing specimen should be rediscovered our decision
should be reviewed.
ICTERIDAE
Cacicus chrysonotus d’Orbigny, 1838 [154] [37]
[CBA 10_38] [P., 14: 147] [H&M4: 2‐373] HBW 16: pl. 71, p. 748
Cassicus chrysonotus, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1837 ∆ 07.05.1838, Voyage, livr. 32, Oiseaux,
pl. 52, fig. 1.
[Cassicus] 90 chrysonotus, Nob., d’Orbigny & Lafresnaye, 1838 ∆ 31.01.1839, Synopsis
Avium, Magasin de Zoologie, 8, p. 3 [Cassicus No. 5]. “In Bolivia, Yungas”.
Cassicus chrysonotus, Nob., d’Orbigny, “1846” ∆ 15.05.1847, Voyage, livr. 88, Oiseaux,
p. 367. “… à Charapaccé, entre Suri et Inquivisi, province de Yungas, à Morochata,
province de Ayupaya“.
Paris: the accession registers show that d’Orbigny provided the MNHN with two
specimens accessioned in Fev. 1834, on numbered line 283. We found just one of these.
D’Orbigny (1847a: 367) provided a description – mentioning that the female was duller –
and gave measurements. He reported finding this bird just twice: once at Charapacé in
Yungas Province and once at Morochara in Ayupaya province. Plate 52, fig. 1, published in
1838, depicts an adult.
Hellmayr (1937: 38) reported that types from Yungas, Bolivia had been examined; so
there must still have been two specimens at the start of the 20th century. This suggests two
were collected in the Yungas and none from Morochata.

90 The standard treatment in the Synopsis Avium is for a genus or subgenus to be provided with a list of the
taxa recorded (usually collected). Each taxon then begins with the first letter of the genus name. e.g. “C.” for
Cassicus. In this particular case that initial capital is totally absent.
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Fev. 1834‐283
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Cacicus chrysonotus
AC No.
NC No.
Original locality
6003
45
Yungas

Sex
M

Age
Ad.

Boston: no specimen.
Type selection based on the plate: we have compared C.G. 2016‐353 with the plate to
determine its sex, which is masculine, and we conclude it is a good match for the image and
should be seen as the holotype. If the missing specimen is found this judgement should be
reviewed.
Molothrus bonariensis bonariensis (J.F. Gmelin, 1789) [syn. maxillaris (d’Orbigny, 1838)]
[155] [38]
[CBA 10_59] [P., 14: 198] [H&M4: 2‐377] HBW 16: pl. 78, p. 786
Icterus maxillaris, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1837 ∆ 07.05.1838, Voyage, livr. 32, Oiseaux, pl. 52,
fig. 2, fig. 5 is of an egg.
Icterus maxillaris, Nob., d’Orbigny & Lafresnaye, 1838 ∆ 31.01.1839, Synopsis Avium,
Magasin de Zoologie, 8, p. 6 [Icterus No. 10]. “Cochabamba, in Andiis et
occidentalibus tantummodo”.
Icterus maxillaris, Nob., d’Orbigny, “1846” ∆ 15.05.1847, Voyage, livr. 88, Oiseaux, p.
367. “… dans toute la vallée de Cochabamba”.
Paris: the accession registers show that d’Orbigny provided the MNHN with four
specimens, accessioned Juillet 1829, on numbered line 131, from Corrientes of which we
found two; with five more specimens from Argentinian Patagonia, accessioned Fev. 1831, on
numbered line 57, of which we found three (of which 2012‐755 had no locality on its label);
and with five specimens from Bolivia accessioned Fev. 1834, on numbered line 277, of which
we found two. Thus of 14 specimens we located seven.
D’Orbigny (1847a: 367) provided a description which fits the male and gave
measurements; he referred to it as very common around Cochabamba but mentioned neither
Corrientes nor Patagonia. Plate 52, fig. 5, published in 1838, appears to be an adult male with
the upper mandible longer than the lower.
Hellmayr (1937: 59) wrote that a type from Cochabamba had been examined in the
MNHN.

C.G. No.
2012‐751
2012‐752
2012‐753
2012‐754
2012‐755
2012‐749
2012‐750

ISSN 2045–4651

Icterus maxillaris – syn. of Molothrus bonariensis bonariensis
Register date/no AC No.
NC No.
Original locality
Juillet 1829‐131
‐
‐
Argentine
Juillet 1829‐131
‐
‐
Argentine
Fev. 1831‐58
‐
‐
Patagonie
Fev. 1831‐58
‐
‐
Patagonie
Fev. 1831‐58
‐
‐
Patagonie
Fev. 1834‐277
6197
88
Cochabamba
Fev. 1834‐277
‐
‐
Cochabamba
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M
F
F
M
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Boston: Bangs (1930: 418) reported a “co‐type” from the “Andes orientales”.
MCZ 84292: Andes orientales. [Lafr. Coll. No. 6190].
This Boston specimen must be considered as a candidate for holotype status as
explained on pp. 311‐312.
Type selection based on the plate: we have compared all five male MNHN specimens
and the photo of MCZ 84292 with the plate and the specimen most like the image is C.G.
2012‐750 which is the specimen that has the beak like that of the image. We believe this can
be accepted as the holotype and that it is unlikely that any of the missing specimens will be
seen to be more like the plate.
THRAUPIDAE
Phrygilus atriceps (d’Orbigny, 1838) [132] [39]
[CBA 11_347] [P., 13: 104] [H&M4: 2‐391] HBW 16: pl. 56, p. 605
Emberiza atriceps, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1837 ∆ 11.06.1838, Voyage, livr. 34, Oiseaux, pl. 47,
fig. 2.
Emberiza atriceps, Nob., d’Orbigny & Lafresnaye, 1837 ∆ 30.09.1838, Synopsis Avium,
Magasin de Zoologie, 7, p. 76 [Emberiza No. 8]. “In Peruvia, in summis Andibus,
prope Tacora”.
Emberiza atriceps, Nob., d’Orbigny, “1846” ∆ 15.05.1847, Voyage, livr. 88, Oiseaux, p.
363. “… à la fois sur le grand plateau bolivien, sur le plateau occidental, et même à
l’ouest de la Cordillère.” “Commune aux environs d’Oruro et de Potosi“.
Paris: the accession registers show that d’Orbigny provided the MNHN with three
specimens accessioned Fev. 1834, on numbered line 289; of these we have located two.
D’Orbigny (1847a: 363) provided a description of an adult and a juvenile, and some
measurements. He reported finding this taxon widely in Bolivia 91 with special mention of
Oruro and Potosi (but no mention here of Tacora). 92 Plate 47, fig. 2, published 1838, depicts a
male.
Hellmayr (1938: 347) reported a type from Tacora, near Tacna, in Peru which he had
examined.

91 Hellmayr (1938: 347fn) noted that this is a western form ranging south into coastal Chile and that birds
further east in Bolivia represent subspecies punensis Ridgway, 1887. This would be the case for birds around
La Paz, and Potosi birds would also have been this form.
92 It is apparent that when finalising the text for the birds in 1846 or 1847 d’Orbigny was much less careful in
checking where he had found his specimens and his memory was less reliable. He had evidently been
instructed to finish off quickly (see footnote on his page 357). The Tacora in question must be the volcano near
which d’Orbigny passed after leaving Tacna and then Palca on his way to La Paz. It is now in Chile. [Grateful
thanks to Manuel Plenge for information on this].
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358

Register date/no
Fev. 1834‐189 (?) 93
Fev. 1834‐289

Phrygilus atriceps
AC No.
NC No.
‐
‐
6874
‐
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Original locality
Totora 94
Totora

Sex

Age

M

Boston: Bangs (1930: 389) reported two co‐types, one being from Tacora.
MCZ 76622: Sommet des andes, Tacora. [Lafr. Coll. No. 6533].
MCZ 76623: Sommet des andes. [Lafr. Coll. No. 6534].
These Boston specimens must be considered as candidates for holotype status as
explained on pp. 311‐312.
Type selection based on the plate: we have compared the two MNHN specimens and
photographs of the two MCZ specimens with the plate and we see C.G. 2016‐401 as the
closest match for the image in the plate and as the holotype. If the missing MNHN specimen
is discovered this conclusion should be reviewed.

Tachyphonus luctuosus luctuosus d’Orbigny, 1836 [55] [40]
[Hell., 1923: 228] [CBA 9_337] [P., 13: 293] [H&M4: 2‐396] HBW 16: pl. 4, p. 179
Tachyphonus luctuosus, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1836 ∆ 07.11.1836, Voyage, livr. 18, Oiseaux,
pl. 20, figs. 1 & 2. See our Corrigenda p. 388 herein.
Tachyphonus luctuosus, Nob., d’Orbigny & Lafresnaye, 1837 ∆ 28.02.1837, Synopsis
Avium, Magasin de Zoologie, 7, p. 29 [S.G. Tachyphonus No. 4]. “Guarayos”. No cross
reference to the plate.
Pyranga luctuosa, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1839 ∆ 06.01.1840, Voyage, livr. 45, Oiseaux, p.
263. “… au pays des Indiens guarayos, entre les provinces de Moxos et de
Chiquitos”, “… au pays des Yuracarès”. 95
Paris: the accession registers show that d’Orbigny provided the MNHN with five
specimens, accessioned Fev. 1834, on numbered line 231. Of these we only located two, of
which one is erroneously referred to as 201 on a label.
D’Orbigny (1840a: 263‐264) provided a description of the male in Latin and in French
and of the female in French only; he also gave measurements. He reported this from the
lands of the Guarayos in the provinces of Moxos and Chiquitos and also in the lands of the
Yuracarès east of the Andes. Plate 20, figs. 1 and 2, published in 1837, shows the two sexes.

93

Line number 189 lists a manakin; line 289 lists a ‘moineau à tête noire’ [‘rousse’ not ‘noire’ in one version of
this list].
94 Probably a misreading of Tacora and confusion with the Totora that is south east of La Paz.
95 The text implies that none was taken in the first area mentioned.
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Hellmayr (1923: 228) located two skins from the lands of the Yuracarès said to be male
and female, both adults. He did not report a mounted specimen from the lands of the
Guarayos.

C.G. No.
2012‐748
2016‐434

Tachyphonus luctuosus luctuosus
Register date/no
AC No. NC No.
Original locality
Fev. 1834‐201
‐
‐
Yungas
Fev. 1834‐231 96
7825
‐
Yuracarès

Sex
M
M

Age
Ad.

Boston: no specimen.
Type selection based on the plate: as the plate depicts a male and a female there are
two syntypes to identify. As one of them, the male, we confirm C.G. 2016‐434, but the
missing female specimen (apparently a skin seen by Hellmayr) might be the other syntype.
We believe, treatment must parallel that applicable to a plate depicting one specimen; here
d’Orbigny fixed the type series as two, and so these are the only name‐bearing types; others
in the original collection series may or may not be paratypes.
Eucometis penicillata albicollis (d’Orbigny, 1837) [66] [41]
[Hell., 1923: 242] [CBA 9_348] [P., 13: 284] [H&M4: 2‐397] HBW 16: pl. 4, p. 177
Pyranga albicollis, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1836 ∆ 09.01.1837, Voyage, livr. 20, Oiseaux, pl. 26,
fig. 2.
Pyranga albicollis, Nob., d’Orbigny & Lafresnaye, 1837 ∆ 28.02.1837, Synopsis Avium,
Magasin de Zoologie, 7, p. 33 [S.G. Pyranga No. 2]. “Chiquitos (Bolivia)”.
Pyranga albicollis, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1839 ∆ 06.01.1840, Voyage, livr. 45, Oiseaux, p.
265. “La province de Chiquitos en Bolivia, près de la Mission de Santa‐Ana et au
pays des Guarayos“.
Paris: the accession registers show that d’Orbigny provided the MNHN with two
specimens accessioned Fev. 1834, on numbered line 242 (or 232). 97 We have located only
one.
D’Orbigny (1840a: 265) provided a brief description (mentioning no difference between
the sexes and no immature plumage) and gave some measurements. He reported the species
from Chiqutos province and from the lands of the Guarayos. Plate 26, fig. 2, published in
1837, seems to be rather too brown, but is probably an adult.
96 As explained earlier (see footnote 19) making use of the line numbers from the registers that are usually
preceded by the accession date (here “Fev. 1834”) is complicated by the accession registration seeming to be
done two or three times. Here the Fev. 1834 register version I (pp. 318‐329) records No. 231 on p. 319 as a
“Tangara … tricolore”, and No. 201, earlier on the same page, as a “traquet” from La Paz; in register version III
(pp. 346‐361) no. 201 is recorded on p. 351 as a “traquet” from Yungas and on p. 352 no. 231 appears as
“tangara noir et blanc” from Apolobamba (see Paynter 1992: 6). The latter is clearly the adult male of
Tachyphonus luctuosus. No. 201 is presumably the very different female not seen as a tanager at the time.
97 Both lines appear on p. 352: line 232 refers to a tanager “au camail” and line 242 as one “voisin du
précedent” (and the one on line 241 is simply given as “espèce nouv.”).
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Hellmayr (1923: 242) located two mounted adult type specimens, one from the lands of
the Guarayos and one from Chiquitos.

C.G. No.
2016‐440

Eucometis penicillata albicollis
Register date/no
AC No.
NC No. Original locality
Fev. 1834‐242
7836
‐
Chiquitos

Sex

Age
Ad.

Boston: no specimen.
Type selection based on the plate: without access to the specimen from the lands of the
Guarayos examined by Hellmayr (or to other specimens from there – preferably of both
sexes) and with a difficult image to work with, we do not feel that we can claim to have
identified the holotype.

Ramphocelus carbo atrosericeus d’Orbigny, 1837 [67] [42]
[Hell., 1925a: 1] [CBA 9_248] [P., 13: 314] [H&M4: 2‐398] HBW 16: pl. 6, p. 186
Ramphocelus atro‐sericeus, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1836 ∆ 09.01.1837, Voyage, livr. 20,
Oiseaux, pl. 26, fig. 1.
Ramphocelus atro sericeus, Nob., d’Orbigny & Lafresnaye, 1837 ∆ 28.02.1837, Synopsis
Avium, Magasin de Zoologie, 7, p. 34 [S.G. Ramphocelus 98 No. {1}]. “Yungas,
Chiquitos in Bolivia”.
Ramphocelus atrosericeus, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1839 ∆ 06.01.1840, Voyage, livr. 45,
Oiseaux, p. 280. “Chupé, province de Yungas, le versant oriental des Andes de la
Paz, au pays des Yuracarès, dans les forêts habitées par les Guarayos, et dans les
provinces de Moxos et de Chiquitos“.
Paris: the accession registers show that d’Orbigny provided the MNHN with six
specimens accessioned in Fev. 1834, on numbered line 236. We have located five. One (C.G.
2016‐415) numbered 7768 in the Ancien Catalogue lacks original data on its mount and has no
label so that it might be missing AC 7769.
D’Orbigny (1840a: 280‐281) provided descriptions – of adult male, adult female and
juvenile male – and measurements. He found this species common in central and eastern
Bolivia. Plate 26, fig. 1, published 1837, depicts an adult male (see Hilty, 2011c: 186 and
associated plate).
Hellmayr (1925a: 1) located three specimens: No. 1 a mounted adult male from Yungas,
No. 2 an adult male skin from the lands of the Guarayos with a damaged tail (probably C.G.
1992‐4), and No. 3 a juvenile from Yungas in the “uniform dull brownish‐black juvenile
plumage” and judging from the wing length given a very young bird (probably C.G. 2012‐
756). Of the material listed by Hellmayr (1925a: 1) “No. 1” was labelled “Type.”

98

Treated implicitly as a subgenus of Tanagra.
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Ramphocelus carbo atrosericeus
Register date/no
AC No. NC No. Original locality
Fev. 1834‐236?
‐
‐
Yungas
Fev. 1834‐236
‐
‐
Yungas
Fev. 1834‐236
‐
‐
Yungas
Fev. 1834‐236
7767
‐
Yungas
‐
7768
‐

Sex
M
F
F
M

Age
Ad.
Juv.

Ad.

Boston: Bangs (1930: 407) reported, and Hellmayr (1936: 248) confirmed, that this species
was represented in the MCZ by the type of aterrimus Lafresnaye, 1853.
MCZ No. 77012: Bolivie, Parzudaki. [Lafr. Coll. No. 3015].
Bangs (1930: 407) gave details from a second label “R. atro‐sericeus, male, junior, d’Orb.
Synops. 34 et d’Orb. Voy. Pl. 26, 1”
This specimen obtained by Lafresnaye from Parzudaki has no connection with
d’Orbigny’s material. It is listed by Bangs (1930: 407) under the name Ramphocelus aterrimus
Lafresnaye, 1853, and as having been re‐identified as atrosericeus by Lafresnaye himself.
Type selection based on the plate: we have compared the MNHN specimens with the
plate. The most likely candidate is the male which was mounted (C.G. 2016‐415). We
consider this the holotype, but any missing specimen that is found might prove a closer
match. We accept Yungas as the type locality.
Lanio versicolor versicolor (d’Orbigny, 1837) [53] [43]
[Hell., 1923: 227] [CBA 9_317] [P., 13: 285] [H&M4: 2‐398] HBW 16: pl. 5, p. 182
Tachyphonus versicolor Nob., d’Orbigny, 1836 ∆ 09.01.1837, Voyage, livr. 20, Oiseaux,
pl. 19, fig. 1.
Tachyphonus versicolor, Nob., d’Orbigny & Lafresnaye, 1837 ∆ 28.02.1837, Synopsis
Avium, Magasin de Zoologie, 7, p. 28 [S.G. Tachyphonus 99 No. 1]. “Yuracarès (rep.
Boliviana)”. No cross reference to the plate.
Pyranga versicolor, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1839 ∆ 06.01.1840, Voyage, livr. 45, Oiseaux, p.
262. “… au pays des Yuracarés”.
Paris: the accession registers show that d’Orbigny provided the MNHN with four
specimens, accessioned Fev. 1834, on numbered line 241. We have located three ; of these
C.G. 2016‐441 is given as a female in the Ancien Catalogue, but as a male on the base of the
mount.
D’Orbigny (1840a: 262‐263) provided descriptions of the male and female, and gave
measurements. He reported the species from foothills of the Andes in the lands of the

99
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Yuracarès. Plate 19, fig. 1, published in 1837, depicts a male (see Hilty, 2011b: 182 and
associated plate).
Hellmayr (1923: 227) treated four specimens as types: (No. 1) an adult male lacking its
original label (presumably C.G. 1992‐5) which he said was from Bolivia, (No. 2) a purported
female from the lands of the Yuracarès, and two mounted specimens, a male and a female, in
the galleries, for which he could give no details except for Yuracarès.
Lanio versicolor versicolor
Register date/no
AC No. NC No.
Original locality
‐
‐
‐
Fev. 1834‐241
‐
‐
Yuracarès
Fev. 1834‐241
7837
‐
Yuracarès

C.G. No.
1992‐5
2012‐758
2016‐441

Sex
M
F
M?

Age
Ad.
Ad.
Ad.

Boston: no specimen.
Type selection based on the plate: we have compared the two males with the plate and
we consider C.G. 1992‐5 best matches the plate and is the holotype.
Dacnis flaviventer d’Orbigny, 1836 [32] [44]
[Hell., 1921b: 248] [CBA 8_279] [P., 13: 388] [H&M4: 2‐400] HBW 16: pl. 17, p. 246
Dacnis flaviventer, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1835 ∆ 19.12.1836, Voyage, livr. 19, Oiseaux, pl.
13, fig 2.
Dacnis flaviventer, Nob., d’Orbigny & Lafresnaye, 1837 ∆ 28.02.1837, Synopsis Avium,
Magasin de Zoologie, Vol. 7, p. 21 [Dacnis No. 3]. “Yuracarès, rep. Boliviana”. No
cross reference to the plate.
Dacnis flaviventer, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1837 ∆ 15.10.1838, Voyage, livr. 35, Oiseaux, p.
220. “… du pied oriental des Cordillières boliviennes, dans la partie habitée par les
Indiens yuracarès“.
Paris: the accession registers show that d’Orbigny provided the MNHN with five
specimens accessioned in Fev. 1834, on numbered line 323. We have located three, but one –
C.G. 1996‐1029 – is in doubt as it lacks an original label.
D’Orbigny (1838f: 220‐221) described the male and the female, and gave some
measurements. He found the species at the eastern foot of the Andes in the land of the
Yuracarès. Plate 13, fig. 2, published in 1836, depicts the male.
Hellmayr (1921b: 248) listed the skins of three types in the MNHN, a male and two
females – the male he wrote was “without original label” but apparently marked “Type de
l’espèce“on the substitute label. One female was from the lands of the Yuracarès; the male
was simply labelled ‘Bolivie’ and the second female lacked any indication of where it was
collected.
C.G. No.
1996‐1028
1996‐1029
2012‐759

ISSN 2045–4651

Register date/no
Fev. 1834‐323
‐
Fev. 1834‐323

Dacnis flaviventer
AC No.
NC No.
‐
‐
‐
‐
‐
‐

Original locality
Yuracarès
Yuracarès
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F
M
F

Age
Ad.
Ad.
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Boston: no specimen.
Type selection based on the plate: we have compared the male (C.G. 1996‐1029) with
the plate and consider that it is the holotype (despite the extent to which original data is
missing). A specimen in Leiden (RMNH 163768) awaits comparison in Leiden and Paris with
the plate: if it better matches the plate than our choice as holotype identified here, our
recommendation should be reconsidered
Xenospingus concolor (d’Orbigny, 1837) [30] [45]
[Hell., 1921b: 245] [CBA 11_615] [P., 13: 116] [H&M4: 2‐406] HBW 16: pl. 58, p. 617
Sylvia concolor, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1836 ∆ 16.01.1837, Voyage, livr. 21, Oiseaux, pl. 18,
fig. 1.
Sylvia concolor, Nob., d’Orbigny & Lafresnaye, 1837 ∆ 28.02.1837, Synopsis Avium,
Magasin de Zoologie, Vol. 7, p. 20. [Sylvia No. 5]. “Arica, rep. Peruviana”. No cross
reference to the plate.
Sylvia concolor, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1837 ∆ 15.10.1838, Voyage, livr. 35, Oiseaux, p. 216.
“… dans la vallée de Arica, au Pérou“.
Paris: as no specimen has been found there is no clear link to the registers; we have not
established whether this taxon is mentioned in the Ancien Catalogue or not (listing as a Sylvia
species seems unlikely). It could have reached the museum in 1831 or in 1834 because
d’Orbigny was in the Arica valley twice: once on arrival in April 1830 before sending
“shipment 5” (sent from Tacna, which is inland and for which Arica is the port) and again
briefly in 1833 before joining his ship to travel up to Callao and then back to France with his
final collection.
D’Orbigny (1838f: 216) provided a description, and some measurements based on the
sole specimen which was found in the valley of Arica. Plate 18, fig. 1, published 1837, is
probably of an adult, but it is inaccurate – the bill should be wholly yellowish‐orange this
being one of a number of problems with the plate noticed by Cabanis (1867: 349).
Hellmayr (1921b: 245) located the adult male mounted type in the MNHN, relating it to
the January 1831 accession, and referred to the comments on the plate by Cabanis (1867: 348),
and he stressed the wholly yellow bill. We did not find this specimen.
Boston: no specimen.
Type selection based on the plate: no specimen found so no comparison made.
Thlypopsis sordida sordida (d’Orbigny, 1837) [52] [46]
[Hell., 1923: 226] [CBA 9_387] [P., 13: 270] [H&M4: 2‐409] HBW 16: pl. 3, p. 172
Nemosia sordida, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1836 ∆ 16.01.1837, Voyage, livr. 21, Oiseaux, pl. 18,
fig 2.
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Nemosia sordida, Nob., d’Orbigny & Lafresnaye, 1837 ∆ 28.02.1837, Synopsis Avium,
Magasin de Zoologie, 7, p. 28 [S.G. Nemosia 100 No. 3]. “Yuracarès (rep. Boliviana)”.
Nemosia sordida, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1839 ∆ 06.01.1840, Voyage, livr. 45, Oiseaux, p. 261.
“… au pays des Yuracarès“.
Paris: the accession registers show that d’Orbigny provided the MNHN with two
specimens accessioned in Fev. 1834 on numbered line 245. We have located only one.
D’Orbigny (1840a: 261) described what must have been a female and gave some
measurements. He found this species in the forests at the eastern foot of the Andes in the
lands of the Yuracarès. Plate 18, fig. 2, published 1837, depicts a juvenile (see Hellmayr,
1906a: 310 and also Hilty, 2011a: 172 and associated plate).
Hellmayr (1906a: 310) examining d’Orbigny’s material of Nemosia sordida reported that
he had located two young specimens which he believed to be the types. He noted that the
taxon was “accurately figured by d’Orbigny” in plate 18, fig. 2; a comment which must relate
to the older of d’Orbigny’s young birds because the other was said to be in the fluffy
plumage of the nestling.
Hellmayr (1923: 226), as he did in 1906, reported on two birds from the lands of the
Yuracarès in the MNHN: No. 1: a juvenile (mounted) – the less advanced plumage – and
No. 2: an immature (skin) with a damaged bill. They both bear numbers 404 and 245.
C.G. No.
2012‐760

Register date/no
Fev. 1834‐245

Thlypopsis sordida sordida
AC No.
NC No. Original locality
‐
‐
Yuracarès

Sex

Age
J

Boston: no specimen.
Type selection based on the plate: we have compared C.G. 2012‐760, which we see as
the older juvenile, with the plate and we conclude that it matches and is the holotype. The
missing specimen is believed to be the very young bird.
Lophospingus griseocristatus (d’Orbigny, 1838) [135] [47]
[CBA 11_374] [P., 13: 111] [H&M4: 2‐414] HBW 16: pl. 58, p. 616
Emberiza griseo‐cristata, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1837 ∆ 11.06.1838, Voyage, livr. 34, Oiseaux,
pl. 47, fig. 1.
Emberiza griseo‐cristata, Nob., d’Orbigny & Lafresnaye, 1837 ∆ 30.09.1838, Synopsis
Avium, Magasin de Zoologie, 7, p. 79 [Emberiza No. 15]. “Cochabamba, Grande‐
Vallée, Bolivia”.
Emberiza griseo‐cristata, Nob., d’Orbigny, “1846” ∆ 15.05.1847, Voyage, livr. 88,
Oiseaux, p. 363. “Les provinces de Cochabamba, de Mizqué et de Vallé Grandé“.
Paris: the accession registers show that d’Orbigny provided the MNHN with four
specimens, accessioned Fev. 1834, on numbered line 294. We have located only two.
100

Treated implicitly as a subgenus of Tanagra.
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D’Orbigny (1847a: 363) described an adult and a juvenile; he also gave some
measurements. He recorded the species in Bolivia from east of the Andes in the provinces of
Cochabamba, Mizqué and Vallé Grandé. Plate 47, fig. 1, published 1838, depicts an adult
(juveniles are much more brownish – see Jaramillo, 2011a: 616).
Hellmayr (1938: 374) reported that a type had been examined from Cochabamba, Valle
Grande. However, he did not say whether this was an adult or a young bird.
Paynter (1970: 111) restricted the type locality to “Vallée Grande, Santa Cruz”. A
holotype should now be identified and if it is the choice will determine the correct type
locality. 101
C.G. No.
2016‐381
2016‐383

Lophospingus griseocristatus
Register date/no AC No.
NC No.
Original locality
Fev. 1834‐294
6776 102
‐
Chiquitos
Fev. 1834‐294
6777A
‐
Chiquitos

Sex

Age
Juv.
Juv.

Boston: Bangs (1930: 391) reported a “co‐type” from “Grande = Vallée, Cochabamba”,
and wrote that there were an adult male and a young bird in the MNHN.
MCZ No. 76620: Grande = Vallée, Cochabamba, Bolivie [Lafr. Coll. No. 6482]
This Boston specimen must be considered as a candidate for holotype status as
explained on pp. 311‐312.
Philadelphia: Stone (1899: 52) reporting on potential types in the Academy of Natural
Sciences, Philadelphia, drew attention to two d’Orbigny specimens 103 received as part of the
Rivoli collection. Ingersoll & Fisher (“2006”: 324) referred to these as “Meyer de Schauensee’s
co‐types” – see Meyer de Schauensee (1957: 245).
ANSP No. 10713: ad. from Challuali [= Challuani] with numbers 104 and 665.
ANSP No. 10714: imm. from Chaurra [? = CHAJRO = Chajro] with numbers 104 and 665.
We do not believe specimens in Rivoli’s collection can qualify as candidates for holotype
status for the reasons set out on pp. 311‐312.
Type selection based on the plate: we have compared the MNHN specimens and both
are juveniles and it appears that what Hellmayr saw is now missing. It is likely that that was
the type to choose as the holotype. Photos of MCZ 76620 have been compared with the plate
and we consider this a good match for the image in the plate. In the light of the evidence,
which is not wholly persuasive, that Hellmayr was reporting on a male type we do not
101

Any change of type locality will have no meaningful effect as long as the species is considered monotypic.
No. 6777 in the Ancien Catalogue was recorded as Lophospingu griseocristatus but it proves to be an adult
specimen of Coryphospingus cucullatus fargoi.
103 Chaluani was suggested by Meyer de Schauensee (see Ingersoll & Fisher “2006”); Chajro is suggested here,
based on Paynter (1992).
102
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believe we can declare MCZ 76620 to be the holotype and given the existence of the plate
there are no sufficient grounds to designate a neotype.
Paroaria capitata (d’Orbigny, 1837) [56] [48]
[Hell., 1923: 228] [CBA 11_65] [P., 13: 214] [H&M4: 2‐415] HBW 16: pl. 63, p. 644
Tachyphonus capitatus, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1836 ∆ 09.01.1837, Voyage, livr. 20, Oiseaux,
pl. 19, fig. 2.
Tachyphonus capitatus, Nob., d’Orbigny & Lafresnaye, 1837 ∆ 28.02.1837, Synopsis
Avium, Magasin de Zoologie, 7, p. 29 [S.G. Tachyphonus No. 5]. “Corrientes (rep.
Argentina)”. No cross reference to the plate.
Tachyphonus capitatus, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1839 ∆ 06.01.1840, Voyage, livr. 45, Oiseaux,
p. 278. “… dans les provinces de Santa‐Fe, d’Entre‐Rios et de Corrientes, république
Argentine“.
Paris: the accession registers show that d’Orbigny provided the MNHN with three
specimens from Buenos Aires accessioned in Juillet 1829, on numbered line 61 (of which we
found two); two from Corrientes accessioned in Juillet 1829, on numbered line 70 (of which
we found one and that was catalogued in the Ancien Catalogue given numbered line no. 118 –
not numbered line 70), and, finally, five more from Corrientes were accessioned in Juillet
1829, on numbered line 118 (of which we found two). Of the total of ten we have located five.
D’Orbigny (1840a: 278) provided a description of a male and a young bird of the year; he
also gave measurements. He found this in Argentina in the provinces of Santa Fe, Entre Rios
and Corrientes especially along the banks of the Parana river. Plate 19, fig. 2, published 1837,
depicts an adult – juveniles have the head “dull orange with a brownish tinge” (see
Jaramillo, 2011b: 644).
Hellmayr (1923: 228) reported five specimens from Corrientes, 104 four mounted adults
and one immature, a skin; at least one of the mounted birds, an adult, was labelled as a type.
C.G. No.
1992‐21
2016‐397
2016‐398
2016‐399
2016‐400

Register date/no
Juillet 1829‐118
Juillet 1829‐118
Juillet 1829‐61
Juillet 1829‐61
Juillet 1829‐70 105

Paroaria capitata
AC No. NC No.
‐
‐
6798
‐
6795
‐
6796
‐
6797
‐

Original locality
Argentine
Argentine
Argentine
Argentine
Argentine

Sex

Age

104

Based on labels; the register does not mention Corrientes.
The use of ‘70’, which appears on the mount, may have been a mistake. Line 70, on p. 25, refers to “Becarde
voisine du L. cayanus” (now Tityra cayana) and this, although in a very different genus, has plumage of much
the same colours. Line 61, on p. 23 refers to “Soubuse à ventre blanc”and line 118 (p. 27) refers to “Tangara”. The
July 1829 register had no column for locality so we are unclear why two different numbers were needed but
juveniles differ from adults. However, “1829‐70” appears under the mount while in the Ancien Catalogue No.
6797 refers to “1829‐118”. This is a useful reminder that working with line numbers cannot always be
105
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Boston: no specimen.
Type selection based on the plate: we have compared the adults in the MNHN with the
plate and C.G. 2016‐399 is the best match. We consider this a holotype; however, any missing
specimens found should lead to a review of this decision. We accept Corrientes as the type
locality.
Buthraupis montana montana (d’Orbigny, 1836) [61] [49]
[Hell., 1923: 236] [CBA 9_190] [P., 13: 329] [H&M4: 2‐418] HBW 16: pl. 9, p. 201
Tanagra [P.D.] 106 montana, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1835 ∆ 22.02.1836, Voyage, livr. 10,
Oiseaux, pl. 23, fig. 1.
Aglaia montana, Nob., d’Orbigny & Lafresnaye, 1837 ∆ 28.02.1837, Synopsis Avium,
Magasin de Zoologie, 7, p. 32 [S.G. Aglaia No. 4]. “Yungas (Bolivia).”
Tanagra montana, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1839 ∆ 06.01.1840, Voyage, livr. 45, Oiseaux, p.
275. “… au sommet de la montagne dite del Biscachal, près du village de Carcuata,
province de Yungas“.]
Paris: the accession registers show that d’Orbigny provided the MNHN with one
specimen accessioned in Fev. 1834, on numbered line 438. We located this.
D’Orbigny (1840a: 275‐276) provided a description and some measurements; he said that
this bird was found just once at the top of a mountain called Biscachal near Carcuata in the
province of Yungas. Plate 23, fig. 1, published in 1836, depicts an adult – immatures are
“paler and duller, especially below” (Hilty, 2011d: 201).
Hellmayr (1923: 236) listed a single mounted adult from Carcuata, Yungas as the type.
C.G. No.
2016‐438

Buthraupis montana montana
Register date/no
AC No. NC No. Original locality
Fev. 1834‐238
7683
‐
Yungas

Sex

Age
Ad.

Boston: Bangs (1930: 403) reported a “co‐type”.
MCZ No. 76984: Bolivie [Lafr. Coll. No. 2958]
This Boston specimen must be considered as a candidate for holotype status as
explained on pp. 311‐312.
Type selection based on the plate: we have compared C.G. 2016‐438 and a photograph
of MCZ 76984 with the plate and we consider both a good match for the plate, but we have
agreed to accept C.G. 2016‐438 as the holotype on the grounds of certain availability for

presumed safe. Having two other specimens given number 118 we consider this to be correct – although the
species is a cardinal and not a tanager.
106 An acronym search tends to confirm the suggestion by Steven Gregory that “P.D.” = “post data” in Latin,
meaning “after the date”. We are, however, still at a loss to understand what d’Orbigny meant!
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lending to the artist. The type locality is undoubtedly Mt. Biscachal near Carcuata in the
province of Yungas.
MIMIDAE
Mimus patagonicus (d’Orbigny, 1836) [27] [50]
[Hell., 1921b: 241] [CBA 7_322] [P., 9: 446] [H&M4: 2‐571] HBW 10: pl. 46, p. 487
Orpheus patagonicus, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1834 ∆ 26.09.1836, Voyage, livr. 16, Oiseaux, pl.
11, fig. 2.
Orpheus patagonicus, Nob., d’Orbigny & Lafresnaye, 1837 ∆ 28.02.1837, Synopsis
Avium, Magasin de Zoologie, Vol. 7, p. 19 [Orpheus No. 5]. “Patagonia”. No cross
reference to the plate.
Orpheus patagonicus, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1837 ∆ 15.10.1838, Voyage, livr. 35, Oiseaux, p.
210. “… sur les bords du Rio negro, en Patagonie“.
Paris: the accession registers show that d’Orbigny provided the MNHN with four
specimens accessioned Fev. 1831 on numbered line 35. We have located one of these, as well
as a mount for a specimen recorded as No. 8581 in the Ancien Catalogue but not that
specimen.
D’Orbigny (1838f: 210) described a male and a young bird, and gave a few
measurements. He seems to have found this only near the Rio Negro where he found it more
common in the austral winter. Plate 11, fig. 2, published in 1836, depicts an adult – juveniles
have the “breast spotted blackish” (see Cody, 2005c: 487).
Hellmayr (1921b: 241) located an adult skin from Patagonia dated February 1831 and
labelled “type”; he seems to have found other specimens as he wrote “unfortunately the
material at hand is not satisfactory for comparative purposes, since all the Rio Negro
examples are in abraded condition”.
C.G. No.
Missing
1994‐825

Register date/no
Fev. 1831‐35
Fev. 1831‐35

Mimus patagonicus
AC No. NC No.
Original locality
8581
379
Patagonie
‐
‐
Patagonie

Sex

Age
Juv.
Ad.

Boston: no specimen.
Type selection based on the plate: we have compared the one available specimen with
the plate and we believe C.G. 1994‐825 is a good match. We thus identify it as the holotype. If
any of the missing specimens be found this judgement should be reviewed.
Mimus saturninus modulator (Gould, 1836) [syn. calandria d’Orbigny, 1836] [24] [51]
[Hell., 1921b: 240] [CBA 7_329] [P., 9: 446] [H&M4: 2‐571] HBW 10: pl. 46, p. 487
Orpheus calandria, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1836 ∆ 03.10.1836, Voyage, livr. 17, Oiseaux, pl.
10, fig. 2.
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Orpheus calandria, Nob., d’Orbigny & Lafresnaye, 1837 ∆ 28.02.1837, Synopsis Avium,
Magasin de Zoologie, Vol. 7, p. 17 [Orpheus No. 1]. “Corrientes”. No cross reference
to the plate.
Orpheus calandria, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1837 ∆ 15.10.1838, Voyage, livr. 35, Oiseaux, p.
206. “… toute la Banda oriental de la Plata, aux environs de Maldonado, de
Montevideo, près de Buenos‐Ayres; et de là jusqu’aux frontières du Paraguay”.
Paris: the accession registers show that d’Orbigny provided the MNHN with four
specimens. The first two from Maldonado – were accessioned in Oct. 1827, one in numbered
line 28 (which only applies to the missing specimen) and catalogued together in the Ancien
Catalogue where a line number is given for the missing specimen – AC 8579, and the other
associated with numbered line 17 (which appears to be wrong). The second accession of two
specimens was in Juillet 1829, on numbered line 74, of those only one has been found
(although, as shown below, both were available to Hellmayr). We located three of these four.
D’Orbigny (1838f: 206‐208) described an adult and a juvenile and gave some
measurements. He found this species around Maldonado and Montevideo and near Buenos
Aires, but not in Patagonia. 107 Plate 10, fig. 2, published in 1836, depicts an adult – juveniles
have “buffier underparts” (see Cody, 2005d: 487). Fig 5 in plate 10 is a juvenile of Mimus
thenca. D’Orbigny’s description of a juvenile of calandria refers to spots on the throat, the
breast and the flanks. He found active nests of this species.
Hellmayr (1914: 159) assessed Mimus herrmanni Reichenow, 1908, collected on or near
the Rio Pilcomayo in south east Bolivia which flows east to the Paraguay/Argentine border
(Paynter, 1992: 104); 108 he considered it a synonym of Mimus modulator calandria referring to
an adult male type of the latter from Corrientes. In doing so Hellmayr recognised that the
name Orpheus modulator Gould, 1836, said to be based on specimens from “in fret Magellan”
was apparently from Montevideo and Maldonado – and taken from a population north of
the Rio de la Plata. But he placed Reichenow’s bird from the Rio Pilcomayo with d’Orbigny’s
birds from Corrientes. This made d’Orbigny’s specimens from Maldonado nominate
modulator and those from Corrientes distinct as re recognised calandria.
Hellmayr (1921b: 240) reported having located an adult male, and a young bird in
spotted plumage, both from Corrientes, dated July 1829, which he considered to be the types
(basing this on the mention of this but of no other location in the Synopsis Avium). He stated
clearly that no Maldonado birds were in the collection. 109 He sustained the distinctness of
calandria but placed “modulator and allies” in the species saturninus.
Hellmayr (1934: 329), now treating calandria as a junior synonym of modulator, referred to
a single type from Corrientes in the MNHN; it is very unlikely that he would accept a young
bird as the type.
107

He does not mention Corrientes but he says “jusqu’aux frontières de Paraguay’ which supports labels
saying Corrientes.
108 The Times Comprehensive Atlas of the World. 10th ed. (2000: 151) locates a place Pilcomayo at 25°15’ S
57°43’ W but adds “Bol./Par.” But this fix is at a place nowhere near that border! Reichenow clearly referred to
somewhere in SE Bolivia.
109 In fact they could have been in the public galleries; one at least is present now!

ISSN 2045–4651

5A544346‐8E34‐45D2‐947F‐D4D0B74FD1AB

Published 27 February 2019

Edward C. Dickinson et al.

C.G. No.
2012‐761
Missing
1993‐196

370

Zoological Bibliography 2019 5(6)

Orpheus calandria – syn. of Mimus saturninus modulator
Register date/no
AC No. NC No. Original locality
Oct. 1827‐17 (?) 110
8580
‐
Oct. 1827‐28
8579
‐
Maldonado
Juillet 1829‐74
‐
‐
Argentine

Sex
F
M
M

Age
Juv.
Ad.

Boston: no specimen.
Type selection based on the plate: while Hellmayr (1914: 159) believed the type must be
from Corrientes, because this was the only locality cited in the Synopsis Avium, we –
constrained by the fixation of a type on the image in the plate – are concerned with finding
the specimen that was painted, and we are not restricted to a type locality based on the
Synopsis Avium. However, we conclude that C.G. 1993‐196 is the best match and should be
considered the holotype. The type locality that derives from this choice is Corrientes.

Mimus dorsalis (d’Orbigny, 1836) [25] [52]
[Hell., 1921b: 240] [CBA 7_331] [P., 9: 447] [H&M4: 2‐571] HBW 10: pl. 46, p. 486
Orpheus dorsalis, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1834 ∆ 26.09.1836, Voyage, livr. 16, Oiseaux, pl. 11,
fig. 1 111
Orpheus dorsalis, Nob., d’Orbigny & Lafresnaye, 1837 ∆ 28.02.1837, Synopsis Avium,
Magasin de Zoologie, Vol. 7, p. 18 [Orpheus No. 3]. “In Andiis, Boliviana”. No cross
reference to the plate.
Orpheus dorsalis, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1837 ∆ 15.10.1838, Voyage, livr. 35, Oiseaux, p. 211.
“… dans la république de Bolivia, sur toutes les parties montagneuses, sèches et
arides du versant oriental, entre la Paz, Cochabamba et Chuquisaca …“.
Paris: the accession registers show that d’Orbigny provided the MNHN with three
specimens accessioned in Fev. 1834, on numbered line 194 (and a possible fourth specimen
on numbered line 197). We have located just two.
D’Orbigny (1838f: 211‐212) provided a description – which suggests he only had adult
birds in hand – and some measurements. He found the species in Bolivia from 2000 to 3700
m. in open areas with bushes and not in the forest. Plate 11, fig. 1, published in 1836, depicts
an adult lacking “dusky spotting on the breast” (Cody, 2005a: 487).
Hellmayr (1921b: 240) found two d’Orbigny skins of adults from Cochabamba, one –
with a deformed bill – which he considered a male.

110

In the register this number applies to a hummingbird collected in Rio de Janeiro. So it is a mistake on this
label.
111 As captioned and cited by Hellmayr (1921b: 240), but given as pl. 11, fig. 2 by Hellmayr (1934: 331).
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Register date/no
Fev. 1834‐197 112
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Mimus dorsalis
AC No.
NC No.
‐
‐
‐
‐
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Original locality
La Paz
Cochabamba

Sex
M 113

Age
Ad.
Ad.

Boston: Bangs (1930: 322) reported a “co‐type”.
MCZ No. 76530: “in andiirepa. Bola [??]. Lapaz” [Lafr. Coll. No. 3640]
This Boston specimen must be considered as a candidate for holotype status as
explained on pp. 311‐312.
Vienna: In a footnote Hellmayr (1921b: 240) mentioned a d’Orbigny specimen from La
Paz that he had seen in Vienna which had presumably been exchanged from the MNHN.
This makes it a candidate for holotype status.
NMW 35841: La Paz
Type selection based on the plate: we have compared the MNHN specimens and the
photographs of MCZ 76530 and NMW 35841 with the plate and C.G. 1993‐197 is identified as
the holotype based on the normal bill shape. But should any missing specimens be found
this decision should be reviewed.
TURDIDAE
Turdus chiguanco chiguanco d’Orbigny, 1836 [22] [53]
[Hell., 1921b: 235] [CBA 7_421‐422] [P., 10: 209] [H&M4: 2‐625] HBW 10: pl. 60, p. 675
Turdus chiguanco, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1835 ∆ 30.05.1836, Voyage, livr. 12, Oiseaux, pl. 9,
fig. 2.
Turdus chiguanco, Nob., d’Orbigny & Lafresnaye, 1837 ∆ 28.02.1837, Synopsis Avium,
Magasin de Zoologie, Vol. 7, p. 16 [Turdus No. 2]. “Tacna, republica Peruviana”. No
cross reference to the plate.
Turdus chiguanco, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1837 ∆ 15.10.1838, Voyage, livr. 35, Oiseaux, p.
201. “… le versant occidental des Andes péruviennes, du niveau de la mer à 2,000
mètres au‐dessus, c’est‐à‐dire aux environs de la ville de Tacna; et de là, en
remontant la Cordillière, jusqu’au village de Palca“.
Paris: the accession registers show that d’Orbigny provided the MNHN with nine
specimens, accessioned Jan. 1831, on numbered lines 2 and 6. We have located only three of
these.
112

One or more MNHN staff in the 1830s wrote 4s that looked like 7s; this should be reviewed when the 1827
to 1834 register numbers have been as completely studied as possible.
113 This specimen has the deformed bill referred to by Hellmayr and based on his views we have listed this as
male.
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D’Orbigny (1838f: 201‐202) described the species without differentiating male and
female and gave some measurements. He recorded this from west of the Andes, i.e. from
Tacna and Palca, and from sea‐level to 2000 m. Plate 9, fig. 2, published in 1836, appears to
depict an adult (for a description see Collar, 2005b: 675).
Hellmayr (1921b: 235) listed three mounted adult specimens (AC Nos. 8544‐8546) all
dated 1831 and labelled as types; Hellmayr wrote that the types came from Palca in the
coastal range of the Andes. Palca is inland from Tacna and was apparently where d’Orbigny
first paused to collect on his way from Tacna to La Paz. Tacna and Palca are in Peru.
Turdus chiguanco chiguanco
Register date/no
AC No.
NC No. Original locality
Jan. 1831‐2‐6
8546
136
Perou
Jan. 1831‐6
8544
134
Perou
Jan. 1831‐6
8545
135
Perou

C.G. No.
2016‐449
2016‐482
2016‐483

Sex

Age
Ad.
Ad.
Ad.

Boston: Bangs (1930: 330) reported a “co‐type” from Tacna.
MCZ No. 76473: Perou Andes, Tacna [Lafr. Coll. No. 3572]
This Boston specimen must be considered as a candidate for holotype status as
explained on pp. 311‐312.
Type selection based on the plate: we have compared the three MNHN specimens and
the photograph of MCZ 76473 with the plate and we consider C.G. 2016‐483 is the best match
for the image in the plate. We believe this is the holotype.

Turdus fuscater fuscater d’Orbigny, 1836 [21] [54]
[Hell., 1921b: 230] [CBA 7_415] [P., 10: 211] [H&M4: 2‐625] HBW 10: pl. 60, p. 675
Turdus fuscater, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1835 ∆ 30.05.1836, Voyage, livr. 12, Oiseaux, pl. 9,
fig. 1.
Turdus Fuscater, Nob., d’Orbigny & Lafresnaye, 1837 ∆ 28.02.1837, Synopsis Avium,
Magasin de Zoologie, Vol. 7, p. 16 [Turdus No. 1]. “in Andibus (Bolivia)”. No cross
reference to the plate.
Turdus fuscater, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1837 ∆ 15.10.1838, Voyage, livr. 35, Oiseaux, p. 200.
“La Paz; puis à l’est de la Cordillère orientale, à Enquisivi, dans la vallée de
Cochabamba, à Mezque, Valle grande, et à Chuquisaca“.
Paris: the accession registers show that d’Orbigny provided the MNHN with five
specimens accessioned in Fev. 1834, on numbered lines 198 (three or four specimens) and 199
(one or two specimens). We located five of these but the four different numbered lines
indicated on the mounts are problematic.
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D’Orbigny (1838f: 200‐201) described adults (but not a juvenile) and gave
measurements. He explained that the sexes differed in that one was more rufous above and
more grey below 114 He also mentioned a partially albino specimen. He first met the species
around La Paz and then east of the Andes in Cochabamba valley, in Misque, Valle grande
and in Chuquisaca provinces. Plate 9, fig. 1, published in 1836, depicts an adult – juveniles
are “paler with buff spots and streaks above, mottled buff and dark brown” (Collar, 2005a:
675).
Hellmayr (1906c: 91‐92) described Turdus fuscater ockendeni from SE Peru, but in doing so
has to correct prior misapplications of the name fuscater. His explanation is inserted in
quotation marks suggesting a letter or explanation addressed to the editor was added to the
original submission. Here Hellmayr pointed out that the name gigas had mistakenly been
employed “to a much smaller thrush found in Eastern Bolivia and Western Argentina”. He
then reported he had examined the types in MNHN – from La Paz – and that these show the
taxon to agree, except in its measurements, with Turdus gigas Fraser, 1841, from Colombia
and due to date precedence the Colombian form must be treated as a subspecies of fuscater.
Hellmayr (1921b: 230) listed four mounted specimens of Planesticus fuscater – of these
two adults from La Paz (AC Nos. 8537 and 8739) 115 were given as types. The latter was
undoubtedly 8539 in the Ancien Catalogue not 8739 and was associated with 1834 not 1837
(one recorder in the museum register inscribed “4”s that looked like “7”s). The other two
were apparently not labelled La Paz – no. 8538 is from Sicasica, while no. 8549, was a very
worn skin from ‘Bolivie’. In d’Orbigny’s list of the consignment accessioned in 1834 no. 195
is applied only to specimen 8537 while 198 is applied to the other three, which suggests that
the specimen labelled 199 (C.G. 2016‐477) was visibly different from those numbered 198, as
Hellmayr thought 8549 to be a female perhaps it was a fresh‐plumaged male. In a footnote
relating to 8537 – and in the text on the next page – Hellmayr wrote “designated as type of T.
fuscater Lafr. & Orb.”. 116

C.G. No.
2016‐447
2016‐448
2016‐475
2016‐476
2016‐477

Turdus fuscater fuscater
Register date/no AC No.
NC No.
Original locality
Fev. 1834‐158 117
8538
217
La Paz
Fev. 1834‐198
8549
221
La Paz
Fev. 1834‐195
8537
220
Chiquitos
Fev. 1834‐198
8539 118
218
La Paz
119
Fev. 1834‐199
8540
216
La Paz

Sex

Age
Ad.
Ad.
Ad.
Ad.

Boston: Bangs (1930: 330) reported a ʺcotypeʺ from ”Lapaz”.

114

Hellmayr (1934: 415) gave a much more detailed description of the female.
These numbers are evidently Ancien Catalogue numbers. Hellmayr rarely mentioned these.
116 This is clear enough to count as the designation of a lectotype. Here however we are seeking a holotype
based on the plate and Hellmayr’s designation is invalid because we have a “type series” of one!
117 In the 1834 register (p. 317) line number 158 refers to a ‘gobe‐mouche’ from Chiquitos.
118 No. 8539 in the Ancien Catalogue but 8739 on a label and referred to by Hellmayr (1921b).
119 This is the partial albino mentioned by Hellmayr.
115
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MCZ No. 76522: Andes Lapaz Bolivia [Lafr. Coll. No. 3571]
This Boston specimen must be considered as a candidate for holotype status as
explained on pp. 311‐312.
Type selection based on the plate: we have compared the MNHN specimens and a
photo of MCZ 76522 with the plate and the best match for the image is C.G. 2016‐447 which
we suggest be treated as the holotype. A specimen in Leiden (RMNH.AVES.170703) awaits
comparison in Leiden and Paris with the plate: if it better matches the plate than the
holotype we identify here our recommendation should be reconsidered.

EXCEPTIONAL CASE
One taxon name that first appeared in a plate caption was associated with an image that
was not that species.
Thamnophilus schistaceus d’Orbigny, 1838 [5] [55]
[Hell., 1921a: 196] [CBA 3_86] [P., 7: 171] [H&M 4: 2‐81] HBW 8: pl. 44, p. 544
Tamnophilus schistaceus, Nob., d’Orbigny, 1834 ∆ 14.09.1835, Voyage, livr. 6, Oiseaux,
pl. 4, fig. 2. Plate miscaptioned as schistaceus but actually a plate of aspersiventer –
thus the name must be cited from the later text (i.e. 1838): see the application to the
International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature (ICZN) by Dickinson &
Remsen (2017).
If, as we expect, the above application leads to a favourable opinion from the
Commission this name will not be derived from the plate listed above and d’Orbigny’s taxa
will take its name from his text for the Voyage. For an explanation of the issue and the list of
relevant citations, later than the one given above, see Dickinson & Lebossé (2018a).
It is hoped that the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature will agree
that somehow the name schistaceus, with date 1838, can maintain a link to the miscaptioned
plate, of 1835, in which the incorrect name is proposed for suppression; this would permit
the image to play a continuing and supporting identification role.
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APPENDIX I: RIVOLI/MASSENA
The 2nd. Duc de Rivoli (François Victor Massena) (1799‐1863) was an amateur ornithologist
who built up a large collection of bird specimens only to sell it in 1846, when it was purchased by
J.E. Gray, of the British Museum, acting for Dr. Thomas Bellerby Wilson who gave the collection
to the Academy of Natural Sciences, Philadelphia (ANSP) (see Stone, 1899). An extensive
catalogue of the collection (Anon., 1846) of some 12,500 or more specimens, was prepared for the
auction and was printed – but Gray pre‐empted the auction by buying the whole collection. The
collection was arranged for shipment to the United States in numerous lots and for each shipment
a careful manifest detailing it was sent from France. These manifests are held in the archives of
the museum in Philadelphia and it is thought no shipment was lost at sea. Sight of these manifests
would greatly simplify a search for specimens that Massena had received from d’Orbigny if labels
like that depicted in Fig. 10 (herein, see p. 328) were present on all such specimens and have been
retained.
François Victor was a son of André Massena (1758‐1817), one of Napoleon Bonaparte’s
successful generals, and later a ‘Marshal of the Empire’, who Bonaparte created the first Duc de
Rivoli and the 1st Prince d’Essling.
Béraud (2002: 95) published the letter to d’Orbigny from the museum, dated 10 October 1827,
questioning him about two cases and a barrel shipped to the Duc de Rivoli at the same time as
d’Orbigny’s first shipment to the museum. D’Orbigny’s reply to this can be found on p. 33 in
Béraud. It is possible a further shipment went direct to the Duc de Rivoli whose collection
certainly included material collected in Bolivia in 1831 to 1833, but no evidence for this has been
found.

APPENDIX II: NEW NUMBERING FOR MNHN BIRD SPECIMENS
Historically different departments had their own catalogues. To have a museum‐wide system
what, in the department for mammals and birds, was C.G. 2000‐1641 became MNHN‐ZO‐MO‐
2000‐1641. Until 2004 MNHN‐ZO‐AC was used for a separate catalogue of skeletal material. From
2005 both skins, mounts and skeletons are entered in one catalogue and the acronym is shortened
to simply MNHN‐ZO.
In this paper we have retained just the shorter C.G. numbers to be able to use the table size
adopted in the taxon accounts.

APPENDIX III: SPECIMENS IN LEIDEN
Based on a list supplied by Steven van der Mije of d’Orbigny specimens we were able to
identify the following taxon names that coincide with names that first appeared on plates
from the Voyage. We have mentioned these in the text (see pp. 336, 347, 363 and 374) because
the need to compare these with what we have identified as a holotype is important. Because
the Leiden collection is presently closed Steven van der Mije could not provide photographs
and exchange these with Jérôme Fuchs at the MNHN.
During peer‐review Justin Jansen drew to our attention specimens that Temminck (or
Leiden) obtained from dealers in Paris that those dealers might have been duplicates
disposed of by the BMNH. We consider it rather unlikely that the MNHN would have made
duplicates from mounted specimens that had been used as models by Edouard Traviès.
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APPENDIX IV: THE VALIDITY OF AN ORIGNAL SPELLING
In the course of peer‐review it was suggested that because the spelling was correscted
by d’Orbigny himself the name lafresnayana is a correct subsequent spelling. We have
examined this and report as follows:
1.

2.

Art. 32.2 of the Code (ICZN, 1999) states that the original spelling of the name is
“the correct original spelling” unless it is demonstrably incorrect as provided in
Article 32.5. No part of Article 32.5 leads to a conclusion that this Article
applies. Were it applicable there could be a justified emendation. However,
subclauses 32.2.1 deals with dual original spelling; this is not relevant as when
first proposed – in the plate caption – there is just the one spelling. Had there
been two original spellings d’Orbigny could indeed have acted as First Reviser
and made a change – even by simply using one of the two spellings (see Art.
24.2.4). The later spelling lafresnayanus used in 1837 and lafresnayana in 1838 s
must be seen as incorrect subsequent spellings.
Art. 33 deals with “subsequent spellings”. It distinguishes between an
emendation and an incorrect subsequent spelling. This article could be relevant
here. In the Synopsis Avium there is nothing that explicitly makes the name used
a demonstrably intentional change. In the Voyage on page 182 again there is
nothing explicit. In both cases it is suggested that the plate caption was in
accord with the spellings used but this was not so.

We therefore conclude that the original spelling we have used must be treated as the
correct original spelling; and, as the defence of prevailing usage in this context (Art. 33.2.3.1)
appears to be restricted to an unjustified emendation it cannot be applied.
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CORRIGENDA TO EARLIER PAPERS IN THIS SERIES
Sadly it seems to be very difficult to ensure the use of the correct data relating the details
of first publishing for every new name. In the course of this work we have identified
problems with information provided in respect of two names. Here IV refers to Dickinson &
Lebossé (2018a) and V refers to Dickinson & Lebossé (2018b).
1.

Conopophaga nigrocincta:
IV: p 86. Mistakenly cited from livraison 10 with date 22.02.1836.
V: p. 276. Refers to plate 6, fig. 2: this is correct, but see below.
V: p. 278. On line 16 livraison 10 is incorrect; it should read 15; year date 1836 is
correct, but accepted full date for this livraison is 01.08.1836.
The second bird in plate 6 was correctely attributed to livraison 15 and to 1836 in
both these previous papers.

2.

Tachyphonus luctuosus
IV: p 115. Mistakenly cited from livraison 20, plate 20, with date 09.01.1837.
V: p. 277. Refers to plate 20, fig. 2; this needs correction to plate 18, fig. 2.
V: p. 280. On line 55 livraison 20 is correct; but plate number is 18; year date to be
corrected to 1836 with accepted full date 07.11.1836.
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