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CI-IRYS0PHANIJS '11-10E 0F GRAY -WHY IS IT NOT
C. I-YLLUS, CRAMER?

BY A. G. BUTLER, l'il, D., BRITISH MNUSEU&M, LONDON, ENGLAND.

In miy Catalogue of Fabrician D)iurnal Lepidoptera, p. 173 (in

1869) timhlesitatingly identiiied examiples of a Gh;iysoA/zanzzs iii the
British Mufisetin collection %vith Crainer's PaAi/io Izyl/us, and at Ille

present tinie 1 do not sec the slightest valid reason for altering that

decision.

In his Il Butterflies of the Eastern United States," IDr. Scuidder, at

the end of his synonymiy of Glu yswj5/anus t/toc, says, Il Not Papilio

hylluis, Crani." ; buit, lu his accounit of the species, I find no reason

adduced for this assumption, though I can readily believe that the

incorrect locality, IlSmiyrnia," given by Cramer, and the somiewhat care-

less drawing of the spots across the disk of primaries, may have

influenced hlm.

That C. Ityl/us is flot a European type, lu the Stauidingerian sense of

the terni, may be concluded frorn the fact that it is excluded fromi

Staudinger's Catalogue, and 1 think I rnay safely afflrn- that there is no

Etiropeani species which at ail nearly approaches it. On the other hiand,

anyone acquainted with theé utter unreliability of many of Cramer's

localities for bis species, and ivith the unequal menit of bis drawings,
wvould hiave no hesitation iii at once pronouncing, bis figures of P. hl/us

to be a representation of the female of C. thoe.

If C. Ityl/us and G. //zoe are flot one and the sanie species, wvhat is

Crarner's insect? Ruiil, lu bis Il Paloearktischien Gross-sclimetterlinige,"

1892, ignores it entirely ; indeed, by general consent, the students of

European aiîd allied butterfiies are decided as to its having nothing to do

with the fauna of Asia Minor or Europe.

If, therefore, G. Izyl/us is no, G. thoe, it muist be an extinct species

closely related to the latter, for there is nothing else in the least

approaching it. If this conclusion conîmends itself to American

Lepidopterists, vwell and good, but they miust not mind being classed

with those who consider it Ilfolly to be 'vise,"
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