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Arnerica, and two of these (instabi/le/la and radia/el/a) were already known
in Europe. The genus thus seems to, be confined to the Pacific Coast in
this coùintry.

His Lordship gives sonie valuable notes uj)Of the genus Depressaria.
Thus lie thinks that D. geoygie/la Walker belongs to the genus TJricholaphe
Clei., and wvouId more properly be included ini Oc/za than in Depres-
saria. . clause//a W'alker is D. cier-eocoste/la Cl en., and D. co;nferte//a
Walker is Crypto/echia (Mackimnia) /ezz/orifere//a Clein. IlIt lias since
been descrihed by Mr. Chamibers under the naine of De.ôressaria fer-
na/de//a. 1 arn assured by Prof. Ferna]d that lie is wvell acquainted ivith
the species " (ferniade/la ?) Iland that it agrees wvîth a specimien of the
true C. /ezz/orfez-e/la which 1l received froîii hini for comiparison with Mr.
Walker's D. conjer/ia. But I arn aware that Mr. Chambers himself stifl
doubts their identity." I have neyer had an opportunity to compare
fena/de/la with teutorifere/la, but as stated ini the U. S. Geol. & Geog.
Survey, I described ferna/de/la as distinct from teutorijere/la because 1
could not recognise it in Dr. Cleinens' description of the latter. though
there adnîitting the fact that they iniiglit nevertheless be the saie. Lord
Walsingham mentions that DA ? pa//idoclire/la Cham., D. ? i/eyel/a Chamn.
and D. ? versicolore//a Chamn. are by me doubtfully referred to Ge/ehia. I
now think that whether these >pecies are properly referable to Ge/ecizia or

not,~ ~ ~ ~ Z thyd ltbln o pressai-ia, and after eliniinating these, Ilwe
have then eleven unqufestioned species of Depressaria, viz., A. atr-odorsella
Clern., cinereocoste/la Clem., clause//a.WNalker, ezqatorie//a Chamn., -gro/ella
Robinson, Izelaclina De 0., hilare/la Zeil., nebu/osa Zeil., pilvi5penne//a Clem.
(pu/v7ipue/ela in Lord W.'s paper is no doubt a miisprint>, robin/e//a Pack.
and scâbie/la Zeli." So says Lord Walsinghamn, and probably hie is right,
though I hiave sonie doubts about robin/e//a, which, however, I have not seen.

Passing on to the genus Glyphi.pteryx, the species are ail undoubtedly
new except perliaps G. Ca/ifom/ei, wvhich w'ill probably prove to, be
identical with that described by nme as G. mon/lsd/la frorn Colorado.
There are speciniens of nzonise//a in my collection in Cambridge Museum
and in sorne otiier collections, but I have none now a.t hand for com-
parison. I think it highly probable, however, fromnimy recollection and
notes of that species, which is very vaibeShtC4ori~ilpoet

be the sanie species.' I wili state here that I described G. exqp/a/e//a as
new because 1 %vas unable to, rccognise it in Dr. Clemens' description of
bis G. iimpi-rite/la. Neitiier yet now amn I able to do so. Recently,
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