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ERESIA CARLOTA REAKIRT (NYMPHALIDAE): THE DESIGNATION OF A LECTOTYPE
AND THE RETURN OF THE TYPE LOCALITY TO COLORADO

JOHN V. CALHOUN

977 Wicks Dr., Palm Harbor, Florida 34684; Research Associate: McGuire Center for Lepidoptera and Biodiversity, 
Florida Museum of Natural History, University of Florida, Gainesville, FL

ABSTRACT. The description of Eresia carlota Reakirt, 1866 (currently recognized as Chlosyne gorgone carlota) was based on specimens
collected in 1864 in the foothills of the Front Range, west of Denver, Colorado. A subsequent neotype designation established the type local-

ity as Cedar Hill, Missouri. The neotype, however, is inconsistent with the phenotype of this taxon as understood by Reakirt.  More important,
the neotype designation was based on an erroneous interpretation of the Code and is nomenclaturally invalid.  A lectotype of Eresia carlota is
designated, which restores this nominal taxon to its original concept and returns the type locality to Colorado.
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Around the year 1865, the Philadelphia lepidopterist
Tryon Reakirt (1844–ca.1873) received specimens of a
supposed new species of butterfly from James Ridings
(1803–1880), an English entomologist who also lived in
Philadelphia. The specimens were collected by Ridings
in Colorado during June of 1864. Reakirt (1866) named
this taxon Eresia carlota and attributed it to “Rocky
Mountains, Colorado Territory.”  A century later, Brown
(1974) decided that a neotype was necessary to properly
define the name E. carlota. He selected a male
specimen from Missouri and also figured a female from
the same population, both of which were collected on
18 May 1947 by Pardon S. Remington.

Although Brown (1974) indicated that the neotype of
carlota and its associated female were deposited in the
Allyn Museum of Entomology (Sarasota, Florida), they
were not found subsequent to the 2004 transfer of
specimens from the Allyn Museum to the McGuire
Center for Lepidoptera and Biodiversity (MGCL,
Florida Museum of Natural History, Gainesville). In
June of 2010, Lawrence F. Gall unexpectedly located
these specimens in the collection of the Peabody
Museum of Natural History (PMNH, Yale University,
New Haven, Connecticut) (catalog no. YPM ENT
413267; the male lacks the neotype label mentioned by
Brown). This discrepancy is explained in a letter from F.
Martin Brown to Charles L. Remington of PMNH,
dated 28 March 1975; “There is one specimen among
the butterflies that technically belongs to the Allyn
Museum of Entomology. That is the neotype for
Reakirt’s carlota. It makes no difference to me where it
is preserved but it is stated in the designation that it is at
Allyn. I thought that I had retained it but found that I
had returned the specimens some years back” (archives,
PMNH Div. Entomol.). The collection of P. S.
Remington, father of C. L. Remington, is deposited at
PMNH. In keeping with Brown’s (1974) statement of

disposition, these specimens will be transferred from
PMNH to MGCL (L. F. Gall pers comm.).

The rediscovery of the neotype prompted me to re-
examine its status. I concluded that Brown’s (1974)
designation does not satisfy the Code (ICZN 1999) and
is nomenclaturally invalid. This is fortunate, as the
neotype from Missouri is inconsistent with Reakirt’s
concept of this taxon, which was based on higher
elevation specimens from Colorado.

METHODS

The original description of Eresia carlota by Reakirt
(1866) and the subsequent neotype designation by
Brown (1974) were reviewed. The relevant provisions of
the Code (ICZN 1964, 1999) were consulted to
determine the validity of the neotype. Images were
obtained of the neotype and its associated female. Also
obtained were images of the Colorado specimens for
which the name E. carlota was originally proposed.
Microfilm printouts of the manuscripts of William H.
Edwards (1822–1909) (MGCL archives) were examined
for references to relevant taxa.

RESULTS

Reakirt (1866) included no written description or
figure of Eresia carlota, but cited an earlier description
by Edwards (1861), who had misidentified specimens of
this species from Illinois and Missouri as Melitaea
nycteis Doubleday (now recognized as Chlosyne
nycteis). Reakirt (1866) criticized William H. Edwards
for his earlier mistake; “I cannot imagine how Mr.
Edwards could have regarded this very distinct species
as identical with Mr. Doubleday’s figure [of nycteis]; it
no more resembles it, than does Tharos [Phyciodes
tharos (Drury)]”. No written description accompanied
the original figure of M. nycteis in Doubleday ([1847]),
and only the dorsal surface of this species was portrayed.
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Consequently, the identity of Melitaea nycteis was very
poorly understood throughout much of the 19th century
and very few specimens were known. Scudder (1862)
was aware of several specimens, which he described as a
new species, Melitaea oenone. Only after examining
types of M. nycteis, “received directly from Doubleday,”
did Scudder realize his mistake (Scudder 1868).

Edwards’ own confusion about these butterflies was
more persistent. In 1864, C. nycteis was common near
Edwards’ home in West Virginia, but he identified the
species as Melitaea ismeria Harris (nec Boisduval & Le
Conte) (Edwards’ journal “A”), which is synonymous
with Melitaea harrisii, a butterfly described that same
year by S. H. Scudder. Edwards (1870) later attempted
to correct this mistake by identifying specimens of C.
nycteis as M. harrisii. Probably in response to Reakirt’s
(1866) admonition, and supported by the capture (by a
“Mr. Eaton”) of a single specimen of “carlota” near his
home in July of 1867 (Edwards’ journal “B”; Edwards
1894), Edwards (1871) concluded that his earlier
interpretation of M. nycteis was synonymous with E.
carlota. By the mid–1870s, Edwards acknowledged that
he had previously misapplied the name M. harrisii
(Edwards 1875), and he accurately remarked that
carlota “abounds in Colorado” (letter to H. Edwards, 23
Dec. 1874). The latter statement was partially based on
his receipt of specimens from his future son-in-law,
Theodore L. Mead, who had collected them in
Colorado in June of 1871 (see Mead 1875) (at least two
such specimens from Mead are preserved in the
Carnegie Museum of Natural History, Pittsburgh,
Pennsylvania, where the collections of Mead and
Edwards are deposited). Having finally sorted out the
names, Edwards (1877) listed carlota, harrisii, and
nycteis as separate species within the genus Phyciodes.

Around that same time, Scudder (1875) determined
that E. carlota was synonymous with the nominal taxon
Dryas gorgone Hübner. After decades of confusion
surrounding the application of these two names, carlota
is now recognized as the subspecies Chlosyne gorgone
carlota. The name Melitaea ismeria Boisduval & Le
Conte also was applied to C. gorgone, but irrevocable
confusion about its identity warranted its suppression
(Calhoun 2003; Calhoun et al. 2005; ITZN 2006).

Despite its broad distribution in North America, only
two subspecies of C. gorgone are currently recognized.
The nominotypical subspecies is purported to occur
within a restricted area of the upper coastal plain of
Georgia and adjacent South Carolina (Gatrelle 1998),
while all other populations are tentatively regarded as C.
g. carlota. If we must define the original concept of the
nominal taxon Dryas gorgone, then perceived
differences in western montane populations (see below)

emphasize the need to properly recognize the original
concept of Eresia carlota Reakirt.

Reakirt’s collection was acquired in 1868 by the
lepidopterist F. H. Herman Strecker (1836–1901) of
Reading, Pennsylvania (Brown 1964). In a catalog of
supposed types in his collection, Strecker (1900) listed a
pair (male and female) of carlota that he received from
Reakirt. Eight years later, Strecker’s collection of over
50,000 specimens was purchased for $20,000 by the
Field Museum of Natural History (FMNH, Chicago,
Illinois) (Anonymous 1908; Skiff 1909). Strecker’s
collection at FMNH still contains the two specimens of
carlota that he listed in 1900 (Figs. 1, 2). Labels, most
likely prepared by Strecker (or under his supervision),
identify them as Eresia carlota and attribute them to
Reakirt (Fig. 3).

The two specimens of C. gorgone in the Strecker
collection were long considered to represent syntypes of
E. carlota and labels identify them as “types” (Fig. 3).
However, Higgins (1960) argued that because Reakirt
did not provide a written description or figure of Eresia
carlota, but merely cited the earlier description by
Edwards (1861), Eresia carlota therefore represents a
replacement name (nomen novum) for Melitaea nycteis
Edwards (nec Doubleday). As such, these names would
be objective homonyms and the nominal taxa they
denote would share a name-bearing type. Consequently,
only those specimens from Illinois and Missouri on
which Edwards based his description of “nycteis” would
represent syntypes of E. carlota. Brown (1974) agreed
with this analysis and took it one step further. Following
an unsuccessful search for Edwards’ specimens, Brown
designated a neotype of E. carlota using a male C.
gorgone that was collected in Cedar Hill, Missouri (Fig.
4). He also figured a female from the same population
(Fig. 5). The type locality of E. carlota was thereby
relocated over 1200 km (746 mi) east of its original
location in Colorado. This treatment is still recognized
(Pelham 2008).

Although C. gorgone is highly variable throughout its
range, Reakirt’s (1866) concept of carlota is not
analogous to that of Edwards (1861), nor the neotype of
Brown (1974). Reakirt (1866) noted that J. Ridings
obtained his specimens of carlota “among the
mountains” of Colorado. While in Colorado, Ridings
explored westward to Empire City (now Empire) in
Clear Creek County, and northward to Burlington (now
Longmont) in Boulder County (Brown 1966).
Comments by Reakirt (1866) suggest that in June of
1864 Ridings most likely was traveling through Jefferson
County, Colorado on his way to Empire City. Jefferson
County is one of the 17 original Colorado counties that
were established in 1861. Ridings probably followed one
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of the existing wagon trails that connected Denver to
destinations in the mountains (Scott 1999).

Although Kons (2000) did not perceive any
geographic variation in C. gorgone, many adults from
higher elevations in Colorado possess expanded dark
maculation (especially pronounced in females) and the
white ground color of the ventral hindwing tends to be
more silvered. The dorsal orange coloration also tends
to be paler and more uneven in tone. This is the
prevailing phenotype of the first brood, when adults fly
in May and June. Fisher (2006) discussed such
differences between populations in eastern Colorado.
Observations of C. gorgone in Colorado by Andrew D.
Warren (pers. comm.) suggest that these distinctions are
likely the result of both geographic and generational
variation. Higgins (1960), who considered typical
carlota to be represented by populations of C. gorgone
from Illinois and Missouri, was still unsure about the
widespread application of the name; “I cannot say
whether it will be correct to accept carlota for the high
level form of Colorado, or whether, in fact, the name
should be used for a different subspecies.”  Populations
of C. gorgone along the western slope of the Colorado
Rockies also reportedly exhibit subtle differences from
those found east of the continental divide (Ferris 1981).

The two specimens of C. gorgone from Reakirt’s
collection are very dark and consistent with the first
brood phenotype found in the foothills west of Denver,
where this species remains locally common (Figs. 1, 2).
Although the neotype designated by Brown (1974) is
also from the first brood, it originated from a region
where the species is not known to normally produce the
phenotype found in the higher elevations to the west.

Brown’s (1974) action dissociated the type of carlota
from the higher elevation populations of C. gorgone in
Colorado, which represent Reakirt’s true concept of this
nominal taxon. There is no evidence that Reakirt
previously examined specimens of this species from any
other locality. Fortunately, I discovered a nomenclatural
error by Brown (1974) that permits the reinstatement of
the original type specimens and type locality of carlota.
Similar errors may affect other taxa that are currently
recognized using alleged replacement names.

The current International Code of Zoological
Nomenclature (ICZN 1999) invalidates the neotype of
Eresia carlota. Although Brown (1974) was governed by
the second edition of the Code (ICZN 1964), it too
included provisions that invalided his action. The
neotype of E. carlota is untenable for the following
reasons. Applicable definitions and articles from the

FIGS. 1-6.  Specimens related to Eresia carlota; dorsal (left) and ventral aspects. 1, male C. gorgone (Strecker coll., FMNH),
herein designated as the lectotype of E. carlota. 2, female C. gorgone (Strecker coll., FMNH), herein considered a paralectotype of
C. carlota. 3, Strecker’s large cabinet label (top) and five smaller labels from the lectotype specimen. 4, invalid male neotype of E.
carlota. 5, female C. gorgone from the same population as the invalid neotype. 6, labels from the invalid neotype (top) and associ-
ated female.

Downloaded From: https://bioone.org/journals/The-Journal-of-the-Lepidopterists'-Society on 24 Sep 2024
Terms of Use: https://bioone.org/terms-of-use



VOLUME 65, NUMBER 3 165

second edition of the Code (ICZN 1964) are given in
brackets.
1) The Code defines a replacement name (nomen

novum) as “a name established expressly to replace
an already established name” [a new name adopted
“to replace an earlier name, and valid only if the lat-
ter is preoccupied”].  Such names are typically pro-
posed for junior objective homonyms. Reakirt
(1866) did not expressly indicate that carlota was a
replacement name and criticized Edwards (1861)
for misidentifying the species. Reakirt proposed car-
lota as a “nov. sp.” (new species). Conversely, Ed-
wards (1861) did not identify his “Melitaea nycteis”
as a new species and credited this name to Double-
day. Edwards (1862) published similar written de-
scriptions of taxa that were figured, but not de-
scribed, by Doubleday & Westwood (1846–1852).
Considering his general confusion about these but-
terflies, it is obvious that Edwards (1861) merely at-
tempted to define M. nycteis as figured by Double-
day (in Doubleday & Westwood 1846–1852; Pl. 23
fig. 3), but did so using specimens of the wrong
species.

2) Article 49 of the Code states, “A previously estab-
lished specific or subspecific name wrongly applied
to denote a species-group taxon because of misiden-
tification cannot be used as an available name for
that taxon” [“A specific name used in an erroneous
species identification cannot be retained for the
species to which the name was wrongly applied”]. As
argued in no. 1 (above), the name Melitaea nycteis
as used by Edwards (1861) constitutes a misidentifi-
cation, thus it cannot be accepted as an established
name for the taxon subsequently described as Eresia
carlota, and therefore is unavailable for replace-
ment.

3) Reakirt (1866) did not provide his own description,
yet his reference to Edwards (1861) represents an
acceptable indication as permitted for new names
proposed before 1931 per Art. 12.2.1 [Art. 12] of the
Code.

4) Two specimens that Reakirt (1866) evidently con-
sulted for his description of E. carlota are extant and
represent syntypes. Because Reakirt partially based
carlota on Edward’s misidentification, the speci-
mens from Illinois and Missouri that were examined
by Edwards constitute part of the type series per
Art. 72.4.2 of the Code. The latter specimens are ap-
parently lost or unrecognizable (Brown 1974), thus
the only available syntypes known to exist are the
Colorado specimens in the Strecker collection (ex
Reakirt, ex Ridings) now deposited in FMNH.

In accordance with Art. 74.1 of the Code (ICZN
1999), the male syntype in the Strecker collection at
FMNH (Fig. 1) is hereby designated as the lectotype
of Eresia carlota Reakirt, 1866. This action invalidates
the neotype of Brown (1974) per Art. 75.8 of the Code.
The lectotype bears four labels (Fig. 3): a red-bordered
label, probably prepared by Strecker [E. carlota / Reak.
/ Colorado. / Orig. Type / Coll. Reak.]; a small
handwritten label with a male symbol; and two printed
FMNH labels [Eresia carlota Reak. / Colorado. / Reak.”
/ “Orig. Types” / Strecker Colln. 14673 / Field Museum
Nat. Hist.] [Lepidoptera Type / Photograph No. 108 /
Field Museum]. There also is a large, red-bordered
label associated with these specimens, probably used by
Strecker as a cabinet label, which was placed at the head
or foot of these specimens [Eresia carlota / Reak. /
Colorado / orig. Types, Coll. Reak.] (across the top is the
penciled name, “Phyciodes gorgone Hub,” probably
written during the 20th century). A red lectotype label
has been affixed to this specimen [LECTOTYPE /
Eresia carlota / Reakirt 1866 / Designated by / John V.
Calhoun 2010] (Fig. 3). The accompanying female in
the Strecker collection (no. 14674) is a paralectotype
and is labeled accordingly. The type locality is suggested
to be the Front Range foothills of Jefferson County,
Colorado, west of Denver.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

The discovery of the neotype (and associated letter from F.
M. Brown) by Lawrence F. Gall (PMNH) prompted this study.
His generosity in providing images and permitting me to repro-
duce them is greatly appreciated. Thanks to James H. Boone
and Gracen M. Brilmyer (FMNH) for photographing the syn-
types of E. carlota from the Strecker collection and for granting
permission to reproduce them. Andrew D. Warren (MGCL) of-
fered valuable insight into the phenotypic variation of C. gor-
gone in Colorado. John E. Rawlins (Carnegie Museum of Nat-
ural History, Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania) supplied helpful
information on historical specimens of C. gorgone from Col-
orado. Jacqueline Y. Miller and Andrew D. Warren (MGCL)
permitted access to manuscripts. Finally, thanks are extended to
Lawrence F. Gall, Gerardo Lamas, Harry Pavulaan, Jonathan P.
Pelham, and Andrew D. Warren for reviewing drafts of the man-
uscript.

LITERATURE CITED

ANONYMOUS. 1908. [Sale of Strecker collection to Field Museum of
Natural History]. The Friend 82:112.

BROWN, F. M. 1964. Tryon Reakirt (1844–?). J. Lepid. Soc.
18:211–214.

–––––. 1966. David Bruce (1833–1903) and other entomological col-
lectors in Colorado. J. New York Entomol. Soc. 74:126–133.

–––––. 1974. The butterfly called ismeria by Boisduval and LeConte
(with a neotype for Eresia carlota Reakirt). Bull. Allyn Mus.
16:1–12.

CALHOUN, J. V. 2003. The history and true identity of Melitaea ismeria
(Nymphalidae): a remarkable tale of duplication, misinterpreta-
tion, and presumption. J. Lepid. Soc. 57:204–219.

CALHOUN, J. V., L. D. MILLER & J. Y. MILLER. 2005. CASE 3280. Meli-
taea nycteis Doubleday (currently Chlosyne nycteis; Insecta,

Downloaded From: https://bioone.org/journals/The-Journal-of-the-Lepidopterists'-Society on 24 Sep 2024
Terms of Use: https://bioone.org/terms-of-use



166166 JOURNAL OF THE LEPIDOPTERISTS’ SOCIETY

Lepidoptera): proposed conservation of the specific name. Bull.
Zool. Nomen. 62:79–83.

DOUBLEDAY, E. & J. O. WESTWOOD. 1846–1852. The genera of diur-
nal Lepidoptera, comprising their generic characters, a notice of
their habits and transformations, and a catalogue of the species of
each genus; illustrated with 86 plates by W. C. Hewitson. 2 vols.
Longman, Brown, Green & Longmans, London. xii+ii+534 pp.
86 pl.

–––––. [1847]. Plate XXIII. Nymphalidae. In: Doubleday, E. & J. O.
Westwood, 1846–1850, The genera of diurnal Lepidoptera: com-
prising their generic characters, a notice of their habits and trans-
formations and a catalogue of the species of each genus. Vol. 1.
Longman, Brown, Green & Longmans, London.

EDWARDS, W. H. 1861. Descriptions of certain species of diurnal Lep-
idoptera found within the limits of the United States and British
America. Proc. Acad. Nat. Sci. Philadelphia 13:160–164.

–––––. 1862. Descriptions of certain species of diurnal Lepidoptera
found within the United States, figured in Doubleday’s genera
but undescribed. Proc. Entomol. Soc. Philadelphia 1:221–224.

–––––. 1870. Rearing butterflies from the egg. Can. Entomol.
2:162–164. 

–––––. 1871. Phyciodes, Hubner. Pp. 16–18. In: [1869]–[1873], Syn-
opsis of North American butterflies. Amer. Entomol. Soc.,
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. 

–––––. 1875. Notes on butterflies. Can. Entomol. 7:150–151. 
–––––. 1877. Catalogue of the diurnal Lepidoptera of America north

of Mexico. Trans. Amer. Entomol. Soc. 6:1–68.
–––––. 1894. Description of the preparatory stages of Phyciodes Car-

lota, Reakirt (Charidryas ismeria Scudder). Can. Entomol.
26(1):3–8.

FERRIS, C. D. 1981. Superfamily Nymphaloidea Swainson, 1872
(Satyrs, Monarchs, Long Wings, Brush-Footed Butterflies. Pp.
267–360. In: C. D. Ferris and F. M. Brown (eds), Butterflies of
the Rocky Mountain States. Univ. Oklahoma Pr., Norman.

FISHER, M. S. 2006. The butterflies of Colorado. Nymphalidae - Part
3. The subfamily Nymphalinae: the checkerspots and cres-
centspots (Tribe Melitaeini); the anglewings, tortoiseshells,
painted ladies and buckeyes (Tribes Nymphalini and Junoniini);
the subfamilies Limenitidinae, Apaturinae and Charaxinae; the
admirals, hackberry and goatweed butterflies; the subfamily
Libytheinae and Biblidinae: the snout and tropical brushfoots.
Lepid. North Amer. 7.3. Contrib. C. P. Gillette Mus. Arth. Diver-
sity. vi+120 pp.

GATRELLE, R. R. 1998. The rediscovery, taxonomy, and biology of
Chlosyne gorgone gorgone and Chlosyne ismeria (Nymphalidae)
in Burke County, Georgia. Taxon. Rpt. 1:109.

HIGGINS, L. G. 1960. Revision of the melitaeine genus Chlosyne and
allied species (Lepidoptera: Nymphalinae). Trans. Royal Ento-
mol. Soc. London 112:381–467.

ICZN [INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION ON ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLA-
TURE]. 1964. Code International de Nomenclature Zoologique
adopté par le XVe Congrés International de Zoologie. Interna-
tional code of zoological nomenclature adopted by the XV Inter-
national Congress of Zoology. Intl. Trust Zool Nomen., London,
England. xx+176 pp.

–––––. 1999. International code of zoological nomenclature. Fourth
edition. Intl. Trust Zool. Nomen., London, England. xxix+306 pp.

ITZN [INTERNATIONAL TRUST FOR ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE].
2006. Opinion 2160 (case 3280) Melitaea nycteis Doubleday,
1847 (currently Chlosyne nycteis; Insecta, Lepidoptera): specific
name conserved. Bull. Zool. Nomen. 63:213–214.

KONS, H. L. (2000). Phylogenetic studies of the Melitaeini (Lepi-
doptera: Nymphalidae: Nymphalinae) and a revision of the genus
Chlosyne Butler. Ph.D Dissert. University of Florida, Gainesville.
x+798 pp, pls. A–V.

MEAD, T. L. 1875. Chapter VIII. Report upon the collections of diur-
nal Lepidoptera made in portions of Colorado, Utah, New Mex-
ico, and Arizona, during the years 1871, 1872, 1873, and 1874,
with notes upon all species known to inhabit Colorado. In: G. M.
Wheeler (and A. A. Humphreys), eds. Report upon geographical
and geological explorations and surveys west of the one hun-
dredth meridian. Washington, D.C.: Government Printing Office,
Engineer Dept., U.S. Army. pp. 737–791.

PELHAM, J. P.  2008. A catalogue of the butterflies of the United States
and Canada, with a complete bibliography of the descriptive and
systematic literature. J. Res. Lepid. 40:i–xiv, 1–658.

REAKIRT, T. 1866. Coloradian butterflies. Proc. Entomol. Soc.
Philadelphia 6:122–151.

SCOTT, G. R. 1999. Historic trail map of the Denver 1° x 2° quadran-
gle, central Colorado. U. S. Dept. Interior, Washington, D.C. 52
pp.

SCUDDER, S. H. 1862. A list of the butterflies of New England. Proc.
Essex Inst. 3:161–179.

–––––. 1868. Supplement to a list of the butterflies of New England.
Proc. Boston Soc. Nat. Hist. 11:375–384.

–––––. 1875. Synonymic list of the butterflies of North America, north
of Mexico. Part 1, Nymphales. Bull. Buffalo Soc. Nat. Sci.
2:233–269.

SKIFF, F. J. V. 1909. Annual report of the Director. 1908. Pp. 219–251.
In: Skiff, F. J. V. (ed.), Annual report of the Director of the Board
of Trustees for the year 1908. Field Mus. Nat. Hist. Publ. 133,
Chicago, Illinois.

STRECKER, F. H. H. 1900. Lepidoptera, rhopaloceres and heteroceres,
indigenous and exotic. Supplement No. 3. The author, Reading,
Pennsylvania. 13–37.

Received for publication 30 July 2010; revised and accepted 05
January 2011.

Downloaded From: https://bioone.org/journals/The-Journal-of-the-Lepidopterists'-Society on 24 Sep 2024
Terms of Use: https://bioone.org/terms-of-use




