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NOTICE OF MEETING 

 

The next meeting of the Branch will be held on the 17th August at the Melbourne Camera Club Building, cnr. 

Dorcas & Ferrars Sts South Melbourne at 8pm.   

Members are invited to bring along, present and speak on items of interest, i.e. shells, collecting experiences, 

books, photos, or any research project in which they are involved. 

 

 

 

The September Meeting will be held on the 21st. This will be a members night unless otherwise advised. 

  

 

Members are also encouraged to bring along books shells etc to buy/sell or swap as we have previously 

done to either of these meetings.  

 

 

Raffles and supper as usual. 

 

 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Secretary / Treasurer Michael Lyons      Tel. No. 9894 1526 

  

Printed courtesy of Vicki Ward’s Office, Parliamentary Member for Eltham 
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Triphoridae of Victoria & the Bass Strait region – some updates and clarifications 

 

Triphoridae are amongst the most attractive of the smaller gastropods in Victoria.  The shells often combine 

striking colour patterns and interesting textural detail with the unusual characteristic of sinistrality.  The most 

important paper on the group regionally was published by Marshall (1983), who revised many of the genera 

and illustrated protoconch and shell detail for a great many species, utilising the then relatively young 

technology of scanning electron microscopy (SEM). 

Marshall (1983) drew heavily on the Australian Museum (AM, Sydney) and South Australian Museum 

(SAM, Adelaide) collections, and also consulted type material stored in TMAG (Tasmania), as well as 

referring to many overseas collections.  However, for reasons unknown, he did not study material held in 

Museum Victoria (MV).  Several years ago I saw an opportunity to re-examine most of the MV collection 

making use of the insights provided by Marshall (1983).  Furthermore, in the light of my own collecting 

efforts and the information presented by Marshall (1983), many of the records given by Macpherson & 

Gabriel (1962) appeared to be questionable and I was keen to clarify these if possible. 

 

One of the surprises in examining the MV Triphoridae was that there were relatively few surprises.  Most of 

the fauna of the Victorian coast and Bass Strait seems to be pretty well accounted for by Marshall’s (1983) 

volume.  There are only 2 unnamed species in central Victoria which can be well characterised and I’m 

currently in the process of attempting to describe these.  Possibly another one or two unnamed species exist 

but they are known from poor quality material only.  Only two species, reported on here, represent new 

records for the Bass Strait region (range extensions), but a number of species represent deletions from the 

local fauna subsequent to misidentifications that were presented in Macpherson & Gabriel (1962).  

Unfortunately, I don’t have detailed notes at hand on the material that I examined, and no longer study the 

Museum Victoria collections, however a few basic notes can be safely made here. 

 

Aclophoropsis maculosa (Hedley, 1903):  Macpherson & Gabriel (1962) reported this species as Notosinister 

maculosa (Hedley, 1903), from various central Victorian localities.  However, these records are based on 

misidentifications of Aclophoropsis festiva (A. Adams, 1851).  The nearest authentic records according to 

Marshall (1983) are from Gabo Island.  Macpherson & Gabriel (1962) also reported Notosinister robusta 

Laseron, 1954 from Portarlington, a taxon which Marshall (1983) ranked as a synonym of A. maculosa.  

Examining this material in MV I found them to be, from memory, mostly Obesula mammillata (Verco, 

1909) and Monophorus angasi (Crosse & Fischer, 1865).  This seemed strange, since both of these species 

are heavily pigmented and in no way resemble N. robusta Laseron, 1954, which is nearly pure white.  One 

possible explanation is a potential confusion between N. robusta Laseron, 1954 and Aclophora robusta 

Laseron, 1958. 

Hedleytriphora innotabilis (Hedley, 1903): Recorded by Macpherson & Gabriel (1962) from “off Wilsons 

Promontory”.  I was able to locate this lot within MV and found it to be misidentified.  The nearest records 

given by Marshall (1983) are from the Sydney region.  One specimen from Bermagui in my own collection 

is tentatively identified. 

 

Cheirodonta labiata (A. Adams, 1851): Macpherson & Gabriel (1962) reported this species from Shoreham, 

under the name Notosinister labiata (A. Adams, 1851).  I examined this material and found it to be 

misidentified.  The nearest records according to Marshall (1983) are from Merimbula, NSW.  I have possibly 

seen a damaged example from Eden, but I did not retain the specimen. 

 

Mesophora fusca (Dunker, 1860): Macpherson & Gabriel (1962) reported a shell by the name of 

Notosinister nocturna (Hedley, 1903) from San Remo.  Marshall (1983) ranks this as a synyonym of 

Mesophora fusca, a decent sized and widespread tropical and subtropical species.  Upon examining the 

Victorian material I found it (not surprisingly) to be misidentified.  I have collected M. fusca from Balmoral, 

NSW, however it unknown from south of the Sydney region according to Marshall (1983). 

 

Hedleytriphora scitula (A. Adams, 1851): Macpherson & Gabriel (1962) listed Notosinister pfeifferi (Crosse 

& Fischer, 1865) from various Victorian localities.  Marshall (1983) ranks the latter taxon as a synonym of 

the former.  I cannot recall the specifics of my examination of MV material, however it is very likely that it 

is misidentified.  The nearest reports of H. scitula verified by Marshall (1983) are from Kangaroo Island, SA.  

Amongst the local Hedleytriphora in my own collection (probably several hundreds of specimens) none can 

be verified as H. scitula.  
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Isotriphora disjuncta (Verco, 1909): Macpherson & Gabriel (1962) reported this from Westernport Bay.  I 

was able to locate and photograph one specimen within MV (fig. c), however my notes state that it is from 

Shoreham, rather than dredged.  Unfortunately, the specimen is quite worn, old and faded.  The size is 

6.7mm.  It is possible that it is correctly identified as I. disjuncta, but it is not possible to be conclusive about 

this in my opinion.  In fact, the shell bears some similarities also to Isotriphora simulata Marshall, 1983.  

The status of both these taxa as members of the central Victorian fauna is presently fairly unclear, on account 

of the poor material.  The nearest verified records of both as per Marshall (1983) are from the vicinity of 

King Island. 

 

Triphora nivea (Verco, 1909): This taxon was reported from Torquay by Macpherson & Gabriel (1962) as 

Isotriphora tasmanica nivea (Verco, 1909), but transferred tentatively to Triphora s.s. by Marshall (1983).  I 

cannot recall the details of my examination of the MV collections, but this species is absent from my current 

list of central Victorian shells, so apparently I was unable to verify its legitimate occurrence here.  One 

problem is that the name of the species of misleading, since the holotype is a bleached or albino shell 

according to Marshall (1983).  The real T. nivea has a distinct colour pattern.  It would probably have been 

impossible to identify this species confidently prior to 1983. 

 

Teretriphora gemmegens (Verco, 1909): Macpherson & Gabriel (1962) recorded this from Westernport Bay.  

Examining the MV collections I was able to locate 2 specimens, in 2 separate lots, labelled with this name.  

The shells are clearly conspecific with one in my own collection, a shell found at Merricks Beach on 4 Dec 

2004 (figs. d-f).  Unfortunately all 3 examples are in quite worn condition.  Nevertheless, I have examined 

my specimen under SEM from both the apertural (fig. f) and dorsal (fig. e) sides.  Marshall (1983) showed a 

photograph of the holotype of T. gemmegens, from SA, but did not show any SEM image of the protoconch.  

Presumably permission was not granted to subject it to gold coating.  Marshall (1983) did comment that the 

protoconch possesses “three smooth protoconch spirals”.  However, the Victorian specimen shown here also 

exhibits axial sculpture on the protoconch and on this basis it seems doubtful that VIC and SA material are 

conspecific.  I have examined a photograph of the holotype of T. gemmegens, however it was inconclusive in 

terms of the protoconch.  At some future stage I would like to personally examine this holotype, however for 

now I tentatively consider the VIC shells to be probably a closely related but unnamed species.  Even if this 

is the case they should not be named due to the poor condition of the available material, in accordance with 

the advice offered by Marshall (1983: 2).  Similar shells to the one shown here have been collected in 

Tasmania.  I have examined 2 specimens from the collection of Rob de Little, however the condition of the 

specimens was so poor that nothing could be reasonably concluded from them. 

 

Other Isotriphora: One lot of mixed specimens in MV contained an outstanding white Isotriphora specimen 

collected from Point Lonsdale in 1967.  At the time I was unable to identify the specimen, however it later 

occurred to me that it might be I. vercoi.  I have examined a few basic photographs of the specimen, taken by 

Platon Vafiadis, however these are inconclusive in terms of the critical fine protoconch detail.  Nevertheless, 

it is an interesting specimen which is worthy of re-examination.  It may simply be a bleached or albinistic 

Isotriphora amethystina Marshall, 1983.  Currently the only Isotriphora confirmed from central VIC is I. 

amethystina, however several others may occur here such as I. simulata, I. tasmanica (Tenison-Woods, 

1875), I. vercoi and I. disjuncta.  I have seen at least a dozen white Isotriphora protoconchs in shellgrit, and 

examined some of these under SEM, but none can be confirmed as anything other than I. amethystina.  

 

Eutriphora pseudocana Marshall, 1983: This species was unexpectedly collected alive from Point Lonsdale 

during the fieldwork associated with the 2012 MALSOC conference.  The specimen was identified by Platon 

Vafiadis and represented a new record for Victoria.  Subsequently, a few other overlooked specimens were 

discovered in MV.  See Stephens & Vafiadis (2015) for photos and more information. 

 

Obesula profundior Marshall, 1983:  An examination of unidentified triphorids from the wet collection of 

MV produced one example of this species (F.152126, fig. b).  The specimen was collected from 124 m of 

water, east of Flinders Island (39.747°S, 148.677°E), on 14 Nov 1981 by the RV Tangaroa.  The shell 

measures 4.3mm.  This is the first record from the Victoria / Bass Strait region.  O. profundior was described 

from SA and WA. 

Magnosinister hedleyi Laseron, 1954: Perhaps the most striking find amongst the unidentified MV material 

was a large, intact specimen of Magnosinister hedleyi Laseron, 1954 (F.187871, fig. b).   The shell was  
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approximately 14mm in size.  It was collected from the continental slope, in 695 m of water, 55 km NE of 

Babel Island (39.64°S, 148.82°E) on 27 Mar 1979.  The reasons this represented an important find were 

multiple.  Firstly, it is the first specimen to be recognised from outside NSW (Marshall (1983) gave the 

distribution as between Angourie and Twofold Bay).  Secondly, Marshall (1983) illustrated what he 

described as “the only known intact adult specimen”, however, this shell would have been coated in gold as 

part of Marshall’s SEM examination.  Hence, the MV specimen may have been the only intact, uncoated 

specimen in existence. 

The reasons for the strange uses of tenses in the preceding paragraph can now be explained by way of a sad 

and cautionary diversion.  Considering the importance of the specimen I gave it to an MV staff member in 

order that it be databased prior to photography.  When I received the vial back I was horrified to discover 

that the specimen was damaged at both ends.  Initially I thought that the damage might have been my fault, 

but I soon realised that the shell was almost certainly broken during the databasing process.  Most likely the 

vial was uncapped and the label was lifted up so that the specimen could be viewed through the glass.  The 

shell then fell to sit diagonally within the bottom of the vial, then when downwards pressure was exerted on 

the cap the label was jammed against the tip of the shell, ripping off the protoconch and also shattering the 

outer lip.  

This is an incident that I learnt from.  Subsequently, when I encountered a particularly precious specimen 

within the MV collections I would immediately place it in a micro-vial or gel capsule, in order to avoid the 

potential for such destructive interactions between the label and the specimen.  In my own collection shells 

and labels are also stored in such a way that the shells are unlikely to be damaged.  The protoconch of the M. 

hedleyi specimen is still present within the vial. 

 

Overall, about 24 or 25 species of Triphoridae are currently known from the central Victorian region 

(between Cape Otway and Wilsons Promontory, in shallow water) and at least another 11 from the broader 

Bass Strait area.  However, the group is a challenging one and it will be difficult for researchers to encounter 

high quality material for all but a few of the more common species. 

 

References: 

Macpherson, J. H. & Gabriel, C. J. (1962).  Marine Molluscs of Victoria.  Melbourne University Press, 

Parville, Victoria.  475pp + xv. 

Marshall, B. A. (1983).  A revision of the Recent Triphoridae of southern Australia (Mollusca: Gastropoda).  

Records of the Australian Museum (1983), suppl. 2, 1-119. 

Caption: 

A: Obesula profundior Marshall, 1983.  East of Flinders Island, 124 m.  F.152126.  B: Magnosinister 

hedleyi Laseron, 1954.  C: Isotriphora sp. (cf. simulata)  Shoreham.  MV specimen.  D: Teretriphora sp.  

Merricks Beach.  L. Stephens collection.  Scale bars: A-D, 1mm.  E-F, 400µm. 

Lynton Stephens 
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WHO ON EARTH WAS MR. JUKES? 

 
The best known wentletrap on Victorian shores is Epitonium jukesianum (Forbes, 1852). As well as this little 

shell, there are several others from around the Australian coast that are named either jukesii or, more often, 

jukesi. Mr. Jukes must have been popular with Messrs. Forbes, Deshayes or Reeve, as these were the 

workers who named shells after him. As it happens, Joseph Beete Jukes was quite an intrepid fellow. 

 

In the years following European settlement of New South Wales, there was a great amount of exploration 

carried out, not only inland but also around the coastline by such well-known navigators as Flinders and 

Baudin. It quickly became apparent that the waters around the Great Barrier Reef and into Torres Strait were 

extremely hazardous for all manner of shipping, no matter the size of the boats. A few voyagers had tackled 

the “inside passage” and got through, more by good luck than anything else.  In 1819 a route was discovered 

through the labyrinth of narrow channels at the north end of the GBR by Phillip Parker King, one of the great 

unsung explorers of Australia. Prior to that nearly all ships took the easier route outside the reef – much safer 

but much longer. Torres Strait was still a major problem, no matter which way the ships were headed. 

 

By 1840, with trade increasing from the eastern seaboard to eastern Asia and also Europe there were 

numerous ships passing through Torres Strait and it was clear that there needed to be a lot more survey work 

to chart the many islands, reefs and shoals that were scattered through the area and so hazardous for small 

sailing ships. The British Admiralty ordered the 485 ton corvette, HMS “Fly” to survey Torres Strait under 

the command of Captain Francis Blackwood. He was accompanied by a smaller vessel, the “Bramble” under 

the command of Lieutenant Charles Yule. This was a classic case of who you know rather than what you 

know! Blackwood was not a surveyor’s bootlace, whereas his deputy, Yule, was said to be a far more 

competent and zealous surveyor. Blackwood’s instructions were to carry out a full survey of the Great 

Barrier Reef; survey both the eastern and western approaches to Torres Strait, plus all the channels in 

between; obtain the position of any reefs lying between New Caledonia and Lord Howe Island; and also to 

map the southern coast of New Guinea from its eastern end to the Torres Strait. He probably asked the Lords 

of the Admiralty what they wanted him to do after lunch! 

 

On board the “Fly” were two naturalists, J. Beete Jukes and John McGillivray. [The latter was also naturalist 

on board HMS “Rattlesnake”, along with Thomas Huxley, under the command of Captain Owen Stanley a 

few years later.] Joseph Beete Jukes was born in Birmingham in 1811. He was trained as a geologist and 

worked extensively in Newfoundland prior to joining Blackwood’s party on the “Fly”.  The expedition 

certainly carried out an enormous amount of the work that they had set out to do. Their work extended from 

New Guinea to the southern end of the Great Barrier Reef, including much of Torres Strait. They 

circumnavigated Australia twice in the course of their three years in the area. Jukes carried out extensive 

geological studies of the GBR, and eventually produced an attempt at a geological map of the entire 

continent. He shrewdly guessed that there would be a great amount of mineral wealth and urged the powers 

that be to carry out more extensive geological surveys of the colony. 

 

On returning to England, Jukes wrote the Narrative of the Surveying Voyage of 

HMS “Fly” and this was apparently very well received when it was published 

in 1847. In 1850, Jukes became director of the geological survey of Ireland and 

held this position until 1869 when he died following his falling off a horse. And 

so, in Appendix 5 On the Mollusca collected by Mr. MacGillivray during the 

Voyage of the Rattlesnake, Professor Edward Forbes described Scalaria 

jukesiana (P. 383) with the simple note: “It is dedicated to the author of the 

Voyage of the Fly.” 
                                                                    This photo is taken from Wikipedia 

References: 
Mozley, A. 1967. Joseph Beete Jukes (1811-1869) in Australian Dictionary of Biography, 

Vol. 2.  

 

Powell, A. 2010. Northern Voyagers: Australia’s Monsoon Coast in Maritime History. 

Australian Scholarly Publishing Pty. Ltd. (435pp).    

Alan Monger 
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The 1832 Cowry names of G.B.Sowerby II 

 

It may not be well known that seven of the eight now generally accepted cowry names attributed to 

G.B.Sowerby II, featured in his 1832 issues of Conchological Illustrations were actually described by John 

Edward Gray and one, although not described, originated from Gray. The seven species were described in 

his never published Descriptive Catalogue of Shells, Part 1, on Cowries completed in June 1832, which was 

to be the text accompanying Sowerby’s intended Conchological Illustrations or coloured figures of all 

hitherto unpublished recent shells. A reference to the author and publication of all previously figured shells 

would also be given forming a complete addition to Wood’s Catalogue of Shells.  

 

The bitter dispute that erupted between Gray and Sowerby that is well documented by Petit (2002 and 2009) 

resulting in the intended text being abandoned and only coloured figures with minimum text resulting, 

although the authorship of eight species were attributed to Gray’s unpublished Catalogue, referring only to 

the page number. The 22 pages of cowry descriptions (including allied) consisting of 174 species, plus an 

introductory page on Strombidae was completed in June 1832 and then abandoned and exists now in only 

proof form. 

During research for my article “Early taxonomic history of Notocypraea”, Andrea Salvador of the Natural 

History Museum UK kindly sent me a copy of Gray’s unpublished Catalogue which reveals a fascinating 

insight into the pettiness and jealousy that existed between on one side, the Sowerby’s and Reeve, on the 

other, Gray and William Perry. The excuse that the Catalogue was badly written and could not be published 

was more likely due to Sowerby and Reeve refusing to use Perry’s names. The mistakes in the Catalogue 

could have been easily rectified (Petit 2009). 

 

Details of Gray’s eight species referred to are listed in the following table, 

including the habitat and cabinet to which Gray referred and the intended new 

species and illustration numbers for the proposed joint publication.   Listed also are 

the actual details published in Conchological Illustrations. Although Gray’s 

proposed text for all species was abandoned, Sowerby did publish a modified, 

slightly expanded description of Gray’s new species.   

 

Although Sowerby, Reeve and subsequent authors attributed the name reevei to 

Gray, there is no record of him having described it. One can only assume it was 

word of mouth before the bitter dispute erupted. 

 

How close it came to being a joint publication can be seen as Gray’s Catalogue 

included the intended title page and also the species numbers and figure numbers 

which in some cases matched.   The published title page simply deleted the 

reference to Gray’s Catalogue.                                                                                                   Intended title page 
 

Gray’s Catalogue June 1832 

 

Conchological Illustrations 

Species Sp. No.   Fig.  

 

Page Habitat Cabinet Sp.No.   Fig.  Part  

No. 

Date 

issued 

Attributed to 

C.broderipii 18 2 3 Pacific Ocean Cumings 20 2 3 12/10/32 Gray 

C.contaminata 88 21 11 Not stated Gray 96 21 4 19/10/32 Gray 

C.cumingii 41 5 6 Pacific Ocean Cumings 77 5 1 28/09/32 Gray 

C.exusta 28 Not 

Given 
4 Indian Ocean Mr. Walker 25 2* 

2* 

5  Dorsal 

7  Ventral 

26/10/32 

9/11/32 

Gray’s variety 

C.talpa exustus  

C.goodalli 77 16 10 Pacific Ocean Gray & Foy 76 16 3 12/10/32 Gray 

C.walkeri 94 22* 11 Indian Ocean  Mr. Walker 70 22* 5  26/10/32 Gray 

C xanthodon  84 18 10 Not stated Gray 88 18 3 12/10/32 Gray 

C.reevei                               Not in Catalogue 15 52 8  Ventral  11/32 Gray 

 

Conchological Illustrations was issued in 200 parts between 1832 and 1841. After the first 8 parts on 

cowries, other families were featured, cowries resuming at part 101(July 1836) to 137 (Nov.1837). 

 

Reeve (1845) Sowerby II  again (1870) and S.R.Roberts (1885) did acknowledge the authorship of these to 

Gray, but Iredale (1935) in his Australian Cowries attributed the Australian species to Sowerby Conch Ills. 

Ex Gray MS, as have all subsequent authors.  
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Two well known Notocypraea species were adopted from manuscript names.  Described as (Cypraea piperita  

“Solander’s Mss”) by Gray in 1825, a name “ adopted out of courtesy to avoid confusion”, which was in 

most cases attributed to Gray by subsequent authors.  Daniel Solander who was a pupil of Carl Linnaeus and 

a naturalist on the Endeavour with Cook and Banks, wrote extensively, but published very little.     

 

Described as “A NOTE ON CYPRAEA ANGUSTATA GRAY var.subcarnea Ancey” by Beddome in 1896, 

a manuscript name given by C.F.Ancey from specimens sent to him by Beddome. The type specimen in the 

Natural History Museum UK is labeled “Cypraea angustata Var. subcarnea Ancey”.  
References  
 

Cram, D.J. (2013)  Early taxonomic history of Notocypraea Schilder, 1927. American Conchologist, 41(2), 4–11. 

 

Petit, R.E. (2009) George Brettingham Sowerby, I, II & III: their conchological publications and Molluscan taxa. 

Zootaxa, 2189, 1–218. 

Petit, R. E. (2012) John Edward Gray (1800–1875): his malacological publications and molluscan taxa. Zootaxa, 

3214, 1–125.  

Don Cram 

Haminoea  

 

In 1989, a new species of Haminoea, H. callidegenita Gibson & Chia was described from the coast of 

Washington, USA.  The authors noted that their specimens had come from commercial, non-native oyster 

beds and that the species may have been introduced.  They compared their new species with other described 

species but did not find any with similarly known anatomy.  Most species of Haminoea are known only from 

descriptions and figures of their shells.  Very few are known from live animals, jaws, radula, gastral plates 

and reproductive system.  The radula of H. callidegenita is distinctive in that there is a prominent pointed 

denticle on the inner (median) side of each lateral tooth.  This denticle also occurs in the radula of H. 

japonica Pilsbry, 1895.   

By comparing Japanese and west coast North American (Washington & California) specimens and finding 

no differences, American researchers Terry Gosliner and Dave Behrens (2006) declared H. callidegenita and 

H. japonica to be synonyms, with priority going to the latter name. 

 

At the same time, Gosliner and Behrens pointed out the European records of H. callidegenita  from Italy and 

northwestern Spain, where it is associated with the introduced Manila clam, Ruditapes philippinarum 

(Adams & Reeve, 1850), were the same H. japonica that occurred on the North American coast.  Curiously, 

the Manila clam occurs in Australia, but to date only as a bait shell imported for fishing. 

 

It has been suggested that the southern Australian H. maugeansis Burn, 1966 might be 

another synonym of H. japonica.  Shells and live animals of both species are very 

similar in shape and colouration, but their radulae are quite distinct.  H. maugeansis 

has 24 rows of 6.1.6 teeth, the innermost lateral with simple cusp.  H. japonica has up 

to 28 rows of 14-16.1.14-16 teeth, the inner lateral with a strong denticle on the median 

side of the cusp.  H. maugeansis is a smaller species than H. japonica, preserved 

specimens of which can be 20mm in length.    
                                                                                       

                                                           Figure 1. Haminoea maugensis Burn, 1966                  

                                                          Dorsal view of live animal and detail of Hancocks organ 

References                                    Journal of the Malacological Society of Australia 1 (12): p.72 

 

Burn, R., 1966.  Notes on some opisthobranchs mainly from South Australia. Records of the South Australian 

Museum 15 (2): 329-352. 

 

Burn, R., 1969.  A memorial report on the Tom Crawford collection of Victorian Opisthobranchia.  Journal of the 

Malacological Society of Australia 1 (12): 64-106. 

 

Gosliner, T.M. & Behrens, D.W., 2006.  Anatomy of an invasion: systematics and distribution of the introduced 

opisthobranch snail, Haminoea japonica Pilsbry, 1895 (Gastropoda: Opisthobranchia: Haminoeidae.  

Proceedings of the California Academy of Sciences 57 (37): 1003-1010. 

Robert Burn 
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Calopiidae 

 

The microgastropod family Calopiidae, the genus Calopia and four species were introduced, described and 

figured all in the one paper by Winston Ponder in1999.  C.laseroni and  C.minutissima  have a widespread 

distribution across northern Australia.  C.imitata, the type species, ranges from Cape York to southern NSW 

on Australia’s east coast and C.burni was known only from Stoney Point, Westernport in Victoria.  All 

species are less than 2.25mm long and can be exceptionally common on sandy mud-flats in shallow pools at 

and above mid-tide level. 

A new molecular study of the four species maintains laseroni and minutissima and 

imitata as good species, but reduces burni to synonymy of the last.  The authors of 

the studies suggest that the “observed population differences in shell morphology 

are expressions of ecophenotypic variability”. C. imitata has a taller, narrower 

shape, whereas burni is shorter and broader, but comparisons with other east coast 

populations show equally great variation, hence the present synonymizing of burni 

with imitata.  The range of imitata is now Cape York, Queensland to Stoney 

Point, Victoria. 

Calopia imitata Ponder, 1999 this replaces C. burni Ponder, 1999 on the Victorian 

molluscan list,with the latter as synonym of the former.  Currently we have 

records of C. imitata from Stoney Point, Westernport Bay, Foster Beach and 

Snake Island in Corner Inlet.      
                                                            Shells of Calopia species.  A. Calopia imitata  B. C.burni synonymized with C.imitata 

References                                                                                    C.   C.laseroni  D. C.minutissima 
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February Meeting Notes 

 
Tonight was an informal night with shells for sale and discussions amongst members and guests. Guests 
included David Tarrant from Coffs Harbour who spoke briefly on a publication on NSW Cowries he is 
working on. David had shells for members to purchase.  
 

April Meeting Notes 

 

Platon Vafiadis showed a short video that was included in a Japanese language book he obtained during his 

recent trip to Japan. Images were of creatures from greater than 200 metres depth and consisted of a number 

of remarkable crustaceans, fish, molluscs and echinoderms. 

 

Don Cram has been investigating the mysterious disappearance of Lt. Col. R. J. Griffiths and had been 

supplied some information about his last known whereabouts by David Tarrant from Coffs Harbour. He last 

appeared on the electoral role in 1977. He was born on 09/02/1915. 

 

Simon Wilson showed a turrid collected from Western Port Bay for identification. It is possibly a juvenile 

specimen of Paracuneus immaculatus. 

 

Michael Lyons showed recent additions to his collection including Semipallium aktinos, Coralliophila mira 

and Agnewia tritoniformis collected from Cape Woolamai. 

 

Max Marrow who is currently working on the Austromitras, illustrated the difficulties he faces with many of 

the type shells suffering from Byrnes disease and cards with 4 shells representing the type specimens of a 

species which has 4 different species attached to it. 

Michael Lyons 
 


