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lie quotes at Sonie length a form-ner Statenmeit o>f mine as tW
the spiliose tïl)ia, (made ten ycars ago). whvli 1 at onlce cor-
rected on examining agzini the sinall insect under a larger leîîs. But lie
excuses other modern writers with worse miistakes to father. 111 stating
the case fairly, lie should have said that althouglh Mir. Grote lias been the
flrst Amnerican to insist on the natural characters of bpinose tibiSe, yet once
lie called the tihhae tmariiied, where they %vere really spiniose, but lie
l)romiptly corrected the iiuistake. iMvr. Siiiith calls nîy citing Rhodlodipstz

7opjitz lardly Ilhonest," ivhile lie suppresses the fiact t] at 1 twice described
the mnotl as probably Fitch'ls species, b)ut lFitch's description, as I ex-
plained, %vill not fit my insect (figured ii Illhîstrated Essay>. 1lil niy list 1
only did to this o),' îvhat LeConte tlid iliroughout, viz., cite the authority
for the com)tibinied ternis. 1 differ froii Mr. Smith as to the generic char-
acters, i nd 1 desired to show tlîat no îîew specific nanie ivas lîecessary,
even if ïny species ivas not 1"ths? With regard to the species, tiiere is
littie varctnce îvitli regard to tlîeir validity. 'l'ie synonyniy is inaiiily that
of nîy Lists. 1 (1<) not l)elieve that be-simiilis is the saine as vil/osa; at
the saine tihie 1 readily admit that bia and acu/ilinea imay be color fornis
of sea-aa Speyer coîîsiders, as 1I(do, that aligula/a is distinct from
umbi-a (= eap/rilleus). NMr. Hly. Edîards infornîed nie long ago iliat
sudea and Ga14foirmensis were varieties. 'l'lie statemenit mîade by Mr.
-Sith that I resurrected DYhýrouof//ora froni H ubier. is inicorr*ect. I took
the geni. froi Lederer *and Stainiiger. 1 camnot tinderstand whiy it: is
that ScIzi;ia Hubni, wliici 1 (lic Il resurrect," is miade to supercede nîy
grenera ; but 1 scarcely thinik tlîat any one ili caU ail the species "Se/i;îia"
that Mir. Smiithî I)uts under that genus. 1 can assure Mr. Smith that miy
îittle limba/is is not -related to Mr. Edivards' const;'icta. ilromî a simfall
unlset specinien 1 estabîislîed the genus .Einyctis, witîîouit knoNving of Mr.
i-Ist's description of tlîe iotl as ;;zagAdi/';ia. 'l'lie two, as Mr. Hy.
Edwards hias told nie, arc the saine. Mly specinien wvasý very poor, aîîd 1
have it no longer to again go over its characters, which are, I believe,
correctîy given by ilie. 'l'lie collections 1 have deteriiniied 'vili allow of
every certainty as to, my species, but I hope that my labels wilI be
resl)ected and îîot cîiged, as it is probable that M r. Siiiithi's work w'ill
be modified. It is iuiterestiîîg as the first atteml)t to revieîv fromn a
scientiiic standpoint tlîe inaterial broughit together by nîyself, and îvhich
there %vas frequenitly nuo opportunity to comîpare at ilhe tinie of thie
original description of tlie species and geniera.


