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ON THE ALLOCATION OF THE NAME Sf' II7.'7"S Fl.\"!. .1 rsn .n 
HORSFIELD. 

3+3 

BY OLnFIELD TnmrAS, British I\!n:seum. 

( rnbli~lw(l /Jy 21er1m:s.~ion ~f th e Tndee8 of the B1·itish illu.sewn ), 

A controversy has recently arisen between Messr:S. Hobins?n 

ancl Kloss as to the re.:; pective namt>s of the white squil'!'els of the Siam 

Mainland and of Si-cha.ng Ishnrl in the Gu lf of Siam, and since I 
have access to what seems the essenti,\1 piece of evi<lenc\3 in the 

mattet·-Hor~fielrl's type-l may \'entnre to ex press an opinion on the 
sn b,iect . 

The th t·ee t·ecent note3 on the subject are as follows:-

(1). Kloss, C. 13. .lourn. Nat. Hist. Soc. S iam, i, p. 107 , 

1015. Discovery of cl iffet·ence between mai nbnrl an(l 

island forms. Original fi.n layson·i applied to mainland 

one, and porttts g-iven to that of the island. 

(2). Hobinson, H . C. Jonl'll. Fed. Stat·es Mnsenm, vii. 

p. 35, 1916. Statement that Kloss was \\Tong in as

. ig ning finltt!J80ni to the mainland squirrel, since it is 

shown by \Vt·onghtOt,':s descriptions of" the type" that 

it is the smaller, island form. The latter t herefore is 

true jit~,lctyscni an cl t he name tachwtdi is gi \'en to the 

mai nlancl on e. 

(:)). Kloss, C. B. Jont·n. Nat. Hist. Soc. Siam, ii, p. 

17\1, 1916. Reitemtion of previous opinion, part~ l y on 

the ground that Horsfi.eld had in his mind the main

land fonn and quoted Buif,m';; Ecw·,mil hl(tnc de Siam, 

and partly that' A.ndt\t·sou quoted "Siam" as the lo

cality of the t.y pe uf .finlaysoni and might he consi
dered a "fi rst rev iser" in t he matte t'. 

In discttssing what Hot·sfi eld "had in his mind " and similar 

lines of argument., Mr. Klos3 appears to me to have overlooke<1 the 

advisability of nutking inquiry as to what types exist, beari ng on the 

ques tion. 

1:'ar from g irin g- the 1,1ame primaril,r to Tinlfon's 'VItitt> f-\rp1itTPl 
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Hot·sfielcl, aftet· desCI·ibing the species from Pi nlayson's n otes, r1pfinite

ly places, in accOL·dance witn the custom of hi s timr, th e "·ords 

"Museum of th e East India Company" as the collect ion in which the 

ori g inal of his name was preserved. 

Later on , in his Catalogue of that ve ry Museum, we have:-

"8ciu1'7t.s tlnlaysoni, H ors fi r> l<l . 

Hab. S iam. 

A. l~' rom CL Finlayson's Collection.'' 

No one accustomed to dea ling with t he olde t· collect ions \\'OUl1l 

refuse t.o ad mit that this spec im en A, the only one in the Mnseum saicl 

originally to contain t he a nitll'll desc ribed , should be t•egardecl as th e 

type. 'J~i1e woi'd " Siam," whether nseJ by H or, fi dcl ot· A ncl e t·son 

would of com·sP, as point.ecl out by Robinson, have bee n of general 

application, and wonld ha\·e included a lit,tl e coastal is land like ~i

chan g . 

~rh e Bt·itish ·M use um n ow contains both thi;; type spPeimen , 

t'dce ivecl \\'ith thP Inrlia .M tnt:mm Co lle~t. io n ~ itt 1870, anr1 one ft·om 

f3 i-ch::m g g iven by the I~ \S t India Co mp1.ny about 18:-30 , " ·hi ch waR 

also obtained by Fin hyson, arHl l't'fe t'l'iid to by· An le t'30n. 'flte for·mer's 

Museum number is 7\:l.ll.2l.iJ2l., and the lat.tflr ':>, 'i J..a. 

Snppo3ing these s pec imens to repl'esent the two qnite di stinct 

fo rms c::J nce rne 1, bot.h H. Jbitr s ) ll n.nd Kloss e.> timate ve r-y I ightly A.nrier

s Jn's st.n.tem . .mt t.lt:l.t "tlt .>.se t.wo spec i m .m s n.t·e exn.cf'l y alike", and 

g ive reaso ns expln.intn g- how he might h w e come t0 s ueh a con

cl usion. 

Btlt. in this case A n:lerson is ab3olute ly ri g ht. 'riley m·e exact ly 

alike, being b oth rr f::~ t·n.bl e t.o the small i ~ lan • l sq nil'l'e l, all(lnot to that 

of the mai nlancl. 

'r itat tl1e s pec imen he c :dled the t.yp .l b ~ longed to the insnlar· 

form was of COU I'Se e virl _, nt fr om \V rong hton' ;; nua.s ut\~me n ts ot its 

sknll , but tint it' was 1·iyhtl!f c11.1l ed the type I c laim fit•.:Jtly from Hor;;

fidcl's "Museum of the E tst Inrlia Cump:w y" fullowing the desG t·ip

t ion , this specimen be ing the n and 11.lwa.ys the only exa mple there 

pr·eserved, and second ly, if that is n ot consicle red sufficient, and Ander·

son is call ed in as a fit·st reviser, then hi s words " The t.ype of 8 . 
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.finlw!Jsoni " ..... . .. . ... referring, at'~ is evident hom the context, to t h is 

spt>cimen (for the ot ht'r is quoted separately) , would of themselves fix 

it as the type. 
Since, as stated above, this type is the small island form, that 

wi ll sta nd as Oallvscin1"n.S .finlctysonifinlaysoni, with 1101'tns as a synonym, 

whil e the mninlancl squirt·el will beat· R obinson':> app t·opri ate name of 

taclw.nli, t;he type of t he l::t.tte t•, so designated by its an thm·, being 

B. M. No. 0.1 0.7.7. 
:Mt·. Hobinson's conclusion , therefore, is in my opinion fully 

,inst ifiecl, as opposed to that come to by Mr. K loss. 
_F inally as a small point I shon lcl like to demut· to l\i r. Robin

son',; use of the word ' ' co-t.ypes" (in paper (2) , p. 36 ), tot· specimens 

which do not fom1 part of the series on which the nam e concemed 

was original ly founded. Defin itions of t he words "eo-type," "paratype," 

and " metat.ype" (which bst Mr. Hobinson's- specimens migh t possibly 

he consiilered to be). wi ll be found in P. 7,, S., 1898, p. 211·2. 

[I clo nbt whethrt· Hot·sfield recognised any particular specimen 
ns t he type : it is t·athet· a case of: \\'hat pat·t of the mat,erial he refer t·ed 

to and the question is not so much what exi5ted in 182<1. 
Contrn.t·y to 'J'homas' statement ( " then and always t he only ex

ample t.he re pre:>erved ") t his mate t·ial consisted at tha t time of two ot· 

more specimens since one was transft'r recl to t he British Mnseum abont 

1830 (No. 'i 11 a) and a not her in 1879 (~o. 7D. 11. 21. 521). Hors

fi eld's Catalogue, compiled in 185 i, obviously does not record all the 

specimens t ltat the East India. Comp~ny fm·m erly pos:;e5secl. Thu s 

there is no indication of any particular type and I do not t hink becanse 

only on e example was snb.>equently retain ed that we h'lvP, of necessity, 
any right to consider it as such. 

No. 711•. a. came from ](oh Si-chan g (.fi.cle Thomas ) and \Yas so 

loealisecl by Anderson, and since. on ly two specimens now appeat· to 
have been in question i~1 h is time, the other (No. 79. etc., A of Hors

fie ld's Catalogue) may perhaps be that regarded by hi m as the t,ype, 

with the statement that it. came ft·om S iam: nowhere cloes it SP.Pm to 

be cl efinitdy sa id that it came ft·om Koh S i-chang as is t he c.1se with 
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the formet· , and Thomas himself only infer· this on account of both 
heing of similar size. 

The view held by Uobinson anr1 'fhomas, contt·ary to mine, that 

"Siam" was nsed by Horsfield and A.ndet·son as a tet·m of g-en eral 
application does net seem to me warranted, since Finlayson and Ander

son both go out of theit· way to state deliberately that only one of the 
specinwns came from the island: the obvious infet·ence being that the 
remaining material was obtained ebewhere. Ander:;on's statements 

certainly cannot be explained away in the abo,,e fashion. 

I di11 not, as suggested, ovel'look the mattet· of the material now 

existing, but, accepting A.ndet·son's statement tlut a specimen came 

ft·om Siam pt·oper, considered thnt it might have since disappeared

no isolated occut·t·euce. 'fhomas shol\'s that only two white sqninels 
f!·om Finlayson's collection are in the Hl'itish Mnsenm to-day and 

though Anderson says he examined otlwt· specimens ft·om Siam, they 
might not have been of the typical sel'ies or he may have sean them 
elsewhere, while the two he t·efers to specially wet·e probably those 
mentioned alJove: thus th e qnestion may perhaps be limited to whence 
came the example not specifically r<3corded as from Koh Si-chang 

(No. 70, etc.). It is, says Thomas, the specimen of which Wronghton 

has given m~:w;m·ement;; (ll'ith the statement that it, is fully adult), su 
the arguments now pnt fut·w.n·J cel'tainly paint to Koh Si-chang as 

the type locality-if we ard to belie\'e that Finlayson only ohtaine1l 

these two specimens. in s pit~ of what An<let·:son says n,nd Hor:sfielcl 

inflicates. 
Ml'. Thomas reflects on Mt·. Robinson's nse of t.he worc1 

"eo-type" but he himself is equally at fault. 'l'here is no typp, of 

finlc~ysoni: the only specimen specifically mentioned, even indirectly, 
by Horsfield is Rutherford's animal from Koh Si-chang which 1\lr. 

'fhomas does not accept as the type: in strict accu!'n,cy, therefore, any 
specimen of the original serie;; subsequently selected can only be a 

lecto-type". 'l'he other specimens refe!'l'ed to by 1\11-. H.ohiuson as eo
types of his lacharcli \\'Oulcl be idiotypes~ since they are not of the 

original series (Mr. Lyl e's ). 0. Boden Kloss]. 

" :\nn. and !lln .!,;'. Nat.. llist. (7) xYi., p. 10~ (I()Ofl). 
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