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slightly  smaller  punctures  than  those  on  pronotum  and
elytra,  interspaces  between  them  smooth.  Other
ventrites  with  smaller  and  less  distinct  punctures,
interspaces  between  them  with  microreticulation
becoming  apically  more  contrasting.  Head  slightly
convex,  not  shorter  than  distance  between  eyes.
Antennae  about  3/4  as  long  as  width  of  head  and  with
club  comprising  nearly  1/4  of  total  antennal  length.
Pronotum  evenly  sloping  to  extremely  narrowly
explánate  sides,  with  anterior  and  posterior  angles
widely  rounded.  Scutellum  subtransverse  at  apex.
Elytra  about  as  long  as  wide  combined,  very  steeply
(subvertically)  sloping  at  extremely  naiTowly  explá-

nate sides.  Pygidium  somewhat  projecting  and  round-
ed at  apex.  Distance  between  mesocoxae  about  twice

and  that  between  metacoxae  about  3  times  as  great
as  that  between  procoxae.  Prosternal  process  nearly
twice  as  wide  as  antennal  club.  Metasternum  sub-
flattened.  Submetacoxal  line  slightly  deviating  from
middle  of  hind  edge  of  metacoxae.  Hypopygidium
subtruncate   at   wide   apex   and   without   clear
character  of  sexual  dimorphism.  Meso-  and  metatibiae
about  as  wide  as  protibia,  their  outer  edge  with  stout
and  dense  setae.  Protarsus  nearly  2/3  as  wide  as  proti-
bia,  meso-  and  metatarsi  much  narrower.  Claws  nar-

row and  simple.  Aedeagus  moderately  sclerotized.
Diagnosis.  This  new  species  is  characterized  by  its
distinct  features  in  the  shape  of  the  excision  between
the  lateral  lobes  of  the  tegmen,  which  is  wider  than
that  in  any  other  species  of  the  ainplicollis-gronp  and
in  the  very  long  subacute  apex  of  the  penis  trunk
[somewhat  similar  to  that  in  M.  (C.)  robertsoni  Audi-
sio,  1997  -  see  below].  Also,  it  is  characterized  by  its
even  puncturation  on  dorsum  -  head,  pronotum  and
elytra  (without  trace  of  transrugosity  or  aciculation  on
elytra).  Only  M  (C.)  testudo  Audisio,  1997  has  also
no  trace  of  transrugosity  or  aciculation,  while  other
species  of  the  group  more  or  less  express  this  type  of
sculpture  on  the  elytra,  although  some  of  them  as  an
extreme  of  variability  show  almost  obsolete  expres-

sion of  it  [most  specimens  of  M  (C.)  capensis  Reitter,
1872  demonstrate  trace  of  this  type  of  sculpture
usually  only  at  lateral  edge  of  elytra  in  their  basal  hal-

ves]. This  new  species  is  most  similar  to  M  (C.)
floralis  Reitter,  1872,  but  differs  from  the  latter  in
its  more  arcuate  pronotal  sides,  somewhat  denser
puncturation  on  dorsum,  lack  of  trace  of  transrugosity
on  elytra,  somewhat  wider  protibiae,  wider  male
protarsi  and  aedeagal  structure.  Except  for  the  distinct
male  genitalia  and  lack  of  trace  of  transrugosity  or
aciculation  on  elytra,  M.  (C.)  roeri  sp.  nov.  also  differs
from:

-  Meligethes  (C.)  amplicoUis  Boheman,  1851  M  (C.)
(=  chevrolati  Reitter,  1972;  laticollis  Reitter,  1873)
and  M.  (C.)  dahlgreni  Audisio,  1997  in  its  smaller  and

more  slender  body,  darker  appendages,  shape  of  pro-
notum and  elytra,  wider  antennal  club,  narrower  trans-

verse smooth  stripe  at  anterior  edge  of  irons  and  sim-
ple tarsal  claws  [the  specimens  in  the  Boheman's  and

Reitter's  type  series  and  other  specimens  examined
strongly  vary  in  body  size,  shape  of  elytra  and  prono-

tum, expression  of  transrugosity  on  elytra,  width  of
smooth  stripe  at  anterior  edge  of  frons  and  tarsal
claws,  and  P.  Audisio  (1997)  supposes  that  this
synonymy  can  be  revised];

-  Meligethes  (C.)  breytenbachae  Audisio,  1997  and
M.  (C.)  nigipennis  Spornraft  et  Kirejtshuk,  1993  in  its
more  slender  body,  lighter  appendages,  wider  proster-

nal process,  crenellation  of  protibiae  and  wider  male
protarsi  [it  is  most  probable  that  the  type  specimens  of
M  (C.)  breytenbachae  and  M  (C.)  nigipennis  are
conspecifíc.  Nevertheless,  it  would  be  advisable  to
examine  and  compare  in  detail  their  type  series];

-  Meligethes  (C.)  capensis  Reitter,  1872  in  its  smaller
and  more  slender  body,  lighter  appendages,  shorter
pronotum,  somewhat  shorter  pubescence,  somewhat
larger  and  denser  pucturation  of  dorsum,  narrower
male  protarsi  and  simple  tarsal  claws;

-  Meligethes  (C.)  clavatus  Reitter,  1872  (if  this  spe-
cies really  is  a  member  of  the  group  under  considera-
tion -  see  Audisio,  1997)  in  its  smaller  body,  marked-

ly less  conspicuously  pubescence,  contour  of  emargi-
nation  of  anterior  edge  of  frons,  wider  prosternal  pro-

cess and  type  of  crenellanion  on  outer  edge  of  wider
protibiae  [this  species  has  very  distinct  structure  of
male  genitalia  and  some  external  characters  similar  to
those  in  M.  (C.)  argentariiis  Audisio,  Kirk-Spriggs  et
Kirejtshuk,  1998  and  M.  (C.)  mavshalli  Grouvelle,
1915,  although  the  anterior  edge  of  frons  is  somewhat
shaped  as  that  in  the  species  of  the  ainpl  icol  I  is-group];

-  Meligethes  (C.)  colophonoides  Audisio,  1997  in  its
shape  of  pronotum  and  elytra,  wider  antennal  club,
less  raised  pubescence  on  dorsum,  moderately  long
and  markedly  wider  protibiae  and  rather  wider  male
protarsi;

-  Meligethes  (C.)  dentellas  Spornraft  et  Kirejtshuk,
1993  in  its  larger,  somewhat  more  slender  and  mar-

kedly less  convex  body,  lighter  appendages,  pronotum
more  narrowed  anteriorly,  apparently  denser  punctu-
ralion  on  dorsum,  somewhat  narrower  male  protarsi
and  simple  tarsal  claws;

-  Meligethes  (C.)  debiasei  Audisio,  1997  (if  this  spe-
cies really  is  a  member  of  the  group  under  considera-
tion -  see  Audisio,  1997)  in  lighter  appendages,  more

conspicuous  greyish  pubescence,  wider  antennal  club,
completely  different  type  of  crenellation  of  markedly
narrower  protibiae;
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-  Meligethes  (C.)  ßoraHmimiis  Audisio,  1997  in  its
darker,  robust  and  larger  body,  greyish  and  more
conspicuous  pubescence,  denser  puncturation  on
dorsum,  more  distinct  emargination  of  anterior  edge
of  frons  with  clear  median  projection,  wider  antennal
clubs,  wider  prosternal  process,  less  even  crenellation
along  outer  edge  of  wider  protibia;
-  Meligethes  (C.)  fritschi  Reitter,  1872  {=comosiis
Reitter,  1872)  in  its  smaller  and  more  slender  body,
markedly  less  conspicuous  dorsal  pubescence,  shal-

lower emargination  of  anterior  edge  of  irons,  wider
antennal  club,  shape  of  pronotum  with  extremely
narrowly  explánate  sides,  narrower  male  protibiae  and
simple  tarsal  claws;
-  Meligethes  (C.)  grandicollis  Reitter,  1872  in  smaller
body,  shorter  pronotum  and  longer  elytra,  greyish
dorsal  pubescence,  clear  median  projection  of  anterior
emargination  of  frons  and  larger  crenellation  along
outer  edge  of  protibiae;
-   Meligethes  (C.)   howdeni  Kirejtshuk,   1990  (?=
ngH'aneemis  Spornraft  et  Kirejtshuk,  1 993)  in  its  light-

er appendages,  deeper  emargination  of  anterior  edge
of  frons  with  median  projection  and  markedly  wider
male   protarsi   [the   names   synonymized   by
Audisio,  1997  were  proposed  for  two  foims  differing
in  the  expression  of  transrugosity  on  the  elytra  and
size  of  the  teeth  on  the  outer  edge  of  the  protibia];
-  Meligethes  (C.)  inconspicuus  Spornraft  et  Kirejts-

huk, 1993  (=  nigipiisilliis  Audisio,  1997,  syn.  nov.)  in
its  lighter  appendages,  shorter  pronotum,  median  pro-

jection of  emargination  of  anterior  edge  of  frons  and
smaller   number   of   subapical   larger   teeth   of
protibiae  [the  description  of  the  latter  is  completely
corresponding  to  the  characters  in  that  of  the  iu"st,  al-

though antennal  clubs  drawn  in  Audisio  (1997)  look
like  somewhat  narrower];
-Meligethes  (C.)  largiis  Spornraft  et  Kirejtshuk,  1993
in  its  lighter  appendages,  much  shorter  and  narrower
pronotum,  median  projection  of  emargination  of
anterior  edge  of  frons  and  much  narrower  male
protarsi;
-Meligethes  (C.  montisatris  Audisio,  1997  in  its  light-

er appendages,  shorter  pronotum,  apparently  larger
and  wider  antennal  clubs,  markedly  wider  protibiae
and  simple  tarsal  claws;
-  Meligethes  (C.)  natalensis  Spornraft  et  Kirejtshuk,
1993  in  its  shape  of  pronotum  with  extremely
narrowly  explánate  sides,  distinctly  larger  crenellation
at  apex  of  protibiae  and  simple  tarsal  claws;
-  Meligethes  (C.)  primogeniiis  Audisio,  1997  in  its
lighter  appendages,  less  conspicuous  dorsal  pubescen-

ce, apparently  larger  and  wider  antennal  club,  diffe-
rent crenellation  of  wider  protibiae  and  simple  tarsal

claws;

-  Meligethes  (C.)  pseiidorimiilosus  Audisio,  1997  in
its  somewhat  smaller  body,  lighter  appendages,  fmer
and  denser  puncturation  on  dorsum  and  normal  struc-

ture of  profemur  and  larger  teeth  at  outer  edge  of
wider  protibiae;
-  Meligethes  (C.)  pygmaeiis  Reitter,  1872  in  its  more
conspicuous  dorsal  pubescence,  smaller  head,  wider
antennal  clubs,  emarginated  fore  edge  of  frons  with
clear  median  projection,  different  crenellation  of  pro-

tibiae and  wider  male  protarsi;
-  Meligethes  (C.)  rimulosus  Reitter,  1872  in  its  much
more  shining  dorsum,  clear  median  projection  in
anterior  edge  of  frons  and  wider  male  protarsi;
-  Meligethes  (C.)  robertsoni  Audisio,  1997  in  its  some-

what larger  body,  greyish  dorsal  pubescence,  larger
antennal  club,  clear  median  projection  of  emargina-

tion of  anterior  edge  of  frons  and  larger  teeth  along
outer  edge  of  wider  protibiae  [in  contrast  to  M.  (C.)
robertsoni  excision  of  lateral  lobes  of  the  new  species
is  very  wide  and  projecting  apex  of  penis  trunk  is  sub-
acute];
-  Meligethes  (C.)  riigifer  Spornraft  &  Kirejtshuk,
1993  in  its  more  slender  body,  different  proportion  of
pronotum,  wider  prosternal  process  with  wider  and
subtruncate  apex,  larger  teeth  along  outer  edge  of  pro-

tibiae and  narrower  male  protarsi;
-  Meligethes  (C.)  subfloralis  Kirejtshuk,  1988  in  its
more  convex  and  markedly  more  slender  body,  much
denser  puncturation  on  dorsum,  shorter  and  narrower
pronotum,  extremely  narrowly  explánate  pronotal  and
elytral  sides,  rounded  apex  of  male  pygidium  [some
specimens  of  M.  (C.)  subfloralis  have  no  trace  of
median  projection  at  anterior  edge  of  irons];
-  Meligethes  (C.)  temiiriigatus  Spornraft  et  Kirejts-

huk, 1993  in  its  wider  antennal  club,  larger  teeth  along
outer  edge  of  protibiae  and  wider  male  protarsi;
-  Meligethes  (C.)  testudo  Audisio,  1997  in  its  smaller
and  much  more  slender  body  with  narrower  pronotum
and  elytra,  greyish  dorsal  pubescence,  apparently
smaller  and  denser  puncturation  on  dorsum  and
simple  tarsal  claws.
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Zusammenfassung.  Die  für  die  Wissenschaft  neue  Art
Meligetlies  (Clypeogethes)  roeri  wird  beschrieben,  eine
detaillierte  Diagnose  wird  gegeben.  Folgende  Synonymien
werden  begründet:  M  (C.)  howdeni  Kirejtshuk,  1990  und
M.  (C.)  ngwaneemis  Spornraft  &  Kirejtshuk,  1993;  M.  (C.)
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inconspicuiis  Spomraft  &  Kirejtshuk,  1993  und  M.  (C.)
nigipiisilliis  Audisio,  1997,  syn.  nov.;  sowie  M.  (C.)  riigi-
pennis  Spornraft  &  Kirejtshuk,  1993  und  M.  (C.)  breyten-
bachae  Audisio,  1997.
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Zum   Tod   von   Hubert   Franz   Maria   Roer,   *19.11.1926   tl7.11.2002

Dr.  Hubert  Roer  starb  am  17.  November  2002  völlig
überraschend.  Er  war  dem  Museum  Koenig  durch
annähernd  50  Jahre  seines  Lebens  so  intensiv  verbun-

den wie  kaum  einer  sonst.  Hubert  Roer  hat  an  unse-
rem Hause  als  Wissenschaftler  gearbeitet  und  dabei

nicht  nur  „seinen  Job  gemacht",  sondern  er  hat  sich
eingesetzt  und  gekümmert  und  die  Belange  des
Museums  auch  persönlich  wichtig  genommen.

Hubert  Franz  Maria  Roer  (19.11.1926-17.11.2002),
im  Oktober  2001.  Mit  freundlicher  Genehmigung  von  Frau
Ursula  Roer,  Wachtberg- Villiprott.

Hubert  Roer  wurde  am  19.  November  1926  geboren
als  Sohn  des  Regierungs-Oberbauinspektors  Anton
Roer  und  seiner  Frau  Christine,  geb.  Wiegard,  in
Heessen  bei  Hamm/Westfalen.  Er  besuchte  die
Katholische  Volksschule  in  Hamm  von  1933  bis
1936,  ab  1937  die  dortige  Graf-Adolf-von-der-Mark-
Oberschule.

Hubert  Roer  konnte  nicht  eine  unbeschwerte  Gym-
nasialzeit durchlaufen  und  gleich  nach  dem  Abitur

das  studieren,  was  er  anstrebte.  Seine  Schulzeit  wur-
de, wie  die  vieler  seiner  Altersgenossen,  unterbrochen

durch   Einberufung   zur   Heimattlak   (15.02.1943-
14.02.1944),  dann  zum  Reichsarbeitsdienst  (14.02.
1944-27.04.1944),  und  schließlich  -  ab  22.05.1944  -
zum  regulären  Wehrdienst  und  anschließendem  Front-

einsatz, russische  Kriegsgefangenschaft  und  dort
Erkrankung.  Am  18.  September  1945  wurde  er  aus  der
Kriegsgefangenschaft  entlassen.  So  konnte  er  erst
1946   das   Abitur   machen,   jedoch   nicht   gleich
anschließend  Biologie  studieren,  wie  er  das  eigentlich
wollte.  Statt  dessen  absolvierte  er  zunächst  eine  Aus-

bildung zum  Gärtner  in  Münster  und  ein  Studium  des
Gaitenbaus  an  der  TH  München.  1952  legte  er  sein
Diplom  ab,  mit  einer  Arbeit  über  Grenzen  und  Mög-

lichkeiten des  Vogelschutzes  im  Rahmen  der  biologi-
schen Schädlingsbekämpfung.  Im  selben  Jahr  nahm

ihn  der  an  der  Universität  Bonn  lehrende  Agrarento-
mologe  Hans  Blunck  als  Doktorand  an,  und  schon  in
diesem  Jahr  kam  Hubert  Roer  als  Gast  an  das
Museum  Koenig.  Der  damalige  Direktor,  Martin
Eisentraut,  stellte  ihm  -  nach  Vermittlung  durch
Herrn  Blunck  -  einen  Arbeitsplatz  für  die  Doktorar-

beit zur  Verfügung.  Diese  Dissertation  handelte  von
Problemen  der  Insektenwanderungen,  hauptsächlich
der  Wanderungen  von  Schmetterlingen.  Um  Schmet-

terlinge, vor  allem  Weißlinge  (Pieridae),  drehten  sich
auch  acht  der  ersten  zehn  seiner  wissenschaftlichen
Publikationen.  Hubert  Roer  wurde  1956  zum  Dr.  agr.
promoviert  und  trat  anschließend  mit  einem  For-

schungsstipendium der  Deutschen  Forschungsge-
ineinschaft  in  das  Wissenschaftler-Kollegiuin  des
Museum  Koenig  ein.  Zunächst  war  sein  Tätigkeitsfeld
weiterhin  die  Erforschung  von  Schmetterlingswande-

rungen, die  er  unter  anderem  mit  Hilfe  von  Aluini-
nium-Markierungen  auf  den  Flügeln  von  Schmetter-

lingen verfolgte.

Als  Martin  Eisentraut  1959  beschloß,  die  Zentral-
stelle für  Fledermaus-Beringung  ain  Museuin  Koenig

zu  etablieren,  übeitrug  er  die  damit  verbundenen  Auf-
gaben an  Hubert  Roer.  Die  Arbeiten  wurden  von

1960  bis  1963  durch  ein  Stipendium  der  DFG  finan-
ziert. 1963  wurde  Hubert  Roer  als  Wissenschaftlicher

Angestellter  in  den  regulären  Dienst  des  Museums
übemominen,  als  Kurator  für  die  Käfersainmlung.
Weiterhin  oblagen  ihm  aber  auch  die  mit  der  Fleder-

maus-Beringung zusammenhängenden  Pflichten.
Dazu  gehörte  unter  anderem  die  Betreuung  eines  Mit-

teilungsblatts für  Fledermauskunde,  das  als  hektogra-
phierter  Rundbrief  für  Beringer  begann,  von  Herrn
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