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they will find their food-supply, and opportunity to 
develop. I n  this view of the matter, the develop- 
ment of siich non-homologous parts for analo ous 
purposes is of great morphological interest. %he 
analogy with the young Melo'ids will doubtless be 
found to go still farther, in that the young Bombyliid 

Fro. 3. - a ,  full-grown larva; b, pupa-shell; c,  larva issuing from 
pupa of Rhizotragus. (After Handlirsoh.) 

will hibernate and otherwise live for a long time 
without food, waiting patiently for the hatching and 
growth of its intended victim, which growth may be 
very rapid among lamellicorns and pectinicorns, as I 
have shown in the case of Passalus cornutus (5Mo. 
elnt. rep., 55), in which full larval development from 
the egg requires but six weeks. C. V.RILEY. 

LETTERS TO THE EDITOR. 
[ Feapondenta  are requested to be as brief as possible. The 
wzter's name i s  i n  all cases required as proof of good faith.] 

[The Lake-Superior rocks. 
INSCIENCE for Feb. 9, Mr. Selwyn refers to what 

he regards a 'mistake ' of mine, in quoting him as be- 
lieving that the trap and sandstone of Lake Superior 
are of the age of the Huronian. The statement was 
made on the authority of his report for 1877-78, p. 14 
A., where, in his general classification, he has placed 
in the Huronian "the typical or original Huronian 
of Lake Superior, and the conformably -or uncon- 
formably, as the case may be -overlying upper cop- 
per-bearing rocks." I could not, of course, in 1881, 
state what Mr. Selwyn may believe in J883, regarding 
the trap and sandstone of Lake Superior. A fair in- 
spection of the Tenth annual report of the Minnesota 
survey, which he criticises, would have shown him 
that that opinion was quoted from him in 1877-78, 
since his report for that year is given as authority for 
the statement on the following page. Still, I am 
very glad to be re-enforced in the views which I have 
advocated ill my reports since 1872, first promulgated 
by Messrs. Foster and Whitney, by the distinguished 
authority of the director of the Canadian survey. I 
concur with him in the sweeping affirmation, "that 
there is, a t  present, no evidence whatever of their 
holding any other place in the geological series " than 
that of the 'Potsdam and primordial Silurian; ' and 
I would also add, that there is much incontestible 
evidence that they can hold no other. 

I n  SCIENCE for March 9, Mr. Irving has misquoted 
and misrepresented my views in three respects: 1. 

That I have strenuously refused to believe in the un- 
conformability of the sandstone and trap at  Taylor's 
Falls in the St. Croix valley; 2. That, after tny visit 
to the valley in 1881, I confess to the unconformity; 
and, 3. That I have argued a diference of age be-
tween the 'eastern sandstone ' of the south shore of 
Lake Superior, and that of the St. Croix valley. 

I n  respect to the first of these, it is anly neces- 
sary to refer to the First report of the Minnesota 
survey (p. 69, TO),where the unconformity of the St. 
Croix sandstone on the trap and sandstones is made 
a strong point in the argument for separating the 
two under different names. 

Secondly, I should hardly regard that a 'confes-
sion,' in 1881, which is the.same that I advocated in 
1872, and, in the interim, on all suitable occasions. 

Thirdly, as to the difference of age between the  
sandstones of the St. Croix valley and those of the 
eastern southern shore of Lalie Superior, probably 
Mr. Irving has misapprehended my argument in the 
Tenth report, Minnesota survey. Instead of ranking 
them of different age, I have grouped them as of t he  
same age (p. I N ) ,  and call special attention to the 
fact, that the late investigations of Dr. Rominger, as 
well as the paleontological discrirnin+tions of Mr. Bil-
lings, go to show their identity. I have. however, a 
strong-inclination to concur with Mr. l;ving in the 
opinion that the 'Animikie group' of Thunder Bay 
is the equivalent of the original Huronian, and have 
already expressed reasons for such a suppositiori 
(Tenth report, p. 95). Some further examination in 
the northern part of Minnesota is still necessary to 
establish the parallelism. N. H.WINCIIELL. 

Minneapolis, Minn., April 2. 

Venturesome spiders. 
In  the summer of 1882, while engaged for the U. S. 

coast and geodetic survey in the triangulation of New 
Hampshire, I witnessed an  exhibition of tight-rope, 
or perhaps I ought to say slack-rope, performance, 
that somewhat surprised me a t  the time, and which 
may, perhaps, be of interest to your readers. It was 
upon the summit of one of our New-Hampshire hills, 
some 1,400 feet above sea-level, bearing the name of 
Blue Job. The air was clear, and the sky partially 
overcast with cumuli clouds, wiLh a very light breeze 
from the east. After completing a series of meas-
urements upon an angle, I stepped for a moment to 
the western side of my observatory (a  small wooden 
structure, with shutters opening breast-high for obser- 
vation) ; and, standing near the north-western corner 
of the building, I observed, starting out suddenly, and 
a t  almost the same instant, three spiders, each spin- 
ning out his single thread as he went, lying, back 
downwards, upon nothing but the air, and sailing off 
at  an angle of, perhaps, lo0 to 15O above the horizon, 
as if bound to some other sphere. The rate of motion 
was not more than a third or half metre per second ; 
and as the air was very clear, and I soon had the ad- 
vantage of a bright cloud for a background, I was 
able to watch the dark specks for a long distance. 
One of them made a partial failure, if his object was 
a long voyage, for he came to the ground within ten 
or fifteen metres; while the other two went on and 
up  as far as the unaided eye could follow them, or per- 
haps I should say one of them did, for at  last I was 
obliged to relinquish one, to be sure of holding the 
other in view. The distance to which the one was 
followed could not have been, I think, less than fifty 
metres. 

The question arises, How did they do i t ?  They 
went, it is true, in the direction of the wind, what 
there was of i t ;  but this was so light that I judged a t  
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the time there was not mind enough to do more tllari 
to s w i n ~  the spider to the same angle from the verti- 
cal tliai he was then rnaliing above the horizon. I t  
seen~edthe more surprising, as the spiders were large, 
and ought, by all tlle laws of gravity, to have fallen 
to tlie earth at  once. Arld what was their objective 
point, a in i i~~g ,  as they did, for the clouds and stars? 
But I co~itetrt 1nyself'~vith the state~iielit of the facts, 
leaving to others tlie how, why, and whither. 

E T. '),uIM~Y. 
Ilanover, N.11. 

Improvenlent of western pasture-land. 

I n  liis article ill SCIENCE, 11. 186, Professor Shaler's 
opening sentence, "tliat the greater part of thc United 
States west of tlle nieridian of Omalia is unfit for 
tillage," leaves a somewliat wrong inlpression. The 
greater p:u1 of Xebl.aska is west of tliat ineridian; 
bat  nearly tlle wliole state, as far as longitude !In0, 
produces crops of tlle cereal grains, grasses, co:,ii, 
fruit, anil roots, more snrely, even, than the nlitlille 
stales. This area enlbruccs 80,000 square ~niles. 
Large sections west of the '39tl1 ineridiari produce 
alnlost equally well, as our statist,ics slio\v. I-Iis sng- 
gestions, liomevel~, apply to the proper nlariagenlerit of 
h e  grasses outside of this area, and are of very great 
impor.tance. 

A remarkable peculiarity of our Nebraslra flora is 
its cha~lgi i~g character, JVliile not confined to the 
grasses, i t  i s  especially conspicnous anlong tllern. 
When I first crossed this county (Lancaster) in 1805, 
buffalo-grass (Bncliloe dactyloides) covered much of 
the uplands. By IS71 nearly all of this species hail 
disallpearetl; anti its place v a s  taken by blue-joints 
(Andropogori farcatas, etc. ), iiltel,spersed with Boute- 
louas, Sorgliuni nutans, Sporobolas, etc. Again, in 
1878, the blue-joints disappearetl from ei i t~re  town- 
ships, and the Bontelouas usurped their place. Simi-
lar l?lle~iomena were observed in almost every conrlty 
in the state, arid even in sections where settlements 
had not penetrated, During the last two gears Sor- 
gliuin nutaiis lias been gaining in eastern Nebraslra 
over all other species. On the whole, the species 
indig~rlous to moist regions have been gaining on tlie 
buffalo-grasses to such an extent that  the latter have 
almost entirely disappeared east of the loot11 meridi- 
an, and from large areas farther vest. I n  extreme 
north-western Nebraska, on tributaries of the Nio- 
brara, I have observed, since 1865, a remarkable 
e x c h a n ~ e  of buffalo-grass for Eonlelouas and other 
grassesbin different years. This tendency, therefore, 
is cornmc,n, tllougll not to the same extent, in the 
drier as well as tlie moister portioiis of the state. 
TVlien old Fort Calhoun, above Omalia, was occupied 
by the niilitary, twenty-five years ago, I<entuclcy 
blue-grass was brought in baled hay to tliat post froin 
tlie south. It sporitaneo~~sly spread in t001i root, a ~ l d  
every dircction, and nolv it can be fol~iid on prairies 
thirty i~liles alvay. Many of our farrners iii eastern 
Ne l~ r~~s l t a  grassare loolrirlg to that species iiom for :t. 
to give late fali and early spril~g p:~sturage. 

Undev favorable conditions, tlie ~vilcl llativo grasses 
produce a reinarkable amo~ul t  of hay. Thc blile- 
joiuts range in productiveness from one to three tons 
ancl more per acre. The latter large yield has been 
realized even at  the 99th meridian or1 the ~ i d e  Ellr-
11on-1-river botlonls. All tlie facts noted in the riioist 
as well as dry sections of tlie state confirm Professor 
Shaler's theory; namely, that the natural conditions 
on tlie plains are most favoriible to a cliangil~g grass 
veget,ation, and that i t  'I possible, through the agency 
of 111~11, greatly to il~iprove on the native species. 

Apparent attractions and repulsions of small 
floating bodies. 

,is I tl~ouglit it worth while, in tlie interests of 
clear teaching, to object (SCIEFCE, i. p. 43) to certain 
things in Professor John Leconte's explanation of 
the ' Apparent attractions ancl repnlsions of small 
floating bodies,' 1 it seems my ilaty, xiow that  Profes- 
sor Lecontc has replied (SCIEXCI:, i. 11. 249) to Iny 
criticis~n, to jnstify that  criticism, or, failing in that, 
to aclinowleclge iny error. 
iP statelllent in hi. explarlation of the behavior of 

two moistened floating bodies, to mhicll I particularly 
objected, was the follo~viny : "But when brought so 
near that their mcnisc.uses join each other, the radius 
of curvature of tlle united, iriter~reniiig, concave me- 
niscus . . . is less than tliat of thc exterior concave 
n~e~liscuses,. . . ancl its superior terisiori acts 11po11 
both bodies toward a corninon centre of concavity." 

The parts ornitted from this seritcnce are inerely 
references to n diagram. Professor Leconte now 
states that he should liave said sz~perior,fo~.ceinstead 
of s ~ r l ~ e l , i o ~  I, lio~vcrer, objected to theleiasion. 
statement on quite other gro~unds, Aftcr quoting it, 
I said, " \J7e do not tlli~lli physicists generally mill 
admit tliat a liquid fill11 tentls to draw a solitl, to  
which it is  attached, towaril tho centre of  coixcnzity of 
the  ;iilnz. Indeed, if this were so, the tendelicy of a 
colornn of water raised belweeii two floatirig bodies 
by sarface-terisioi~ would be to lift tliose bodies. 
Similarly, a colan~n of licluiil sustained ill a fine tnbe 
woultl tend to lift tlie trtbe." 

I ha\-e quoted myself thus a t  length, -rising italics, 
which I did riot use before, -because Professor Le- 
eonte appears to understand me as denying that what 
he calls tlle 'capillary forces ' -sncli, for instance, 
as the force exerted upon tlie enclosed air by the film 
of a soa1)-bubble-are directed toward the centre of 
concavity of the film. 1 spoke rnerely of the force 
exerted upon the body to zultich tile edge qi' the $film 
i s  attaclied; and tlre force exerted by tlle film upon 
such a body is certainly not directed toward the cen- 
tre of coricavity of the film. If we coil a rope round 
a cask, and set a Inan to pull at  each end of the rope, 
the pressure on tlie cask will be everywhere directed 
toward the centre of curvature of the coil: but the 
pnll on the Inen mill not be toward tlie centre of 
curvature of the coil; i t  will be tangential to the coil. 
I n  tlie sanle way, tlie action of a ~nenihcns upon the 
water beneath it, or tlie air above it,, is direct,cd to- 
ward the centre of concavity of the ineniscus ; but the 
actiorl of tlie meniscus upon the body to wliicll it is 
attaclied is tangential to the liquid surface, and per- 
pendicular to the bounding edge of the rneniscns. 

I'rofessor Lecoiite, liorvever, has chosen to inalrethe 
stateriie~ltI liave quoted abovc ; and lo my criticisni 
thereon he replies, "Indeed, i t  is obvious that  the  
elastic reaction of tlie corninon nie~iiscus, formed 
~vlieil two silcll floating bodies are brolight near to 
one anotlier, tloes not tend, to ltft  the112;for the verliccrl 
component of tlic capillary forces, directed toward 
the celltre of concavity, is exactly couilterbalanced 
by the weight of the adhering liquitl elevated between 
them, while tlie iio~,izontalcomponent is free to  
draw tlicin together." IIe malies a sirnilar statement 
concerning tlie action in a caljillary tube. 

I t  is, indeed, obvious, that  tlie weight of the ~vater  
must be sustairied ; bul h o ~ v  and wliere is this weigh1 
applied to tlie floating bodies or to the tnbe ? If i t  is 
applied by ineans of tlle surface-filnl, aud at  tlle line 
~vheretlie boundirig edge of tliat filtn nieets the float- 
ing bodies, or the wall of the tnbe, I'rofessor Leconte's 
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