MOTH MUMBLINGS – EARLY MARCH 2022
MOTHS FLYING NOW
In spite of some cold nights, it seems that moths are on the wing across both Herts and Middlesex in all
areas except Bishops Stortford. My own garden, nestling on the hilltop on the west bank of the Stort
Valley seems to be directly sited on a ley line that connects it with both the Arctic and Antarctic regions,
allowing a free flow of very cold air over my moth trap! My tally so far this year is one March Moth
and a couple of Common Quakers!
The rest of you are already catching loads. Dotted Borders are plentiful this year and of the other
geometers there are reports of Engrailed, Water Carpet and Double-striped Pug, whilst the Shoulder
Stripe has just started. Common, Twin-spot and Small Quaker, Hebrew Character, Clouded Drab and
Red Chestnut seem to be in many lists so far received in the last few days. I have also heard of Pale
Pinion, Herald, Oak Nycteoline, Chestnut and Dotted Chestnut. Micros active now include Diurnea
fagella, Tortricodes alternella, various post-hibernation Acleris species and Agonopterix heracleana as
well as both Common Brown and Beautiful Plumes. This is not an exhaustive list, but hopefully will
wake up anyone whose moth trap is still hibernating in the garden shed!

MOTH TRAP FOR SALE
From: Robin Pearson, pearsonr2@btinternet.com
I have a Robinson moth trap that has never been used but is in good working order, everything is there
apart from egg boxes. Do you know of anyone that might be interested in one, I was thinking of selling
it for around £100.
Please contact Robin direct – not via myself.

JOHN LANGMAID R.I.P.
Most people will have heard by now of the death of Dr John R. Langmaid, who passed away
on 2nd March 2022, at the age of 87. John, a retired medical doctor, has been for many years
widely regarded as the most senior British microlepidopterist and countless people, including
many names that may be known to some of you, were mentored by him over the years. He was
one of the kindest, most generous and sensitive chaps I have ever known and a true gentleman.
He was ever keen to share his outstanding knowledge of micros with all comers, regardless of
their social or educational background and this “education” was usually accompanied by the
“schoolboy level” of humour for which he was also widely known. He lived in a house in the
built-up centre of Southsea, Hampshire and had a tiny little garden – yet he recorded over 1100
moth species there over the years. This was possibly helped by the garden being near to the
sea, but was mainly down to his absolute diligence in examining absolutely every micro that
ever entered his trap as well as extensive searches for early stages on some far from desirable
areas of “wasteland” near his address. A fuller obituary is planned for the May 2022 issue of
Entomologist’s Record.

NOW IS THE TIME TO PUT OUT THE PHEROMONE LURES

Male Pammene giganteana have been caught coming to the MOL (designed for Cydia molesta)
pheromone lure in a Harpenden garden yesterday 10th March 2022 (David Hunt) and to the MOL lure
in Essex yesterday lunchtime (Tim Green) and to the FUN (Cydia funebrana) lure in both Leicestershire
and Yorkshire (Rob Edmunds).
It is time to get your lures out of the freezer! I just found mine a moment ago, and my garden is now
decorated with assorted traps! If you don’t have lures left over from last year or earlier, now is the time
to decide which ones you want and then place an order with someone like Anglian Lepidopterists
Supplies. Lures are now available for a huge range of moth species and are an excellent means of
recording, in particular, allegedly rare tortrix moths. Many lures seem to be fairly non-specific, with
most lures designed for species a particular type of tortrix also attracting several other species. If spoiled
for choice, or strapped for cash, I suggest the MOL and FUN lures for immediate use in March and
April and then think about what others you might want to order in time for the summer. Don’t leave it
until the moths are flying or you may miss out if stocks are low.
As an aside, I placed the bag with all of the frozen lures on my table and had a cup of tea whilst waiting
for them to attain room temperature (to avoid condensation). Ten minutes later my table was literally
swarming with adult male Case-bearing Clothes moth (Tinea pellionella). I knew I had them, but not
that many! So – the attraction of the lures is not even restricted to family level! Don’t forget also that
T. pellionella does not appear to be all that common, so if you get the same result, do remember to
record the fact!

AND TALKING OF TORTRIX MOTHS
There is a need to look more closely at our records of Eucosma hohenwartiana and Eucosma fulvana
in both Herts and Middlesex. The two can only be RELIABLY separated by measuring relative sizes
of bits of the female genitalia (unless you have access to a DNA lab). A careful scrutiny of our records
seems to suggest that whilst we do have both species, our records are probably confused. PLEASE
RETAIN ANY FEMALE EUCOSMA HOHENWARTIANA/FULVANA ENCOUNTERED IN
2022.

EARWIGS IN LIGHT TRAPS
From: John Murray, J.B.Murray@open.ac.uk
Having kept nightly light trap totals of Common Earwig at Marshall’s Heath, Herts, since 1993 (with
an average yearly total of 719 adults and 64 immature), in 2020 numbers were only 140 adults and 65
immatures, and in 2021 they were less than half that total, at 31 adults and 38 immatures.
There has been no detectable change in the vegetation at the trap site, which is mown lawn with a
hedgerow and some mature trees immediately to the east. Since numbers of all other non-lepidopterous
insects were normal in 2020, and the highest for a decade in 2021, the decline is likely to have been
caused by something that is specific to earwigs and since numbers of immature earwigs are relatively
unaffected, I would guess it happens in the summer.
I am anxious to find out if this is just a local phenomenon. I have contacted Rothamsted, near here, and
Michelle Fountain who monitors orchards, as well as Judith Marshall at the Natural History Museum,
but none of them have any numerical data.
I welcome information from anyone else who may have data that might help work out what is going
on.

UPDATE ON THE DATABASE
My ongoing thanks to all of you who have contributed. There are still a couple of potentially lengthy
lists outstanding (you know who you are!), but there has been a lull in the flow of records for a couple
of weeks, so I am assuming that most of what I am going to get has already arrived.
As I type this in early March 2022, there are 1,599,596 moth records for all time in the Herts &
Middlesex Moth Database. You will recall that in January I noted that we had 1,494,330 records up to
the end of December 2020, so that means we have added a really pleasing total of 105,226 moth records
in this latest exercise. Admittedly, a few are late entries from earlier years, but well over 100,000 of the
records relate from the year 2021. Well done to all of you.
The total is, as the mathematically-minded will have worked out, a mere 404 records away from a nice
round figure of 1.6 million; I have no doubt that figure will be surpassed as soon as just one more
known-to-be-outstanding list arrives.

SO NOW WHAT HAPPENS?
My next task, which I have in fact almost now completed, is to check the accuracy of the data! It is all
very well being able import thousands of records in one go thanks to computers etc, but checking these
is still an “eyes on” task. And here then is the problem! Manually checking 105,226 records on an Excel
spreadsheet is a non-starter (those who disagree are welcome to volunteer). Obvious rubbish can be
spotted, but that is a rarity these days. Other errors are harder to spot. Thanks to Andrew Wood we have
something called a “macro” (Excel program not a moth) that converts all your horrid English names
into real names! It also converts a good number of misspelled scientific names, though not all. Once
that is done I can look down the list for anything I may wish to question, but after that stage further
checking just boggles the eyes/brain/etc. I therefore import the records into Mapmate at this stage – and
the program then usually rebels and gives me a long list of unrecognised species – what you and I would
normally call spelling mistakes! I now have to work through the list and manually change these errors,
since if they are not correct the computer thinks they are a new species to the county!
Once these corrections are made and the lists have been imported, the real checking starts before I can
finally accept the records into the main database. The hardest errors to spot are those that look right!
Pale Brindled Beauty accidentally listed by the observer as Pale Oak Beauty – and similar mistakes
leading to real species that the system will not throw up as errors. The only way to spot these is to work
through the database, species by species, which is what I am doing just now. I am working through
alphabetically on scientific name, opening the map, checking for any out of place dots, opening the
flight chart, spotting any unexpected peaks (the example just given would give an unexpected blip on
the graph in March for the summer flying Pale Oak Beauty). Once I have sotted potential errors, I then
need to contact the observer and ask what was really the case (I never alter your records without you
knowing about it). Several of you have already had an e-mail from me in the last two weeks – happily
around half the potential errors are in fact correct! Where this is convincingly so, I now annotate the
record so that further queries do not arise in the future. Job done! I have just reached the start of
Stigmella (alphabetically) so only a few more days to go!
One this is all completed, I can finally present Andrew Wood with the accurate database so he can
perform the annual update of our web site at www.hertsmothgroup.org.uk. With a touch of luck, we
might finally achieve this by the end of March.
After this, I will eventually upload the 2021 additions to the National Moth Recording Scheme,
which is funded by Butterfly Conservation. The relationship with BC is one of helpful cooperation. As
CMR I am appointed (elected annually) by the London Natural History Society (for Middlesex) and the

Hertfordshire Natural History Society (for Herts). About half of Britain’s CMRs are so appointed; the
other half are appointed by Butterfly Conservation. We all work in a voluntary capacity, of course.
As I type this, Les Evans-Hill has just sent me “repatriated” data submitted to Butterfly Conservation
via iRecord. This amounts to 120 records from Hertfordshire and 235 for Middlesex. This is
significantly less than the 2021 repatriation when there were several thousand – it seems that people
have realised at last that it is not necessary to send data to both me AND iRecord (in fact it is very
annoying as it makes work for me). The two people who sent their lists to iRecord as well as to me
should please note that their iRecord submission is regarded as duplication and has already been deleted.
If you sent stuff to iRecord but not to me, please note that you need to now send it direct to me! The
iRecord system is designed to mop up any stray records from people who have no idea of the moth
group or how we record moths, and in this task it is very successful. The problem is that many submitted
records are, as an offspring told me several years ago, “Complete Rubbish And Pants!”. In most
cases I simply end up deleting them as unreliable as checking tem is too complicated. Because of data
protection rules, the contact details of the observers are not supplied, so that I cannot effectively query
a dodgy record. This is a lost opportunity too because I am unable to invite the observer to join the moth
group and come on board with the rest of us.

WHAT ABOUT ANY OUTSTANDING RECORDS?
It is certainly not too late to send me your lists. I can accept these whenever, and they will be added to
the database but, of course, if I don’t get them pretty darn soon they will obviously miss being used to
update the maps and phenology charts on our web site.

REVISED ROLL OF HONOUR
The good chaps and chapesses whose 2021 moth records have been received by me and are now in the database
are as follows (alphabetically by surname):
Diane Andrews
Helen Bantock
Andy & Melissa Banthorpe
Philip Barron
Richard Bashford
Joe Beale
Jane Best
William Bishop
Tim Blackburn
Dan Blumgart
Nick Bowles
Tony Bristow
Simon Buckingham
Peter Bygate
Robert Callf
Margaret Carrier
John Chainey/Jenny Spence
Keith Cherry
Peter Clarke
Aaron Clements-Partridge
Bob Clift
Paul Cross
Mark David
Julia Day
Henry Ellis
Richard Ellis
Paul Field
Ian Flack
Kirsten Foster

George Fowler
Tim Freed
Ian Gamble
Elizabeth Goodyear
Peter Gray
Bill Haines
Michael Hammerson
Roy Hargreaves
David Hatton
Dug Heath
Robert Homan
Chris Hilling
David Hunt
David Inward
Vincent & Betty Judd
Matt Livesey
Stephen Lowe
John Maxen
Richard Melarange
Richard (Dick) Middleton
Roger Millard
Roger Morton
Barbara Mulligan
John Murray
Jonathan Newman
Bob Parker
Roger Prue
Gerry Rawcliffe
David Riddle
Ben Sale
Mark Saunders
Peter Shaw
Lance Spring
Mark Sterling
Kevin Widgery
Paul Williams
Andrew Wood

WHY DO NUMBERS OF EACH SPECIES PER NIGHT MATTER?
In terms of distribution mapping on its own, a single record of a “missing” species on the map is just as
important as a long list!
Repeated year lists with no dates and no numbers (I still get a couple each year ) are of limited value
other than acting as an annual update of a map square.
Lists of species by date, but with no numbers included, are of greater value; I enter all as “quantity =
1”, but any important numerical peaks and troughs are clearly not going to be detected.
The ideal lists, which almost all of you now do supply, have numbers of each species on each date
(super-deluxe lists also record sexes, but very useful but is a bit of an optional extra). There are two
reasons why overall numbers really do matter.
The first is in the creation of the flight-period graphs. The more data input to these, the greater the
reliability of the resultant graph.
The second reason is that we will now be able to monitor changes over time (monitoring the dreaded
“climate change”). Of course, comparison with the distant past is hard, simply because the level of
recording effort was both small and localised. However, we are able to compare with, say, twenty years
ago and certainly as we progress into the future those who follow us will hopefully be pleased that we

left them the legacy of an accurate and comprehensive database against which changes of many kinds
can be properly assessed.
It is widely known that insect numbers have crashed in recent years. How do our glorious political
leaders know this? Well – because of groups like ours, of course! The long-established tradition of
amateur natural history research in Britain is crucial (and will remain so until the unlikely day that the
government decides to put some money into ecology instead of the various other things that it wastes
on).
Quite apart from the contribution we make to the national picture, we are already spotting some changes
in our own area. The numbers of several species have crashed; we have the numbers – we can prove
it! The distributional range of several species has seriously contracted; we can present year by year
maps so that – we can prove it! The Herts & Middlesex Moth Database is available to any bona fide
person who wishes to analyses changes over time (personal data on individual contributors will not be
available, of course). I positively welcome serious applications from individuals, group, students
and others who may want access to the database. There will be a presumption that my answer will
be “yes”, but you will need to convince me of the scientific worth of the project and to confirm that
your project in not profit-making.
So – if you don’t already do so, please try to count the number of each species of moth in your garden
moth trap every night – even if it is only approximate – and include these numbers in your lists to me
at the end of the year.

HERTS & MIDDX MOTH GROUP – FIELD TRIP TO THE FRENCH ALPS?
I am looking for expressions of general interest (nothing more at this stage) in a mothcollecting/photographing trip to an alpine region in the south-east of France. The date is completely
open at the moment. If interested, please tell me when would suit you best. This trip will be suitable for
those of you who already have a basic command of British moth species, are comfortable with scientific
names (unless, of course, you just happen to be well- versed in the French vernaculars!) and wish to
expand your knowledge of moths. This is not a trip for the raw beginner – we may be able to organise
that level of trip on a separate occasion. The event would likely run for 10 – 14 days including allowing
2 days for travel and “recovery” at each end (though you can leave early if that suits). Accommodation
and food will be provided at a very reasonable rate. Not necessary to bring your own traps as we will
have plenty (though obviously if you plan to collect specimens you will need your own
collecting/pinning gear). Photographers equally welcome. Boys and girls equally welcome – must be
triple-vaccinated for Covid. No knowledge of the French language is necessary, though it is hoped that
on one night at least we might team up with the local moth people. There is no guarantee that the trip
will happen at all and no guarantee that any particular applicant will be successful in getting a place
(numbers will be limited by the accommodation as well as other factors). You know how to contact me!
*****************************
That’s all for now.
Enjoy!
Colin
*****************************
Colin W. Plant
Herts & Middlesex Counties Moth Recorder
14 West Road
Bishops Stortford
Hertfordshire
CM23 3QP
Landline: (after midday only): 01279 - 507697
E-mail: Colinwplant@gmail.com
*****************************

