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Mr. Pahner is right, sometinles he is wrong, and sometimes he is just 
' betwixt and between.' Take the case of the genus whose name, in two 
forms, heads this paragraph. Mr. Pahner says truly thatVieillot wrote 
the word r•riolhor•ts; for so it appears on p. 45 of mv well-thumbed 
copy of his 'Analyse,' i8•6, though this is the page which the A. O. U. 
Committee cite for ]'•ryo•oras. But if Mr. Pahner had looked fnrther 
into Vieillot's ' Analyse,' he would have fonnd Y•ol•or•ts tucked away 
near the hottom of the right hand column of p. 7 ø , iu an alphabetical list 
of the new genera of the book, where the etymologies are given. There 
the etymon of the first element of the word is stated as ' 0O•ov, juncus'; 
and as the correct form resulting is Y•),olhorus, I think the Committee 
can defend their rise of it, though they may have to cite p. 7 o instead of 
P' •5 for it. At the same time, it offers a nice case for hair-splitting; 
for the previous T•riol•orus of p. 45 cannot be brnshed aside as a "typo- 
graphical error," since Vieillot makes his intention clear by there writing 
'THR•OTnORE, r,Sriol•orus.' I commend the case to nomenclatural 
casuists. 

While on the genus Th•Tolhorus, I may inquire further how it happens 
that we have changed the name of Y. •ewlc•ii leuc•5ras/er (Baird, •864) to 
T. •. •alrdi (Ridgway, •885). The fact that there is a Trofflodyles leuco- 
ffaslra, Gould, P. Z. S., •836, p. 89 (which Baird mistook for the sub- 
species of T•ryol•orus •ewlckliwhich he named lcuco•,'as/er in Rev. A. B., 
•864, p. •27) does not affect the case one way or another. Gonld's bird is 
now f/ro•sila leucoffaslra; it is also Q,•ltorhinus •usillus of Sclater, 
lieloth/ha •ustYla of Baird, etc., and this cannot outlaw the use of the 
name leuc•5•asler in the germs rh•olhoJ.tts. Bewick's Wren has never 
been referred to the germs Trofffodj,les since one of its suhspecies was 
called leucog•asler, aud of conrse there is no rule of nonlenclature, express 
or implied, which requires ns to change a specific name in nne germs 
for the reason that the same has been used iu another genus. Parity of 
reasoning • or rather, of tinreasoning •wonld require us to reject Czklolho- 
rus ma•'irtnce, becanse there was a prior Tr•/o(?les mar/ant*. I submit, 
therefore, that Th•Tolhor•ts bewlcktV b(tt'r(t[, No. 7•9 b of the A. O. U. Lists, 
•886 and •895, should stand as T. b. leuco•(•s/er.•E•o•' Cotr•cs, lVash- 

The HudsonJan Chickadee breeding in Southern Vermont.• On June 
29, 1895 , I'found two lludsouim• Chickadees (l>•rus httrtson/c•t3) and one 
Black-poll •Varbler (Denalto[ca s•rhtt•) on the snmmit of Stratton Moun- 
tain in southern Vermont. According to the U.S. Geological Survey 
the altitude of Stratton Mountain is 3859 feet, and these birds were 
observed at an altitnde of about 38oo feet. The latitude is about 43 ̧ 6 t• 
26 miles north of the Massachusetts line. As far as I can learn, the 
IIudsonian Chickadee has never been recorded from as far south in the 

breeding season. The Black-poll Warbler has been found by Mr. Bick- 
nell and others in the Catskills, but I can find no other more southern 

record for it.• F•c•s H. A•, Wesl •oxbu•T, Mass. 


