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saine species die abdoînina arc singularly unlike. indeed, Mr. Slinger-.
land%~ references to the figures seern reînarkably unhappy. for if Wood's
figure is one of the best figures of the Ainerican insect ever publislied, it
is singularly unlike the figure froirn nature above it, and to suppose that
Wood's figure (i b) and Stephiens's (i a) are from the saine specimen seerns
to suggest great incapacity on the part of one of the artists to reproduce
ivhat lie saw. Figs. i and id represent nothing British, but for the
remnainder there is nothing to add.

1 ivould niow draw Mr. Singi(erlanid's attention to an important fact
thiat lie lias altogethier overlooked, viz., the connection between Doubleday
and Guenée. Lt is a matter of history that alrnost ail the N. Americali
species Guenée possessed were obtained from Douibleday and Desvignes,
and thiat rnost of lus wvork wvas subnîitted to Doubleday before publica-
tion. Lt wvas, thierefore, with Doubleday's full knowvledge that jaculifera
ivas described, and 1 observe thiat Guenée in his Uistoi-e, etc. (Noctuc-
lites), Vol. V., p). 262, actually dcscribed his jaciiifer-a, var. B., from speci-
mens in Doubleday*s collection. Lt is quite evident that with the mutual
understandîng between Doubleday and Guenée, that Doubleday agreed
wvith Guende's nômenclature of the Anierican species in 1852, and equally
certain, ini the face of wv1at lie had wvritten in 1847 that he considered the
species quite distinct frorn subgotliica, Haw.

MtNr. Slîngerland, in bis quotatiou of rny note that 111 do not know the
Arnerican st&gbothtica,"* rather r-nissiates my present position. 1 have
examined ail the specirnens in the British museumn repeatedly since 1891,
and knowv well %vhat I arn talking about, and his suggestion that I arn an
4Englishi writer, wvho does not knowv the Arnerican insect," is rather'

startling and far-fetchied, and wvould have been more warranted had Mr.
Slingerland wvritten his article five years ago.

One othier point only interests me in the note, and in that I arn
pleased to be able to ag ree withi Mr. Slingerland. There is no0 doubt
Guenée's iiarne, fizculifet.a, refers to, the insect known as such, that his
var. B. must be called tricosa, Lintuier, and that his var. B3. = herilis, Grote.
It may be interesting as bearing out Mr. Slingerland's position that
Guernée probably luzd no s5ccimiens of jaculifer-a, but that he described
Desvignes and Doubleday's speciniens; that these Entoinologists mnust have
hiad several speciniens is pretty evidert, for Guenée uvrites (Ibid., p. 262):
"Amnerique Septentrionale ; Canada Coll. Div. Parait tr&scomanune ; j

wvhilst of var. B3. he specially notes: Etat de New-Yorck, Coil., Dbday.'1
I have tried to be explicit even at the risk of offending our Editor byA

being too verbose. I arn afraid even now that 1 niay have to explain
doubtful points. At any rate I trtust 1 hiave been, logical enough to con-
vince rny Iwo good friends, Prof. Grote and Prof. Smith, that on the score -

of " scientiflc truthi," as wvell as on the score of 1'expediency,» it is flt
NvelI that two distinct species shotild be known in Europe and America by
the saine naine, and that the trtîe naine hienceforth. for the American
species-nîuchi as I detest upsetting old associations-nust be Agriolis -

jaczd¼a, Gn.


