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R e p rin te d  f ro m  T h e  N a u t il u s , J u ly , 1941 , V ol. 55, N o .

O b s t r u c t i o  versus T r o p ic o r b i s .—F . C. Baker, in a note in 
N a u t i l u s ,  53, p. 106, points out that. Obstructio (Zool. Ser. F ield 
Mus. Nat. H ist., 24: p. 99; 1939), which I  described as a sub­
genus of Planorbula, cannot be subordinated to this genus. 
Baker, who probably knows more about Planorbidae than anyone 
else, refers Obstructio to Tropicorbis and makes i t  a plain 
synonym. From  the anatomical details given by him, there can 
be no doubt about the correctness of shifting my subgenus 
Obstructio to Tropicorbis. But, while both the obstructed and 
the non-obstructed species of this last named genus showed 
identical features of their sexual organs, proving thus their close 
relationships, they obviously differ in their shell characters, i.e., 
by lack or presence of in ternal teeth and lamellae. I, therefore, 
wish to m aintain Obstructio as a subgenus of Tropicorbis, which 
comprises the species provided w ith an  in ternal obstruction.— 
F r i t z  H a a s .


