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Mr. Slingerland evidently does flot kriow our British Agr«1otis titici;
it is outside mny brief to go into the protean forins it exhibits, but îvlieî
I say that ny. series comp)rises sonie 2,500 specimens, which have
received somtething like twenty»five different specific nines, and a niere
surnnary of these occupies 15 p). 1p. in flic l3ritish N1octuoe anzd Tzei-
It arielies, your readers ivili see thiat Mr. Slingerland is treading on
treacherous -rounds Mien lie is dealing with the subjeci, and suggests
that Britishi lepidopterists cannot name ihieir own insects, for this is un-
doubxedly the ultimate conclusion of bis line of argument.

Now, it is quite evident fromn Mr. Slingerland's remarks (p.p. 302-

303) that wlhatever specîiens Haworth (before îSio) described bis sub-
go//1iéa fromn, M'%r. Stephens (iS:29) did not describe the saine speciniens,
for lie described his froni speciniens obtained from Mr. Raddon, and the
specinens were labelled, "lnear ]3arnstaple, Devon." Nov, 1 have to
add, as a inatter of p)ersonal kuowlIedge, iliat the coasts niear Barnstaple,
Devon, produce A. titfliinl immcnse numbers, and 1 cari assure M1r.
Slingeriand, and ail other Am.erican entomologists, that 1 cati match
exactly the specimens which Stephens figures, and Humphirey and West-
wood copy, with undoubted euiespeciniens of Agr"iotis tr-iici, and I
quite agree îvitb my friend, M r. C. G. Barrett, th-lat these figures certainly
represent a variety of tilici.

Wye now conie to Mr. Slingerland's first inove into the nîists of
probability, and 1 would suggest 10 Mr. Slingerland thiat probability is
not critical science. 1 refer to MVood's figure, reproduced iii the plate,
fig. lb. Mr. Slingerland says :-"1 I îlîink, that a glance at the next figure
of the insect that appeared, taken, doubtless, froni Stephenlss specinlen,*
will reniove ail doubt as to what insect Stephens tried to represent." 1
object àbsolutely to ibis prernise. There is not a scintilla of evidence to
warrant sucb an assertion. We want facts and deductions therefrom.
WVe do flot now, tbiree-quarters of a century after publication, ivant an
assertion made as bcing «"douibtless,7" witbout a single fact to support ht.

No, up to iS847," Mr. Slingerland very riglbtly observes that
Englishi Entonmologises considered snzd'gotlzic« a British insect, and a dis-
tinct species. Then Mr. Doubleday stated thant " Hlaworth's insect is
evidently siniply a v'aricty of cithier Agoi ti or ainîilia. l'le
specics describcd"by Stephiens is Amieiricani." Now, it is strangae État 1
liad nleyer noticed ibis reference before, but it fortifies îny position. It

'1 have ieferrcd tu, ihlis staîcîellit Ii dcî:iil fianlic- 011.


