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Ogjygi de Gueutard and 0. de Desmaresi, which appear to be
congeneric. The type of 0. gueutardi. which is still in the collec-
tions at the Sorbonne. in Paris, lias recentlv been redescribed
and figured 1w (Ehlert in the tirst fasiculus of thie Paleontologia
Universalis. It is evident that this trilobite is flot at ail related
to the familiar Ogygias of Wales and Scandinavia. Barrande
was the first to point this out. and Tromelin and Lebesconte
state<l it long ago. These latter authors also noted that Ogygia
was a preoccupied namie. biaving been used 1w Hubner in 1816
for a genus of Lepdoptera,. an(l thev proposed Ogygites to replace
ît. 2 Goldfuss, in 1843, without giving anv special reason,
transferýed Brongniart's A saphus de Budi to the genus Ogygia,
and this species bias, in tirne, thanks to Salter's description,
corne to bc considered the type of the genus Ogygia. Now that
we know what the original type of that genus is. this later po)sition
can flot he defended except on t he gèneral plea **That evervone
knows what an Ogygia is, and it will make trouble to change
11o1,. 1. Q~ gygia buchi w'as flot one of the original species of
Ogygi. is flot generically the same as the species originally
assigned to that genus. and v'et is, bv- the law of tradition. made
the type of Ogygia. thus ousting the original species' Truly
scientists must venerate tradition! To be logical we must now
propose a new generic naine for the original species of Ogygia!
But Sweden hias produced a man who was not afraid to look
things squarelv in the face and defy tradlition, and in bis Pale-
ontologia Scandinavica. Angelin proposed Ogygiocaris to replace
Ogygia in the sense used 1w authors gencrally, but flot by
Brongniart, selecting the Scandinavian 0. dîltata as the type.
Therefore. Ogygia disappears. being preoccupied. Ogygiies takes
its place for primitive Asaphin«-e with annulatcd pygidia and
forked hypostornata. and Ogygiocaris stands for trilobites of the
type qcf Ogygiocaris dilala and O. buciti.

Another familiar naine which must go. nierely hecause it
is preoccupied. is Bronteus. Goldfuss I descrihed ths as Brontes
in 1839. De Koninck1 ' saw that this naine had already been
used by Fabricius for an insect. and therefore proposed to change
the namne to Goid ius, a contraction of Goldfussius. This didnot
appeal to Goldft:ss, evidcntly, for hie slightly modîfied bis original
terni in 1843. making it Bronteus. If we can use a naine only
once in the animal kingdom, we must adopt Golius. Here
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