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the type (Lezvisii) is anl ordinary %%v/. itl tlie fore tibiie very Iengtliily
spiniose and, apparently, a ig tuft on thiorax. wluicli latter character inay
be accidentaI. In l)erfectlY- frushi >seclinlenis of se Iia.tere is, however,
a species of cresting whichi is vury curiotis. \Viti) rugard to o ther genera
proposed by Emropean authorities at ilhe expense of Agro/is, we have in
our fauna representatives of Anioconia. wichi has a distinct longitudinal
thoracie ridge of scales, and is apparently valhd. Tlie saine character
sel)arates EJz.pi/aeit froi Glacci. I t is less strong, hiowever. thian any of
the four genera above discussed and ubtabhisbed by me. duir Iboriins are
miuch ,,lighter thai ttic Eutropeaii type of Animoconia. 'l'Jiu sub-generic
tern L'iiois (occuelta) niay be r-etai*ied lèr large, 1ie'vne Ibui.

shudthn ha lndsia n uidaà would afford su-eirctypes.

The genum gri s should first be divided by the separation of the
formns wvith non-spinose fore tibiae, theni the other characters here disctissed
shouild be uised. In tis> way die mioniogaiszlll-t will do a good %vork, now
mucli needed.

%Vith regard to the species, thierc inay he too mnany separated from
6'upbiia althotuah Prof. Lintnier seemsi hiardly to be agreed with this. The
western fori-ns are very confusing, an d thu rangc \vichi 1 admit mider

G«pbida " is very great, thotigh in ail probability it will hiave to be
extended to admit both Al/crznata and Br-unneipni. ar/aIead

as decidedly distinct. PRecitlai mîny be an extreie fiormi of Gica/ricosa.
The forîns allicd to Ciamlpcs/ris (i. e., Deco-ilor, Al/bipenis, A7T r;penn;jis)

may have to be ail united under the mnie .Declara/ali of Walker, 'vhichi,
applied to weser eciiiieiib inder an erronieous> reieric appellation, is
probably the oldest tern for any of theun. 'lhu weýstern specimeris (coll.
Neunîioegeni) %viichi 1 have labelled Dec/ara/a hailardly be distinguishied
from- eastern Gaimpes/r-is. As to the -species erected at the expense of
SubgotlIz, we certainly oughit to be able to decide the natter by breeding
theun. While there is no difficulty in separating Iterilis, froin the orna-
nientation of the I)riinaries, tr-icosa is considered hard to recognize
alwvays ivith certainty, by somec corresponclents wvho have probablv hiad a
larger material to look over than inyscîf. As for the great bulk of the
species cited in the Newv Chleck List, thiey are uindoubtedly valid. As
compared with the European faxîna. our species of AAprotis are fair more
numnerouis. Stauidingier «iY" ic 70ScÇiC. btut lie incindes Labrador forîns.

Iii îy op)inion lie is flot justified in this pro-ceduire ; the resenîblance is
owving to the presenice of .\rctic formns (Anarta. etc.) 'l'le Labrador


