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SPECIFIC NOMENCLATURE.

DY Il. K. MORRISON, OLD CA.MBRIDGE,ý MASS.

The publication of Mr. Scudder's Revision hias caused niuchi dismay
aniong amateurs, on account of the numerous specific changes ind minute
generie sub-divisions whi ch it proposes.

To students of Lep)idop)tera the novel, and in many cases, original
vieiws advanced afford a fertile ficld for discussion. Mr. Scudder has
attemipted to study the order by t'le saine methods, and to correct its
tangled sp)ecific nomenclature hy the saine principles wlîich, govern al
other delxartincnts of Zoolog.

Th'is wvork is rendered very difflcult fromn the fact that their beauty and
the readiness iwîth which they can lie calptured and preserved, lias nmade
theni froni the tinie of Liinrýets a faivorite order with collectors. Thus it
-.vas that iniany of the species hiave be.-n described flot by naturalists, but
by amateurs ; and genlera founided on the miost: casual and uniniportant
characters. The confusion caused by the publication of superficial and
carelessly %vrîtten wvorks, or of îvorks in wbich the labors of preceding
Entomnologists have becîi neglected, it ivilI take years to undo. Mklr.
Kirby, in bis invaluable catalogue, lias conibined tlîe resuits of thc labors
of Furopecan students in this direction, and adopted, altbough lie clid not
fully carry out, the )riincipies wliicii Mr. Scudder followed strictly in bis
Revision.

Unless soine defiite law is laid down and universally obsurved, in rgard
to Etnogianoinl tureeScicence will aiways rimain inithe chaotic
condition in ivhicb it noiv is. Timie will oiily increase the confusion ; and
now that a good renied, bias bccn proposed, it would be folly to rejuct it,
because of thîe teniporary inconveniencc it would occasion. 'l'le con-
deninatioîi witlî wbicli Mr. Scudder's bock lias been received seîîs to bc
fouiîded, not on an intelligent rejection of bis deductions, but siniply on
accounit of thc trouble iviichi a partial chiange of nanies wvould cause the
present gencration of students.

But is it not better to endure a sliglit and constantly diiniinisling,- evii
for the sake of a future and permianenît good ?

There are two laws by whlic1î the nomenclature of a science may be
governced, tlîat of priority aîîd tlîe so-called law of convenience. The


