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acters. I foutid, even after exaiing many speciniens, but one
antenna; but this wvas clearly seen to be 7-jointed, flot S-jointed,
as in ;wgiýoswn and pcr-sic(c. 1 found no legs in position, but
several fairly wvell.l)reserved ones broken froni the bodies. These
sliowed the long digiruiles, buit 1 did not get a sight of the peculiar
posterior tarsus. 'Ple following description gives the details I fouind:

LECANIU.M FROÏM QUE.ENs'rON.
Anitennal 7-jointed, 3longest, 4 a littie shorter, 7 a littie shorter

tlîai 4, 2 siiorter thaïi 4, 5 and 6 shortest and about equal. Formula
approximiately 34721I (56).

Legs w~ell-developed ;trochanter and coxa eachi 'ithi a hiair ; femur
rather slender, îîot very miuch longrer than tibia ; tibia about one-third
longer than tarsuis. 'Faisal digritules slender, very long. Digitules of
cla'v also longe, extending considerably beyond tip) of claw, with quite
large knobs. Claw nearly straighit. I)eri withi large gland-pits, often
double. Anal plates wvitli their caudolateral ,Âdes longer than the
cephalolateral.

0f 5l)eciCs With' 7 -jOiiited anteniu, thiere is L. r-o/undwn; but tliis is
out of the question, froni its globose, nearly smooth scale. But hiow about
L. juglandiS(jlade) with w'hichi I hiave identified a sl)ecies sent
by Dr. Lin tner froin Rochester, N. Y., on plumn ? The antenna of this
Rochiester insect is just like the antenna of the Qtucenston species ; in
fact, the microscopical characters of these fornis are so rnutch alike as to
strongly suggest their identity. XTet the scales seemi decidedly different.

Some one may here say, How about the Lecaniumi cera(siex, Fitch.,
1856? This wvas said to be hemisphierical, nearly the size and shape of a
hiaîf-pea, black, more or less mottled with pale dull yellow dots. I confess
I do flot knowv whiat this is, and look with. sonie doubt on identifications
of it from suchi a description as Fitch gave. Until sonie one lias given us
a 'better description from the type, 1 think cei-asifex must be put iii the
doubtful list. There is no good reason for supposingy it identical withi the
Queenston scale.

The solution of the question here raised must probably be left in thie
hands of onc wvho can study the inseet, in all its stages, on the spot. The
following questions mighit l)e addressed to a suitable enquirer:

(iL. *gouhitherto kno'vn from France, closely resenibles our
insect in outward form. Cani the diversities iii microscopic deuails
be reconciled ?


