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L. eculc/la, by Dr. Clemens, and three, L. ainie/la, L. abicis/ig-e/la and
L, gracitlla, by nie. 0f these sjecc/ela and a/niellai are certainly distinct
species, andc so the others appear to nie to bc. But considering the
ariiotnt of variation whichi is found so coninonly in the extent and
intensity of the fuscous niarkings of the known, species of the genus, and
the fact that tvo, or more of the fuscous marks miay by spreadingy and con-
fluence uflîte into a larger pateli, or miay surround a white Spot, or may
be connected by streaks, etc., it is flot impossible that I. aqpicistrigella
may prove to bc a varicty of sfcl/aorf gcle/aree i he
nay prove-to be varieties of one species. The truth about this can only
be satisfactorily determniied by breeding themn froni thelarva, and as yet
a/niella, of Colorado, is the only species the larva of which is knoîvn. In
the description of that species I alluded to the range of variation ini its
ornanientation. 1 have taken iii Kentucky t'vo specimiens which I incline
to refer to apicistr-igella, thoughi they differ somnewvhat from the typical
specimens, hiaving, the wrhole fore wvings p)ale fuscous and the markings
only deeper than thie remnaindler of the wings ; but even these deeper
nîarkings do not agree accurately wvith those of typical speciniens of the
species. I hiave noîv before mie a specimier îvhich I feel botind to refer

oL. sjec/c//a Clemi., thoughi fot agreeing at all accurately with it; and

I have also before nie a specimien -wliclî I refer to, gracril/a, thoughi it
differs froni it to about the saine extent: that the other specimier differs
fromn s»eai./ella. This specimien (of grcl/l)ndcccl, seenis only to
differ fromi Litzoco/letis iiJiicause/la Packard (Guide, plate 8, figs. rg and
i9a) by the absence of the spots and slîading on the basai half of the
dorsal lîîargin of the-foye wings, and suchi a différence in tlîis genus 'vould
not be of specific value. The figures above referred to leave no doubt
tlîat iiidifw(azzsell(t is propcrly referable to Lyonetiaz instead of Lithocolilis.
The miode o f pupation there indicated is that of ail the known species
of Lyolictia, and not of any species of Lihoco//etis.

It iiay be proper to add tlîat the figure i5c lo. cil., given, as repre-
senting the mine of Li/zoclîctis gemmna/e/la, is flot like any of the mîulti-
tude of known Litzocoletis miines, and mnay possibly be tlîat of a Lyonetia,
but is nîuclî more probably that of a NMépidllla.

Shotildgr-acile/la prove on breeding it to be identical wvith nidficausella,
the latter flame. lias priority.


