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F7or a scientific mnaî, MNr. Slingerland niust be easily satisflcd ; but 1
would urge again that guessWork is not science. 1 miaintain thlat
I-iaworth'«s description of szibgotiica refers wôrd foir word to a certain
forni of Agr-otîs tiiici. 1 maintain mhat Mr. Slingerland lias not broughit
iforward. one scintilla of evidence to upset Haworthi's statement that his
ýspecies bias ils 'I habitat ini Anglia ; I maintain that Mr. Slingeriand lias
not brought forwvard the ghost of a fact to assume that subg,-o/hica, Haw.,
is or is not even identical w'ith sigot/icSel

With regard to the latter, I miust assume that Mr. Slîingerlald hias
:had at least as mnuch exl)erience with the various forins of Agrotis
jacul«fei-a as I have biad witb those of Agriotis tri/ici, and, therefore, that
bis opinion as as good as mine ; but 1 stili maintain mine, bie wvilI maintain
his.

Noiv we corne to a matter of expediency. Is it ivorth while to per-
ipetua-re a naime about whichi so much doubt exists ? Suppose Mr. Sling-
erland and tnyself let our difference die a nattîral deatb, the sane duel

jwill be fougbt again and again *betwveeni our successors, who, will view
rthe rnatter fromi our respeCctive standpoints.

Nowx, about Guenée's figure (id) there can be no doubt. It does not
tepresent any possible formi of .4grotis tr-iici. Here, then, is the first
unquestioned figure of the American insect. It is the only reasonable
name to apply to it, but that is a matter for 'Mr. Grote and Prof. Smith,
and not for mie. I simipiy state facts. Agrwotis tr-iici, var. sii~ti)a

aw., is a living fact to me, so is Agreiotis iacudjifera, Gîi. For my part 1
shial continue to write :-

Agrotis tritici, Linn.
ab. subgotbiica, Haw.

2. Agrotis jaculifera, Gn.
And Mr. Siingeriand cati add, if lie chiooses, to the latter (? sub-

gothica, St.). This is what tacts warrant, and ivben we change facts for
opinion 've arc doing a sorry tliing for science.

Mr. Singerland says. P. 303: "T1his figure, which is reproduced as
ib on the plate [it is enlarged to iatural size], is fromn Wood's Indiex,

itomnologý,icus, 1i. 9, fig. 149 (18-9>. Ali must admit that it is one of the
best figures of our Amierican species ever puiblishied." I bave compared, it
carefully wjth tlie figfure froni nature, and mark the différences : Wood's
gure (ib) may be the besi. of the figures of the Amierican species ever
ublishied, but it represents equaiiy weil many specimens of A. ti/iici ini
iy cabinet, and thie question arises ho%,. far 've are justified in considering

tIlese as two distinct species at ail; whilst for two male specimiens of tlue


