
'TE CANADIAN E'ooo 7 sr

for liis 5l)ecies, the genera Li/lhoia, Ca/ocamlpa, Litho/dane, alue;,a,
Xy1éni, Ar/mnola, D4'ey;iGic CGalop ihasia, Pu~rsC/zs,

Sco/oclirosia, and yeî others are now us.ed. Unfortunately the genlerie
titie, beconiing alîcred in spellitig to Xylina, hias been rctainied for the
Lithophianoid fornis, instead of tie l-adenoid forni, for whichi it was
intended and t0 which it iwoperly helongs. 'l'bis mistake 1 set righit in
1876 .I shio% tiat Xy/of/zasia is a synonymi of Xy/cna, and that for the
genuis Xy/init of auithors the namie Li//wpzaz (1 816) intist be used.
Oîilv throughi sticl researclies ean we arrive at 'lie certain titles of our
genera, and if ive wouild one day reacbi a stable nomienclatutre, if our aimi
is fixity and not laxity, the resuit of snicb stuidios mnust be adopted and
hield fast.

'l'lie type of eacbi gcnus in the ATýc/zida't, shotild clearly be fîrst posi-
tively ascertained, and tie structural features of snicl type fullv exposed.
By comparison we cati thon group around sticb types the othier species.
XVe cati ascertain the reasonable limits of the gencra, deigb e characters
of onutying formis 'vbich obscure tbese limiits, and, througli comparative
studios iii aIt stages, ar-rive at that condition of affairs in classification
wvbere a certain generic terni covers a certain total structure, and ils lise
calls up a picture of the greatest number of ascertaine&faicts. 'l'ie tiie
wvill then corne wvhen the p)resent personal, opinionative tise of generie
ternis will give îvay to the scier tific, impersonal one, wvhen auîthority ivili
no longer usurp the place of reason and research.

Acting again uinfavourably upon the attainrnent of such, a state of affairs
iii literature -and conversation, is thie tendency 10 make a difforence,
whiere in reality none exisîs, betwveen atîthors as to the validity of their
names arising froni thîe alleged %vant of technical completion of publica-
tion. 1 ani here concerned only îvith generic titles. I hiope to show
elsewhere tliat specifie tilles owe their recognition 10 a ccrresl)ondence
beîween the object and the publishied description, and that, wvhere the
supposed "typ)e" of the original describer contradicts at ail essentially the
original text, tbe "typIe" mutst be considered spuirious, silice the reason for
the name is to be fouind iii literatuire, not iii a labelled specimen. In
generic tities wve are, howevTer, solely concerned îvith literature, becatise
generie titles deal almost excltîsively w'ith already described species as a
malter of fact. New genera, based offly on new species, depend also
largely upon the proper identification of the species, butt these instances
do not affect thie older generic titles and play no part in our present
investigations.


