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Roger Crosskey passed away in London on 4 September 2017 in his 87th year. On a personal 
level I barely knew Roger, in large part because he was winding down his work 

on Tachinidae just as I was getting started on them as a graduate student in the 1980s. Roger was by then returning to 
his real passion, the Simuliidae. He did in fact achieve international fame and adulation for his work on both tachinids 
and black flies (and other groups as well), which is an odd combination (shared by our mutual friend Monty Wood) 
given that they are at opposite ends of the Diptera with little in common either biologically or taxonomically.

I reviewed Roger’s major contributions to tachinidology just a few years ago in an article entitled “History of 
tachinid classification” (O’Hara 2013). Here I quote a passage from that article that sums up the greatest of Roger’s 
achievements, most of which were published in the brief span of 12 years between 1973 and 1984:

“Roger Ward Crosskey became the next dipterist with the Commonwealth Institute of Entomology after the 
death of van Emden. His would be a remarkable tenure, singlehandedly producing a revision of the Rutiliini (a 
tribe of Dexiinae confined to the Oriental and Australasian regions, Crosskey 1973a), conspecti on the Tach-
inidae of Australia (Crosskey 1973b) and the Oriental Region (Crosskey 1976), a catalogue of the Afrotropical 
Tachinidae (Crosskey 1980b), and keys to the tachinid genera of tropical and southern Africa (Crosskey 1984). 
Additionally, Crosskey later assisted with the preparation of a catalogue of the Tachinidae of the Australasian and 
Oceanian regions (Cantrell and Crosskey 1989). These resources offered a wealth of information on the names, 
classification, identification and hosts of Old World non-Palaearctic Tachinidae.” (O’Hara 2013: 17–18).

What I would like to do here is reminisce a little about the influence Roger has had on me and my work. I met 
him briefly when he visited the University of Alberta in Edmonton on black fly business in the early 1980s and got to 
know him slightly better when I visited the Natural History Museum (then the British Museum of Natural History) in 
London in the fall of 1985 to study siphonine types. It is fair to say that what I learned most from Roger came from 
his publications. He created order from chaos for most of the Old World tachinids, treating the faunas region by region 
and sparing only the Palaearctic tachinids that were then the domain of Louis Mesnil and Benno Herting. By the mid-
1980s Roger had completed his most significant works on the Old World Tachinidae. This was just in time, from my 
perspective, because these works brought together the names I would need to re-evaluate for my systematic revision 
of the world Siphonini. They were also my introduction to Roger’s approach to the subdisciplines of nomenclature 
and cataloguing.

Zoological nomenclature is that dark corner of systematics that many researchers venture into only when they 
have to. Roger took a more straightforward approach, metaphorically shining a bright light into these dark corners 
and dealing with what he found there. He even began one paper—a detailed examination of the identities of “long-
neglected” name-bearing types of Walker and Stephens—with the astute observation: “It is a fact of taxonomic life 
that to ignore names does not make them go away…” (Crosskey 1974: 269). Roger seemed to recognize that nomen-
clatural issues are much like legal ones and can be stripped down to their essentials and sorted out without a lot of 
fuss by knowing and applying the rules of the International Code of Zoological Nomenclature. I have found Roger to 
be a great role model for my own forays into the Code.

Roger has also influenced me in the science and art of cataloguing. Those of us who get into cataloguing mostly 
do so because our research is hampered by the scattered state of the literature and we want to see all the names, types, 
distributions and references brought together to make our lives easier. At least, this is how it started for me. Yet all 
catalogues are not created equal and Roger developed a style that I admired early on. There are certain intricacies to 
be found in a good catalogue, such as consistency in applying the Code, treatment of types, priority of names, dating 
of references, recording of geographic distributions, and explanatory notes. This is the “science” side of it. Then there 
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Figure 1. Last letter received from Roger 
Crosskey, dated 31 August 2009. Address-
es removed from top of letter.

is the “art” side: how best to set apart genera, when to use uppercase, bold and italics, and where to insert indents 
and hanging indents. The goal with these aesthetic variables is to create a flow through the valid names and their 
synonyms that can be quickly comprehended by the reader. Taking all of these criteria into consideration, Roger was 
a great cataloguer!

I wrote Roger for the last time in August 2009, shortly after publication of a catalogue of the Tachinidae of China 
(O’Hara et al. 2009). My e-mail began as follows:

“I have not written you in many years, but I hear about you from time to time from Monty. I have just pub-
lished a catalogue of the Tachinidae of China with Hiroshi Shima and Chuntian Zhang. A copy is attached. I 
would just like to tell you that your conspectus of the Tachinidae of the Oriental Region was a great help to us 
during the preparation of our catalogue. I have always admired your careful and authoritative works.”

I was delighted to receive back from Roger the letter (yes, not an e-mail) that is reproduced here as Fig. 1. You 
can tell from his remarks that he had an appreciation for the science and art aspects of cataloguing I referred to above. 
That he could conjure up in his mind many tachinid genera after “25-40+ years” was truly remarkable, though I was 
a little taken aback that he found black flies so much more demanding than tachinids. Tachinids are sufficiently de-
manding for most of us.
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Roger touched on the topic of lectotypifications in his letter. I was faced with a problem when reconciling the 
provisions of the current Code (ICZN 1999) with Roger’s treatment of name-bearing types written in compliance 
with an earlier version of the Code (ICNZ 1964). Roger had used the term “holotype” in his works for a single type 
specimen if he had reasonable grounds to believe that no other syntypes had ever existed. This was fine under the 
1964 Code but was contrary to Recommendation 73F of the 1999 Code concerning “Avoidance of assumption of 
holotype”, which states: 

“Where no holotype or syntype was fixed for a nominal species-group taxon established before 2000, and 
when it is possible that the nominal species-group taxon was based on more than one specimen, an author should 
proceed as though syntypes may exist and, where appropriate, should designate a lectotype rather than assume a 
holotype (see also Article 74.6)”.

I was not too concerned about Recommendation 73F at the time of my first catalogue with Monty Wood (O’Hara 
& Wood 2004) but by the time the Tachinidae of China was underway I had sharpened my thinking on nomenclatural 
matters and had to deal with the presumed “holotypes” of Roger and others. It would be a pity to discard them all and 
start over with possible syntypes. The Code is not crystal clear on the available options in this situation but implicit 
in the section on lectotypifications is the possibility to accept presumed holotypes as lectotype fixations (see discus-
sion in O’Hara et al. 2009: 10). So, this was the approach taken in the Tachinidae of China and I was both happy and 
relieved to receive Roger’s endorsement of it in his last letter to me.

Accompanying Roger’s letter was a list of his 35 publications on tachinids, arranged in chronological order and 
including dates of publication. This list is reproduced below in the same style as used by Roger. We can be thank-
ful that Roger spent the better part of three decades studying Tachinidae amidst his long and illustrious career as an 
entomologist and dipterist.
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