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considers it of 11o importance." 't'hat Hiibner did consider it of
importance is shiown 1b, bis hiaving l>uilt die later Verzeichiniss uipon it.
We shail find by carefuil study thiat Hiibner wîas a miost consistent 1-nto-
înologist, and thie criticismn %vhichi pronounces ini as vacillatory to be
worthless. So muiich is to b)e plainly, gathered froin his w~orks theniselves.

An'd, afrer aIl, after four years* limie Ochisenheimier d1oes -et the Tlenta-
inen, and in biis fourthi volume, 1816, speaks of it in a manner îvhich
shows a desire to adopt wvhat lie could of it. H-is language is lo ti friendly
and -appreciative, and iii his li,,t lie (lu*otes it in the synonyniy and therein
adopts certain of the genera, on the autbiority of the Tentamen, as

Gosnia" "Xj'ena" "A.,r/is," Il Gapzplioi-a," etc. Orn the whole lie
adopts more thian lie rejeets, and whlere lie rejeets ive are given no reason
for tlic discrimination <e. g. Jeliqp/îi/a). But niow we can sec the value
of Mr. W.T H. Edw'ards as a. critic. Hi2 ia-kes Oclîsenheîner to say:

Tiis s/ted 1 sau, on/y, longe qfiC- te »riiili of n;y _?rd Va?. wtas (lou,
and comes to a fuill stop. Bul Oclisen/zeimler- cornes to no full s/.p / No,
lie goes on, after a coma, lizerejor-e 1 coutil! uta! arlier- have izdopted ally-
/i«r aidj mi il. So thiat Oclisenheinîer qpo/ogises for an unavoidable
neglect and in lis fourth volume does Hübner a tardy but flot altogether
inadequate justice. For tie naies above cited, and others afterwards
credited by Oclisenlieinier«s followers to iniiself, are taken by Ochsen-
lîimner froni the Tentanien and credited to Hùbner by Ochsenlîeinier
lîinîself. And the criticisni that pronouinces Ochsenlîeinîer the chief
Lepi1dopterologist of lus day ive cannot accept. Ochseîîheinîer wvas, at
best, provincial, and fron i e nature of lus wvork could not be otherwise.
He is flot to be comiparcd to Hubner for grasp of his subjcct. His
follower, Treitsclîke, is stilli Warro'ver anîd on hini and the school to îvhich
lie belonged fal 15 the blanie for lîavin'g appropriated, misapplied and
ignored the work of Hubner.

A final argument of Dr. Hagen's, tlîat tlie booksellers of the tinie did
not advertise the Tentanuen, may be dismissed with the remark that it

certainly 'vas published as proved by 'Ochsenhieinier in iSio, and the
question, whcther the failure to, catalogue a. work by a bookseller is
sufficient to cancel its publicationi ?

I conclude that if w~e wish to follow Oclisenlicimier wve nîust adopt
the Tentanuen. 1 draw attention to flic fact tlîat Ochisenheinier's genera

*dalier Konntitcli fruliier nielits dao mufnelimeu, 4, viii.
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