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the stamp of Fabricius, or Latreille, or Hubner, and eachi successive
-de resurrectionist,") as these exhumers of dry bones are irreverently called,
wvould but glory in upsetting the platforms of his predecessors, and would
prove to a nicety that they and their systems wvere ail wrong. Now, it is'
.a matter for admiration that, notwithstanding the imposing names attached
-to these generic creations, evcry one of them is the resuit of the labor of
Brown, Smith or Jones, alive and industriously w'orking, and that the
.ancient wvorthies, so honorably preferred, lived and died in happy ignor-
.ance of the progreny after ages would attribute to themn.

Now, à is insisted by those w'ho rigidly adhere to the application of
the priority theory to generie names that the original naine given to a
,genus must neyer be lost, no matter what changes ar e mnad 2 with the genus,
although to retain s ûchi naine rnay be to attribute to its original author
exactly what hie did flot mean, and perhaps neyer would luave sanctioned.

Rule At says:-" A generic narne, when once establishced, should
neyer be cancelled in any subsequent suibdivision of the group, but re-
îtained, in a restricted sense, for one of the constituent portions." And
Rule 5th:-" The generic name should alwvays bc retaincd for that portion
of the original genus wvhich w'as considered tyI)ical by its athor."

That is to say, Papilio of Linnoeus embraced wvhat is nowv divided into
-very inany genera, and the naine Papilio must somewhiere be retained.
WThat particular species Linnoeus would have chosen for the ty pe of the
*genus, had he foreseen its future disintegration, is flot knowvn, and in the
-absence of such knowledge, authors now w'ould differ in selecting the
typical species; and unless there is agreement on that, it is plain that
nothing but discord can follow. Mr. Kirby says, fohlowing the Rules:-
"In subdividing a genus, the original name should be restricted to the

typical sections if this can be ascertained." I have asked of an eminent
Ornithôblogist w'hat wvould be done in suchi case in his science, and he
replied as follows:-" It is our custom to take the firsi nine n/nioncd by
an author as the type of bis genus, unless another Uc especially claimed ;
-and> if this genus be subsequently subdivided, to insist that the original
name must be retained for thefir-st sjccies of the oiginal lisi, unless there
.are very grave reasons to thne contrary. 1 notice, in the ioth edîtion of
Linnoeus, the first Papilio is Priamus, from. Amboyna. I should, there-
fore, be inclined to maintain that the name Papilio should be retained for
-that first rnentioned species, wvhatever else might befail the group. This
-being premised, the author engaged in overhauling a group has the riglit


