Description of « new species of the Lucanoid genus Cantharoleth-
rus, Thomson ; by Major F. J. Sioney Parry, F.L.S.

C. Steinhedi, Parry, n. sp. (T var. med.).

C. niger, nitidissimus, glaberrimus.  Mandibulw elytris paunlo
breviores, robustw, arcuatie, supra leviter canaliculate, intus
prope basin binodoso-dentate, ad apicem fortiter bifurcatee, et
dente acuto subarmatwe.  Cuput fere quadratum, antice emargi-
natum, disco triangulariter exeavato, sub lente sparsim irregulari-
ter punctulatum, clypeo parvo, nodoso, vix conspicuo. — Antennce
elongatie, articulix eylindricis, clava grisco-velutinosa. — Prothoror
transversus, sparsim punetutatus, in medio longitudinaliter canali-
culatus, postice impressionibus duabus sat profunde notatus,
lateribus antice dilatatis, marginibus minute serrulatis, angulis
posticis - obliquis, emarginatis. KElytra glabra, linea marginali
reflexa, punctata, humeris prominulis spina minima nodosa
instructis.  Seufellum sparsim punctulatum.  Pedes punctati,
tibiis anticis apicem versus tuberculis minutis irregulariter
armatis.  Subtus pectore, capiteque lateribus varioloso-punctatis.
Long.. corp. unc. 1, mandib. lin. 5.

Hab. Columbia ; sp. un. Mus. Steinheil.

For the opportunity of describing this new and interesting
species T am indebted to Mr. Edward Steinheil, of Munich, who
has kindly entrusted it to me with other interesting Lucanoid
Coleoptera found by him in his recent travels in Central America.

Mr. Steinheil informs me that he found two specimens only,
2 and @ (dead), in the month of Marcl, near Santa Rosa, m the
central Cordilleras, between Cartago and Mauizales ; the same
traveller also discovered examples, 7 and @, of C. Luxeii, but
in a different locality, (Fast Colmnbia).  The female of the latter
is evidently identical with the insect recently deseribed as C.
Louzeri @, from a specimen in the British Musewm, by M.
Charles O Waterhouse, (Ciste nte 1) po 36:4), and will probably
prove identical with Pholidotius Redeher, Hope, the Aype speci-
men of which is now in Mr. Thomson’s collection, and has heen
noted by him (Ann. Soc Ente Fro deo Ser. 1) as being possihly
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the @ of Cunthurolethrus Luverd.  C. Steinkeili 1s closely allied
to C. Buckleyi, (Trans. Ent. Soc., 1872, p. 77, Tab. 1, figs. 1
and 2), but is at once distinguished by its more conspicuously
dilated thorax, by its head being almost quadrate instead of nar-
rowed at the base as in (. Buckleyi, and further by its mandi-
bles being opaque and slightly concave on their upper surface
instead of shining and convex, moreover their apical bifurcation
is much stronger and the sub-apical tooth more acute and situate
closer to the apex: judging from the extraordinary difference in
the size of the female, the vur. mz. of the male must prove to
be of very considerable magnitude.

C. Steinheili, Parry, n. sp. (. var. max.).

C. miger, capite prothoraceque nitidis, valde varioloso-puncta-
tis, elytris subvelutinoso-opacis.

Mandibulee depressee, granulosee, apicibus acutis,  Cupuf mag-
num, quadratum, angulis anticis rotundatis, in medio ad basin
sab profunde foveatum. Awnfenne nigre, capite mandibulisque
paulo longiores, articulis cylindricis, clava griseo-velutinosa.

Prothorar transversus, valde varioloso-punctatus, in medio
late canaliculatus, disco irregulariter rugoso-lineato ; lateribus
semicirenlariter arcuatis, regulariter minute nodoso-serratis ; angu-
lis posticis emarginatis, vix dentatis. Elytra paulo depressa,
sub lente erebre regulariter punctata ; humeris prominulis, tuber-
culo minuto nodoso instructis, linca utrinque erosa sinuata, ab
angulo hmerali fere ad medinm discendente, notata.  Sewtellum
nitidum, grosse et profunde punctatum, linea laterali glabra.
Corpus subtus nitidum, grosse et profunde punetatum ; abdomen
minute punctulatum.  7%0/e ommnino muticee.  Long. cers.
(mandib. incl.) une. 1, lin. 3,

Hab. Columbia.  Mus. Steinheil.

Both from the description and figure of C. Reichei it is impos-
sible, I think, as has been suggested to me, to affiliate thereto
the insect now described.  The very remarkable difference in the
form of the thorax is alone sufiicient to separate the two species ;
in C. Steinfieili this segment is considerably wider, with the
sides evidently more arcuate and much less serrated, and finally
the strong spine, so prominent in the posterior angle of C. Reiched,
is totally absent, and T rveiterate my opinion that €. Reiched will
in all probability prove to be the § of C. Luxeri.



