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ilnd the miter portion of thc nicrvurcs of Uic priiaries about tbc apiCal
portion being blackisbi, which inakcs it look as if slightly scorclied at tic
tips as dcscriledl by tic 1)octor. Dr. Ottolcnigui expresses bis conviction
thiat congrua is distinct froni cuiica, but this wvas surcly unnlce(!sary,
and shlows tiat lie iiiistnderstood Dr. Fylcs'z. nîcaninig, M.s no one bias
suggested that thc ground.fccding S. antigone is identical, with tie trec
fecding H. l)ufctatissima.

I Uic samc nuniber l)r. Fyles liad a second îîapcr upon tbe sanie
tangled question.

Dr. Fylcs derives tbe n:ne ctinea froin tic Grcck é;iwÉ'ij (a dog's skin),
froin a supposed fancied re.cenîlulatice iii coloration to Uic spotted
carriage-dog of Europe, but 1 thiiik Xr. WeIstwood's derivation froni the
Latin cuncus (a wcdge> quite as p>robable, I)rury liaving especially
referred to the triangular marks. Dr. Fyles draws attention to Uic fact
thiat tile hind tibke, are flot shown iii Drury's figure, and that %Valker did
not describe Uic hind tibip-, of wlîat lie supposed to be cunea or of what,
lie described as congrua, but these points are of very minor importance,
especially as in Drury's day eiîtomnological artists were flot so0 partictilar
about a spilie or so, more or less, on tie legs of insects.

D)r. Fyles says, in regard to, cunea, that Ilwe hiave nothîiig to guide
us ex\cept Drury's figure, and Walker's description."

lis is a very extraordinary statement, as we have l)rury's descrip-
tion as wvell as figure ; but lîow Walker's description of a few specimens
of nîoths which lie supposed to0 be identical with Drury's cunea could
liave any wveight iii deciding wvliat Drury's molli really ivas, I fail 10, sec.

Dr. Fyles, hîowever, does niot lay niuclî stress on Walker's description
of suppftld cunea, but falis back on Drury's figure and finds it sufficient.
1 arn flot at all surprised at that, as I think that practicaily everybody
cisc flnds it sufflcient also, as I believe tîat until Dr. Fyles became guilty
of lus present lieresy, the behief tîat Drury's figure of cunca represented
tlie muclî-spotted. ermine motlî of the South îvas one of Uîosc doctrines 10,

wluich tic formula Ilsemper, ubique et ab omnibus " could be applied.
Dr. Fyles lays great stress on thc fact that flot one of the eight

figures given by Riley 10 ihlustrate the supposed variation of cunca agrees
exactly îvith Drury's figure, but this is reaily of no, significance, as Riiey
ivas flot trying 10 match that figure at ail, but mnereiy 10, showv the range
of variation, aîîd in thie case of so, variable a species it mighit be possible
t0 give a hutndred figures and yet flot hiave two exactly alike.
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