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Mi'e question ask-cŽd by, MNr. Slingerland iii bis very interesting paper
in the C EzN., XXVII , p. 301, is in greac part ansvered by himself.
.1 think lie shows very conclusively that smbgotlica, Ham%, is correctly
used for our Amnerican species, and has given us a very fuil statement of
the evidence upon w~hiciî lie bases bis conclusions, thius rernoving the
matter froni the domiain of unsupported, opinion. Fromi the nature of Ille
case, and ila tue absence of Haworth's actuat type specimen, the proof
cannot lîe absolnte ; but uiii something more definite is supplied, I thinik
the conclusions of the paper on the ïidentity of suibgýo/hicag, mnust be
accel)ted. As to the sýnonyvmy, 1 think Mr-; Slingerlaîîd is also correct.
1 have not founid the A. 0. U. Code clear on this iatter, îhoughi i is as
10 genera in the saine case ; but, afier consulting Dr. C. Hart M erriam,
a recogynized authority on questions of nomenclature, I arn assured that
Guenée's iaed fr< iuist sink as a synonyni. On this, the main
features of tie paper, I accept ail o)f Mr. Slingaerlanid's conclusions ; but I
'vas a littie surprised to fid Iiiim defendingi genitalic characters as possiblv
good for g-eneric divisions, in ibie apparent belief that I hiad iised thlese
characters as a basis for niv division of tie mass of sPecies I found luiniped

as ~~rti..'1 believe that, with tuie possible exception of M.Sudr
nio onz iii Anierica lias studied thie genitalia of more insects of ail orders
îlîan 1. Ccrtainily no one lias figured more, and no one lias insisied miore
strongly upon the valuie of these cliaracters for specific distinction. I have
examined iii some cases over on1ý hiundred speciniens of a single species
withiott discovering appreciable variation, aiîd 'vhile 1 %vas cngaged iii the
study of L-aclinosiernai I exaiinied nearly 2,000 specinieîis of the fustra
-roulp alone, for tlie£e characters. Yet wvhile insisting on tlîeir specific
valuie, 1i bave also pointed out tbat wvbile easily distingutishced species ofteni
have very similar genitalic structures, very closely allied sp)cics-Sup11er-
ficially-niay have theni utterly unlike. Nowbiere have I ever clainied
thai. -enitaiic characters afford good bases for s-enera: on the contrary I

arn distiinctly of ilie opinion that they should not be used cxcept ln very
special cases. 'lihe only instance wliere I have yet fotund it desirable to
miake use of tlîeîî as a sole characcr, is iii the series of species wvhichi 1
have cahled J'-o1osta-iotis. That is an expediency genius, and. stated as
suchi, idî the miasons for it,


