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APPENDIX.

I give tlie (It'finitioiiH of iScctioiis iirnl Oonora of the HesperidiX) as

sent by Dr. Spoyer, with liis iiotos. The hist three Genera wore not

tnontioiicd by him. It is proper to siiy that Dr. Spoyer ascribed

ThyiiielieuH, Pyrj^us and Nisoiiiades to Iliibiicr, and Aiublyseirtes and

IMiolisorii to Sciidder. I am compelled, however, to subi^titute for

these aiithnrs the names of thg first one who defined each of thoso

f^cnera, and in the case of Thymclicus and the last two named, for

this reason, to ])r. Speyer himself. Tf there has been an earlier

definition of Tliymelicus I have not been able to fiml it, thon;;h

the name has been used by many authors from Stephens to thi.'J

day. Nisoniades (ISlt!) beinjj; rejected as a coitus name, and, were

that not enough, for want of satisfiictory definition, th"Ugh it was used

and defined by Westwood (IS,')!!), would give way to Thanaos, Hoisd.

(18152). 3Ir. lUitlcr, who uses the coitus names liberally, nevertheless

employs Thanaos, Hd. with this explanation :
" the genus Nisoniades

cannot stand, as its typo is an Achylodes." Knt. 3Io. .^lag. 7, J'T.— K.

HESPERIDiE.
SECTION I.

TibisB stenernlly with spines, at leiirst tlie niitldle ones; male always witli-

out ooatal fold; usually, a bluck, scalnlegs diseoiJal stripe (stigma) on foro

wings.

NoTK.— T havo been unable to find a sharp limit between the two principal divi-

sions of llesperidm charaoterizeil by Mr. Scudder, (Buf. Bui. I. ly.Vj.and 1 doubt if

Buch un one exists, unless perhaps iiidieated by the—not uxaniined by myself

—

presence or absence of tlie corneous sheath "iit the postericir extremity nf tlio

alimentary canal" in the males, which Mr. Scudder gives as a diirereuco. The
costal fidd. mentioned by him, is wanting in some species of his llesporides.

(Pyrpus S(io. Orbi/er, etc., Thanaos Mar/oyi). Xovertheless th-ough the first

quoted character shoubl not be prevailing, tiie two tribes of Mr. Scudder seem
to me to possess some natural rights. Tlierefore I have tried at least t<i indicate

them. It seemed to me most natural to begin the series witli those genera which
are related to the bulk of the other Rhopiilocera by the non-existence of the

tibial epi]ihysis and the spurs on the inidcibi tibire; the more as there exists no

costal fold. I will not contend that this arrangement is the niosl natural; such


