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of the case. " 27w tri-ic.e of Jreserviing //ze ot'dest of the nines given to
t/he sanie inseci is not absolit/e; iie cizoice betwceen thiern, fo//owviig t/he grcater
or Zess degrec of convenience, remains free."

Until quite Iately, although there was a general feeling arnong Lepi-
dopterists thiat the hunt for newv names ivas getting to be a nuisance that
demanded abatement, there seems to have been no active opposition to
it, tili the publication of the Catalogues of Staudinger and Kirby, a]id, in
this country, of Scudder's Revision'. The changes announced in these
wvorks amount to a revolution of mucbi of the existing Nomenclature.
In the Revision the names of American species bave been changed
largely, and of genera almost altogether. For examrple: of the Butterfiies
found in Newv Engla-nd, Out Of 28 hitherto recognized genera (omitting
the Hsz5eridev) Mr. Scudder bas left but three untouched; of five others
he has retained the name, but restricted the genus; but of nineteen be
bas changed the names altogether, displacing well-known namnes by others
purporting to have been found in ancient authors, and mostly in
Hubner. And from the twenty-eight genera have now proceeded fifty-
one. Whilst of the Iles5eidoel he bas made forty-five genera for one
hundred and thirty-eighalt species, besides giving a horrid array of barbarie
family and tribal names, remnants of systems ages ago deservedly
exploded.

Mr. Kiýrby's IlRevision bas the effect of abolisbing scores of old and
famîliar namies (generic) and replacing them by others altogether new to
the rnajority of Lepidopterists -" Wal/acc and Mr. Crotcli, by following out
bis' mode of determining typical species, " shows us that Mr. Kirby is
wvrong in the nocmcs of twenty-seven genera," defined before Hubner, and
in a letter lie says: IlI stopped abruptly at 1816, as the question of
Hubner's Vcr-zeic/zniess beat me,> to wbich bewilderrnent we should be
grateful, for the assimilative powers of that author are fearful.

The trouble caused by the strict application of Rule i to specific namnes
becomes intensified when applied to generic names. It migbitbe supposed
in the bunt for the former, that if the several authors now at variance could
be got to interpret the ancient descriptions by the same illumination, and
could agree upon a starting point, the ultimate name of eacb species would
some day be.reacbed. It migbt require a long period, but it wvould seem
possible.. Not so wvith genera. Even wben the final stage of disinte-
gration was reached, and each species stood in a genus by itself, tbere
ivould be a never-ending contest as to wbetber sucb genus should bear


