
HFL Length of Hind Femur, along dorsal margin, from 
articulation with trochanter to posterior-most ex-
tremity. 

HL Head Length: measured in full face view, from pos-
terior margin of vertex to anterior-most margin of 
clypeus. 

HW Head Width: measured in full face view, the great-
est measurable width of the head, exclusive of com-
pound eyes. 

ICD Interocular Distance: shortest distance between in-
ner margins of compound eyes in full face (frontal) 
view. 

IOD Interocellar Distance: minimum distance between 
lateral (posterior) ocelli in frontal view. 

ML Mesosomal Length: measured from anterior-most 
point of pronotum to posterior-most point of propo-
deum. 

OD Ocellus Diameter: maximum width across anterior 
ocellus in frontal view. 

OI Ocular Index: (EL / HL) × 100. 
OMD Oculomandibular Distance: minimum length of ma-

lar area in lateral view, from anterior eye margin 
to nearest point of malar area. 

OOD Ocellocular Distance: minimum distance between a 
posterior (lateral) ocellus and inner margin of com-
pound eye, in frontal view. 

PNW Pronotal Width: maximum width of pronotum in 
dorsal view.  

SI Scape Index: (SL / HW) × 100. 
SL Scape Length: maximum straight-line length of scape, 

excluding basal condyle. 
 

Systematics 
Camponotus festinatus (BUCKLEY, 1866) complex 
This is a small complex that ranges across the southwest-
ern United States from central Texas to southern Califor-
nia, thence south into central Mexico. The complex is here 
defined by the following combination of features that will 
separate it from all other Nearctic species complexes: (1) 
the clypeus bears a well defined median ridge ("carina"); 
(2) the anterior margin of the clypeal median lobe is broad-
ly transverse or shallowly concave; (3) the lateral mar-
gins of the head, as seen in full face view are evenly be-
set with short, stiff erect setae that extend from the base of 
the mandible to the posterolateral corner of the head (lim-
ited to the malar area in one species); (4) antennal scape 
shaft with at least a few erect setae, at least in major wor-
kers and queens; (5) side of pronotum of major workers of-
ten with standing setae above ventral margin; (6) appres-
sed pubescence of gastral terga short and widely scattered, 
adjacent hairs separated by much more than their lengths; 
(7) head and body light yellowish brown with varying de-
grees of darker brownish infuscation. 

Camponotus festinatus was described by the Texas State 
Geologist S.B. BUCKLEY (1866) as a species of Formica, 
one of 67 presumed new ant species from the United States. 
The descriptions were woefully inadequate and myrmeco-
logists of the time despaired of recognizing his species 
since there were no clearly identifiable type specimens. 
WHEELER (1902) tackled these vexing difficulties and I 
can do no better than to quote from his opening remarks: 
"The sixty-seven odd descriptions are, indeed, fearfully 

and wonderfully made. With a persistency, which at times 
seems almost intentional, the author selects for description 
the worthless, insignificant features of the ant's body*, [* 
Such, e.g., as the distance (sometimes measured to within 
one or two hundredths of an inch!) to which the wing tips 
of the female project beyond the abdomen as if, forsooth, 
the abdomen of these insects were incapable of expansion 
or contraction.] and passes without a word over the im-
portant, distinctive characters. His conception of generic 
characters is even more nebulous than his appreciation of 
specific differences. Sometimes he mistakes the sex of the 
form he is describing, and at other times confounds seve-
ral very distinct forms in a single description." 

"No wonder, therefore, that Prof. Forel wrote, in 1884: 
"Quant aux descriptions de Buckley, elles sont telles que 
je suis obligé d'en faire absolument abstraction, vu qu'elles 
ne permettant pas de reconnaître un seule espèce, ni même 
les genres." Dr. Gustave Mayr and Prof. Emery, however, 
who have occupied themselves somewhat more extensive-
ly with the ants of the United States, have gone to consid-
erable pains to determine the species described by the Tex-
an geologist. They have, indeed, succeeded in identifying 
some of the forms more or less accurately, but the bulk 
of Buckley's names still clogs our taxonomy and exaspe-
rates the student." 

Regarding Buckley's Formica festinata, WHEELER 
(1902) noted that this was "... recognizable with certainty 
as a variety of Camponotus fumidus, ROG., of very com-
mon occurrence on the dry hill-slopes of Central Texas." 
Camponotus fumidus was described by ROGER (1863) from 
a major worker from Venezuela. The type specimen appa-
rently is no longer extant (F. Koch, pers. comm.) and there 
is no certainty now of its identity. By 1925 C. fumidus had 
acquired 13 subspecies / varieties, ranging from northern 
South America to the southwestern United States and the 
Antilles, from Dominica to the Bahamas (EMERY 1925), 
even though there was never a clear concept of Roger's 
species. The situation has been further complicated by the 
existence of an additional related, if not synonymous, tax-
on, C. picipes (OLIVIER, 1792), with it's own accumula-
tion of subspecies and / or varieties, eight in all, occupy-
ing much the same range as that of the protean C. fumi-
dus. As in the case of C. fumidus, there is no clear con-
cept of C. picipes nor have type specimens, if they still 
exist, been examined in recent years but that is a problem 
beyond the purview of the present paper. SNELLING (1968) 
proposed that C. festinatus be elevated to full species, carry-
ing with it those synonyms listed by CREIGHTON (1950), 
but including also C. fragilis PERGANDE, 1894. Two An-
tillean forms, C. vittatus FOREL, 1904, and C. lucayanus 
WHEELER, 1905, were also recognized as full species. 

Because no type material of C. festinatus, the pivotal 
species in the complex, is known to exist, its identity is 
here stabilized by the designation of a neotype, described 
below.  

The United States species of the C. festinatus complex  
Camponotus absquatulator sp.n. 
Camponotus festinatus (BUCKLEY, 1866) 
Camponotus fragilis PERGANDE, 1894, sp.rev. 
Camponotus microps sp.n. 
Camponotus pudorosus EMERY, 1925, stat.n. 
Camponotus vafer WHEELER, 1910 
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