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lections wvas not that of Stephens, thoni one of the fcev great Etiglish col-
lections. 'lhuis, I believe thiat the wveiglit of evidence indicates thiat die
sub.go/Iica of Haworth and Stephiens were the sanie species.

But, curiously enough, wvhile ail Anierican entomologists have
claimed the naine subgo//zica, Haw., for our insect, tie Engii authors
since Doubleday have clainîed Hawvorth's inseet as a variety of their
h-itici. Doubleday said it was "simipiy a variety of either tr-itîci or

aqiia"but it ivas soon restricted to the former in Britishi lists, and it
is stili considered as sucli by 1\r. Tutt. The evidence in support of this
seenîs to be confined principally to the simple statenient of Doubleday,
althoughi Tutt intiniates that lie lias seen Haworth's description ; but
Tuitt does flot (CAN. ENT., XXIII., i59) know ouir Amnerican insect. I
think the evidence produced to show that Haworth's suîý.othica is our
Anierican insect outwveighis any opinion which English .writers, who do
flot knoîv our insect, nîay forni from the original description alone.

Thc nanie ja-uijera, which occupies so conspicuonus a part in the
synonymy of this insect, wvas proposed by Guenée, inl 1852, for an Amer-
jean rnsect. His description of the species includes a good characteriza-
tion of the typ)e, followved by brief descriptions of twvo varieties, A and B.
I think both Mr. Grote and Prof. Smnith agree that Guienée's figure
(reproduced at j (1 on the plate) and his description of the type of the
species correspond to %vhiat Anierican writers have been calling subgot/ic,
Haw., for the past quarter of a century. Jaciier-a, Gni., was first
placed in the synonymy of suibgýotita, Haîv., inl 1873, by Mr. Grote, and
on the sanie page lie described both of Guenée's varieties, A axîd B, as a
new species-her-iiis. Iii 1 874, Dr. Lintnier nmade a careful study of the
fornis îîîcluded under Guenée's specific title jacu4/fera, wvith the result
that Mr. Grote's Izei/is ivas restricted tojaciiiifei-a, var. B, Gn., aîîd var.
A ivas described as a new species-ticosa.

No one bias siîîce questioned the specifle rank of Guenée's varieties.
Therefore, according to Canon XXV III. of thie A. 0. U. CÇ'ode of Nonien-
clatuire, the niane jaculifei-a must be restricted to the flrst or main part
of Guenée's description ; this is the only portion of the description thiat
can apply to his figure or to the insect under discussion. It is true, as
Prof. Smith says (Bull. 3S, U. S. Nat. Mus., P. 113): " Under ail circuim-
stances Guenée's îîame mu-;t stand for one of the fornîs, simice lie lîad ahl
three before hini," but in 1873 and I874 the miame ivas restricted to, or
'I as retaimîed for that p)ortioni of the grouip to ivhicli it ivas first applied "
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