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PHENACOLESTES MATERIAL STUDIED.

In 1908, Professor T. D. A. Cockerell deseribed (1908a) two species
of fossil Odonata from Station 14, Florissant, Colo., as Phena-
colestes mirandus and Ph.(?) parallelus. A little later (1908b) he
added a note based on an additional fragment which he referred to
the latter species, and in another place (1908¢) he gave a figure
showing the body as well as the wings, the previous accounts having
referred to the wings only. In connection with the original descrip-
tion he quotes from a letter from Professor Needham who almost
implies that Ph. mirandus is to be placed in de Selys’ legion Podagrion
of the Agrionine (1908a, p. 63).

In the latter part of 1910, Professor Cockerell wrote to me that
he had found more wings of Phenacolestes, and requested me to study
them, in view of =ome differences of opinion as to its relationship to
modern dragonflies.

When I accepted this offer, Professor Cockerell sent me four



