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In the Jîîly nunîher of the CANAD.)1 N Eîîois prof. j. M.
Aldrich attempted to rescue Dr. %%illistonl's Cla/ex inornatres from the
synonymy by referring the true Cit/ex eoansobrj,,uts, l)esvoidy, as a syn-
onym of Cti/expipielis, Linné, aîîd denyiîîg that any of the other species
wlîîch the writer originally placed in the synonymy of consobrinus is
identical wiîlî inorniatus.

i)esvoidy did not give a separate descriptîion of bis consobi,îus, ilut
compared it with wlîat he identified as pipiens, observing that it differed
în having the palpi and tarsi "brunicosis, non fiavis." i)esvoidy wasnoted for his erroneous identifications of previously described species, and
that bc nîistook somne larger sîiecies for the true pipi/cm, seems to admit
of no doubt, since the measurement be gives, ' long. 3 lineas," is t00 long
for the latter, ail the specimtns of whiclî in the National Museum fall short
of 2.5 lies. His measurementb are usually acclirate, as nîay be gleaned
from tbose lie gave of sucli strongly.marked, easily-recognized forme as
Cu/ex mosquito, Atiophe/es ;nacu/:pennis, A. argyritarsis, FsaoQ/ora
edliata, etc., ail of wlîich are witbin the range of tIse specinsens of the given
species. He gave tIse same measurenlent for consobrigus as for p:p/ns,
and in deciding what species the former refers to it is necessary to flnd a
apecies whicli is larger tlian the true /piens, bas the ground colour hegave for pipiens, 1'cinereosublavescens. T1horax, dorso-levitor fulves-
cente," and tIsat inhabits l'ennsylvania, tIse locality given for consabr jeu:.
Up t0 the lîresent tinte we know of on/y ane species that fille ail of these
requireinents, and this is tlie fortu whicli 1 have identified as consabrinlui.

Even if 1 erred in this identification, there are still at least two otîter
naines tliat stand in tlîe way (if Dr. %Villistoîa's Cu/ex inornalns, namely,
C. impaiens, %Valker, the type of which Mr. 'i'eobald states agrees innearly ail respects with wlîat 1 have identified as consobrinus, except iii
the abdominal bandiîîg, and this was not of sufficient inmportance 10 cause
hlmi 10 regard it as reprcsenting a distinct sîiecies ; snd C. piguis,
%Valker, wlîich Mr. 'I'leolsald admits may be synonymous with consa-
brius.

As 1 liole 10 rcview tItis subject more at leîgth iii a fortbcoming
monograpli, it îeed not be enlarged upon here; sîîfficieîît facts have been
given above t0 fully disprove Mr. Aldricli's contention in relation to the
true C'a/ex consobrinus of l)esvoidy.


