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cye." ts the difference between the first and second of thiese as 1great as
tlhat betwveen sharp) six and flat ievên of the miusical scale ?

'l'le ratios said to cxist between the lengthis of fore, middle and hind
tibioe, are expressed definitely in numbers. If we reduce the fractions to
common denominators in the usual wvay, that wse may compare theif
nuinerators, wve find the ternis so large as to be.uinweidy. Let us change
the fractions to tenths ;the resulting numbers are, for ratios of fore tibi.e
to liind tibi-,e, .63 ±,/-4 .6 v1, .6 + , and .7 Y2 ; for rniddle tibiS- to hind
tibiS, they are .8, .8y,.~, .9 or r. o-. TPle entire range of variation
is Iess than one and one-half tendhs in the first case, less than twvo-tenths
iii the second case. TIhle différence between first and third, first series, is
one-fortieth ; betiveen first and second is one-twenty-fourth. Are these
différences, or even the suin of themi, ultimate peculiarities; of structure?

One itemn remains, the yenation of the wings. 'Plie first superior
branch of the subcostal nervure arises "in the nmiddle of the outer two-
thirds of the upper border of the ccli "-is there any circumilocution iii
this ?-" somewhat beyond the miiddle of the upper border of the ccl, Ilat
scarcely't'o.thirds the distance froni the base to the apex of the celi," "la
littie beyond the middle of the upper border of the ceil. 1In fractions,

How, thien, does LycSeides differ from another, Glauicopsyche, for
instance ? i. Its eyes are naked rather than delicately and sparsely pilose
w'ith very short liairs. 2. It lias abolit 32 rather than about 31 jointsin
its antennae. Î). Its palpi are a littie less than twice, rather than a little
more than one and a hiaif tinies, as long as the eye. -4. The ratio of fore
tibiae to hînd tibiae is '-T rather than i41. .'That of middle tibiae to hind
tibiae is 34 rather than ej'W. 6. The ist sup. branch of subcostal nervure
arises at -A rather than at -j,% the lengyth of the cell. Upon wvhichi of these
six points rests the distinction between these genera ? Will the integration
of ail these differentials w'ith ivhaiever nîay be implied in the shades of
mneaning betveen scarcely and barely, considerably and slightly, suffice to
iake a gross sumn which amolints to more than a difference in the pro-

portions of parts properly accounted for as specific ? Why niay flot these
find ample r6omn and exact .determination in the same genus ? Any other
of the six pairs which these four namnes would make, if taken tivo by two,.
gives a series of différences; of the same nature and of equal weight. The
discussion of any other of the tables which. lie before us leads to con-
clusions equally forcible and equally direct. In this resuscitation of


