Carl Linnaeus (1758-1759), Systema Naturae (Stockholm: Salvius), 496; the identification of a subspecies of moth as the hyalophora cecropria, the cecrops moth. — Cecrops2.0001_Linnaeus


[image: ]Linnaeus’s Aristotelian approach to the “system of Nature” established the taxonomic categorization of the world’s living things. You know this as kingdom, class, order, etc. (King Philip came over from great Spain.) Right? It is said that since antiquity there had been only 1,000 types of plants known; Linnaeus left us with 6,000. For animals, similar numbers demonstrate Linnaeus’ particularization of knowledge. In the realm of butterflies and moths, Linnaeus distinguished 200 new species and subspecies, distinguishing the lepidoptera after mythological figures in many instances. 
	The Cecrops moth Linnaeus identified thus:
Phalaena bombyx elinguis, alis patulis subfalcatis griseis: fascia fulva, superioribus ocello subfenestrato ferrugineo … Habitat in American septentrionali. — a moth that comes from a cocoon (i.e. silk-moth), having no tongue, with wide-spreading wings that are shaped like hooked-scythes, the top wings decorated with a hollow-windowed eye of iron color…. It lives in North America.
       The taxonomist does not explain within the Systema Naturae why he named this insect after Cecrops, the mythical first king of Athens. Cecrops was said to have been earth-born, born right from the earth. Because snakes slither forth from the earth, Athenians considered them earth-born creatures; and indeed, Cecrops’ lower extremities are often depicted as serpentine. He married Aglaurus and had important offspring: Pandrosus, Aglaurus (2) and Herse. He adjudicated the contest between Poseidon and Athena for hegemony of Attica, choosing Athena. Cecrops taught mankind essential works of civilization, namely how to establish cities and how to bury their dead. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]       I see no inherent connection between the mythological characteristics of Cecrops and the Cecrops moth. Linnaeus’s application of “trivial names” in the naming of Papiliones (butterflies) and Phalanae (moths) seems to be somewhat arbitrary, in that he looked to classical myth generally for individuals after whom particular species of dioptera could be named. There seems to be no special connection between Cecrops’ mythological characteristics and those of the stately North American moth. Perhaps the prodigious autochthoneity of the enormous, new-world moth appealed to Linnaeus especially. His publication seems not to have revealed the botanical considerations that informed Linnaeus’s craft on this point.
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