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find tili halfwiray through that the writer was dealing with amoth, while the reader was searching for information about atrilobite. As specialization goes on, we paleontologists willprobably forget that moths exist, so why flot let each grouphave its own set of naines? But such a thought immediatelysuggests the confusion that would inev.itablv resuit, and one isdriven back to the present rules. That the follouing of therules works a certain hardship, I amn full), aware, but thatit produces confusion, I deny. We ail dislike a change, andwe hate to see well known things travelling under unfamiliarnaines. But it is remarkable how quicklv we assimilate newnaines, and, after we once get them, how pleased we are withour new possessions. The verv fact that they are new and-arouse antagonismn in us, fixes them in our memorv, and theyare further emphasized, because we make it a point to telleveryone what a mess Blank is making of our old familiar genera.
As an illustration of how quickly new names are adopted,one may cite the cases of Orihis, Sirophomena, and Lepoena.Prom 1847 to 1892, those naines were constantlv 0ou the tongueof every American paleontologist. Between 1892 and the endof the centurv we had learned a new meaning for each of thesenaines, and had also learned some two dozen new generie nainesfor some of the species formerly known by the naines cited.It is quite certain that if we of tfiis generation would straightenout our systeni of naines, the next generation would neyer realizethat it had meant any struggle.
In preparing a review of sonie of the genera of trilobitesfor a publication soon to be issued, 1 have tLied to eliminate someof the naines. which, according to the rules, do not have a lawfulstanding. As the changes have affected some very well knownnaines, 1 have been asked to prepare a statemeni showing thegrounds on which the alterations were made.g
Some of the cases are very simple and they may be presentedfirst. Jaekel' has recently proposed ten new genera among theAgnostidoe. but six of the naines% have to be rejected, becausehe did not recognize prior workers in the field. Re proposedPGrap.osius. with Agnostus rex as the type, but this sainespecies is the type of Condylopyge, Corda,' which must of courseremain the proper naine for this group. H.- further proposedDichagnosins with A. granulus as the type, thus duplicatingCorda's Pleurocteniwm, which must stand. Jaekel proposedMesagnostus, with A.- iuger, Beyrich. as the type, but Cordahad already used this species as the type of Peronosu. Miag-
Zeit. d. Deutch. Geol. Ges., vol. 61, pp. 380-401, 1909.Podro einer Monographie der bohemniuchen Trilobi-tcn, 1847.
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