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species was fully in our mind when we visited Dr. Boisduval in Paris. lu
the collection of this savant is the typical specinien of? Godart, and it is a
specimen of Tltccla calaitis, nobis, for whicli wc have used the mime of
Titecla Bdwardsii as a synonym. But we are hy no means satisfied that.Mr.
Scudder is right. Opinions may wcll differ as to a figure without description,
which even Mr. Scudder finds faulty. Lt ay lie said withi equal justice that
Hlubner's figure represents T. calamis, nob. (T. Edwvardlsii), and ouly 'çhere
it is def'ective does it approach T. inorata (. calainus, Scudder).

The ch:inccs are also against 1-Iubner's hiaviing figurcd both scxes of the
usually unspotted T. ino2rata ivitli the spottcd secondaries of T. calcis, nob.
Leconte bas certainly ligurcd T. inorata, and as we statcd before, Boisduval
has used the specimen of Godart's T.falacer (T. BdadiSaund.), while
furnisbing- the text. Boisduýval considcrcd Lcconte's plate as reprcsenting a
forni Of T. fal<iccr, Godart, and erroncously so, as Leconte figurcd for the
first and on]y tiine Thedla ino-ata ; MNr. Scuddcr's version of llubner's plate
to the contrary notwithstanding. *We are at a loss to understand iir. Scud-
der's reinark, tbat we have cornc to an Ilerron cous conclusion rcspccting
Boisduval and Lcconte's plate, which, bad as it is, eau certainly only repre-
sent calanus'> (i. e. T. inorata). Witli the exception of the strieture, this
accurately represents our publishcd opinion vitli regard to that plate.

Dr. Boisduval citcd H-ubncr's calanus in the text to T. lalacor, liccause lie
considered, and in our opinion corrcctly, that Hubner's figure rcprcscntcd
Godart's species, which latter hoe lad before hirn. But tîxat he inistrustcd
both I-ubner's adid Lecoate's figures is very evident. R-e preferrcd Godart's
Inter name and uscd his type.

With respect to the citations o? Mr. Scudder, undcr the synonymy of the
two species, there is inucli that is unnecessary as wcll as erroneous. Any
referen ce to such an inaccurate compilation as that of Mr. Weidcxneyer is a
work of supererogation in a inatter like the present. Lcaving 1-Iubncr's
figure on one side, wve have Godart and I-arris's description of Tlwclafalaccr,
and our own o? T. iniorata to fait back upon, so that the certain determnina-
tion of the two species with aIl nccssary citations is as follows:
TuEcI.A ]NORArA:

Tltecla inorata, G. and R. Pcscrip. Ani. Lcp. N.ýo. 3, p. 1, January, 1868.
Tiecla falacer, floisd. Lec. plate xxix., flgs 1-5.
2Thecla inorata, Saund. Can. Ent., Vol. Il., 61-64; G. and R. Trans. Arn. Eut. Soc.

I. 172-3.
TnÎcL.À ALCR

§i'ccla fatacer, Godart E ncyc. ix. 600, 633; ]3oisd. Lee. (tcxt in part); Hlarris,
Treat. Ins. Veg. Ed. 1862, 216.

27kecla li*dzaî-csii, Sauinders i. Litt. G. and R. Trans. Ani. Eut. Soc. 1. 1172.
(?) Rusticu armatus calanus, Ilubner, Exot. Selim. i., iigs. 1-4.
§I7ccla catanzts, Westw. Gen. Diurn. Lep. ii., 486; G. and R. Trans. Amn. Eut. Soc. I.

172-3.
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