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For a long tinie that scehool of Entomiologists which lias for its basis
the view that there are but few gencra in the 1Bu)ttterfiies and Moths, and
that the more minute characters wliicli these insects offer arc not of
sufficient value to support genera, hiave hield an ahwost undisputed swa,,y
in the scientific literature on tie subjeet. ''li first opponent of these
views wvas Jacob Hùbner, whose works forin tic subject of the- present
paper. A single author, in the comparatively obscure town of Augsburg,
in Gerinany, Jacob Hübner found no adherents to his views, and Iiis
wvorks fell into obscurity. The Viennese Entoinologists rnisapplied nîany
of the feîv genieric naines of Hiùbner they, adopted, and abused hini.
Their example ivas folloived by the French Entomologists, including the
abuse. In Engfland Hiîbneres ideas found a more favorable reception
froin Stephiens inl 1329, aiîd hiere an.d tiiere, i Gerinany itself, a sort of
half recognition lias been extendcd tu Hiibner fromn tinie to tîniie, in sonie
few cases and under sonie limitations.

So far as Hiibner's îvorks are concernied, they must bc studied froin
two separate aspects. First as to Hfiiier's fundamental idea that the
Butterfiies and Moths offer niany geù'era, independent of tic question as
to, whether the naines Hiibner iiroposcd iii consequence for these genera,
be reinstated ini modemn systenîs of classification or flot.

And here the question arises respecting the value of ail1 systeins of
classification and as to their purport. .And -%we shall be agreed that wliile
our conceptions of genera and species and other divisions are abstract,
the purpose of our systemn of nomenclature is to express briefly inter-
relationship among aninials, no less tian to distinguishi theni. Jinder
the view that dissimilar structures arc allowcd to, be enibraced under the
sanie generic naneorsyîsbme clarly defective to tlîis extent.

And as the question of to-d-ay is the origin of the différent kinds of
ainimais, we are clearly on the riglit path if w.e seek to define our genera.
with more precision and to associate only those species under one gcnus
wvhich agree in minuter points of structure. Just this sort of nearer
and mîore critical coniparison is vhiat wve noîv uvidenfly nced in order
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