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REPORT OF THE DISTERIBUTOR FOR 1914

Tas total number of plants sent in for distribution shows a reduction
on the two previous years. = This, however, is readily accounted for
by the abnormal condition of the country—many of our members
having had to devote themselves to more imperative work. The
number of plants sent in was 6537, contributed by thirty - four
members. )

The specimens were on the whole well prepared and the rules of
the Club fairly well adhered to. The critical genera were all well
represented, the most noticeable invrease being in Tthe genus Erophila.
With regard to Fumarie, Mr Pugsley remarks © The pla,nte were well
dried, and the naming a great improvement on what obtained a few
vears ago.” There were also a large number of good specimens of our
less critical plants, which ‘would doubtless be much valued by the
newer members. Our largest contributor was Mr Robinson, whose
specimeng showed much care in preparation. Mr Pearsall’s excellent
specimens of Hydrilla were much appreciated.

The Bules of the Club have been reprinted, and I should like to
direct the attention of the members to the remarks on the labelling
of the specimens. At present the distributor Teceives with each
packet of plants the requisite number of labels, but only one copy of
the additional particulars and remarks of the collector regarding the
plant. These remarks are generally printed in the Report. They aze
not, however, available until too late for the use of the experts who
criticise the plant. This is obviously a great disadvantage, as the
eritic in his examination of the plant does not have before him facts
as to abnormal conditions of growth or other details which might
considerably influence his opinion, nor, when he is unaware of them,
can he elucidate the sender’s difficulties or answer his questions.
Therefore, it is very necessary for those contributors who have any
remarks of import to make upon their plants to send a copy of these
with each label, or at least to send a sufficient number of copies to
supply the critics.

The Club iz greatly indebted to the following botanists for eritical
notes on the specimens : —Mr E. G. Baker, Mr W. Barclay, Dr
Drabble, Mrs Gregory, Mr J. Groves, Mr W. P. Hiern, Rev. E. F.
Linton, Dr C. B. Moss, Mr H. W. Pugsley, Rev. W. Moyle Rogers,
Mr ¥ W. Stansfield, Dr Thellung, and Members of the Club whose
names will be seen in the body of the Zeport.

B. H. CorsTORPHINE,
Bditor of Report and Distributor for 1914.

Hizrsoe House,
ArBrOATH, Nov. 1, 1915,
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LIST OF PARCELS RECEIVED.

Adamson, R. 8., B.4.

Bailey, Charles, M Se., F.L. S
Barclay, W, :

Barton, W. C., X, A
Bickham, 5. H., F.L.S., J.P.

Britton, C. E.,

Brown, G. C,,

Chester, G.,

Comber, John, J. P ;
Corstorphine, Mr and Mrs R. H
Cryer, John,

Cumming, L., M.A. ..
Druce, G- Glandge, M.A., J.P.
Groves, J., £.L.5. .
Hayward, Miss Ida M F L 8.
Horwood, A. R.,

Jackson, A. Bruce, .
Johnston, Henry Halero, 001
Little, J. B, M.4.

Luamb, D., .

Marshall, Rev E. S M. A F. L S
Pearsall, W. H.,
Riddelsdell, Rev. H. J., M. 4.

'Rilstone, F,

Robinson, F.,

Salmon, C. E., FL S
Travis, W. G., ...
Vigurs, C. O., M.D.
Waddell, Rev. C. H.,
Waterfall, Charles, F.1.5.

“Webster, Alfred, ...

Wheldon, J. A, F.LS. ...
White, J. W. FLS
Wilson, A., FLS FRMeiS

No. of
Specimens.

29
20
34

279
93

126

495

116

229

292

378

132

694
56
41

Total, ... 6537
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Thalictrum minus L., var. montepum. Dry bank, sandy soil,
Tottington, v.-c. 28, July 23, 1914.—F. Rosixsor. “ So I should name
it —E., 8. MARSHALL. .

Thalictrum majus Crantz.  Hast Kennack Valley, June 19, 1914,

and near Penhale, June 18 and August 12, 1914, both in the Lizard
peninswla. There can be no doubt, T think, that this plant is native
in the Lizard district, though it seems strange that it should be there.
1 think the plant is correctly named, though, as far as I know, it has
never been determined by any.competent authority. Is 7. majus
Crantz, of the Lond. Cat., ed. x., and Druce’s List = 7" majus Sm. of
Bab, Man., ed. ix., and = 7. mgjus Jacq. mentioned by Mr Salmen in
last year’s Report? The Penhale Iocality is & new one. Some of the

lants in both places were wmore than four feet high. I am much
indebted to Mr E. Thurston, C.LE., for this and other Lizard plants.
Coll. B. Taurstox; comom. C. C. Vieurs. “1 prefer to call this
7. eollimwm Wallr.”—E. F. Lantox.  “T have seet a similar plant on
the rocky coast near Mullion. Not 7. majus. I should refer it to
T montanum Wallr,”—E. 8. Marsgarn. “Not a majus form, I should
say. Is it not dunense?”—0. H. Sarmox.

Thelictrum alpinum 1. In abundance on what is termed the
¢« Bugar-Loaf Limestone,” Cronkley Fell, Teesdale, v..c. 65, June 9,
1914, Aliitude 2000 ft.—J. CryEg.

HMyosurus wminimus L.  Arable land near Madresfield, Great
Malvern, v.-e. 37, May 7, 1914.—Coll. R. F. Towsprow; comm. C.
WATERFALL. '

Roanunculus bulbosus 1. Golf Links, Askam, v.-c. 69b, June 15,
1914. I think that this could not be anything but spontaneous. T
thought the plant had “flowered itself to death,” but it has recovered.

" —D. Lous.  “This seems to be the “ Ronunculus dulcis multiple,
Double wilde Crowfoot” figured in Johnson’s Gerard, 957 (1633),
where one reads that it “ha,th of late beene brought cut of Tancashire
unto our London gardens, by a curious gentleman in the gearching
forth of simples, Mr Thomas Hesketh, Who found it growing wilde in
the towne fields of a smal village called Hesketh, not farre from
Latham in Lancashive.”——C. B, Bammor. “A form with double
flowers ; new to me.”—E. 8. Marsaarr. “Good examples of the
s flove pleno’ form.”—Q, C. Druce.

Banunculus Flommula L., £, minime Ar. Beon, Slaecksin sand-
hills, Freshfield, v.-c. 59, July 5, 1914 W. G: Travis. T have
much the same thing from Holburn Head, Caithness. Only a state
due to local GOﬂdltlonS. —E s. MARSHALL “ R, Flommule 1. "—
G. C. Druce. :
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Ranunculus sprdouws Crantz. Wyke, Weymouth, v.-e. 9, July 14,
1914, Flequent round Weymouth, I believe; but this is a “new
locality ” for the species. The flowers are much smaller than those of
. repens L., but of just about the same bright polished yellow. At
the Lizard, the flowers I gathered there were of a lighter lemon-
yellow.—H.-J. RIDDELSDELL.

Bonuneulus porviflorus 1. * Hedge bank, Upper Chase Road,
Malvern, v.-c. 37, May 7, 1914.—C. Wargrrarn. “ Yes, a very hairy
form.”—@G, C. Druce.

Eanunculus 7 [Ref. No. 2791.] Near Cowhit, Lincolnshire,
July 1912.—G. €. Druce. “ £. Baudotie.”—J. Groves. «Cf. con-
Jusus,”—W. P. HigrN.

Ronunculus heterophyllns Weber. Pool on roadside between Great
Malvern and Madresfield, v.-c. 37, May 2, 1914.—C. WATERFALL.
“Yes. Uarpels practically glabrous.”—J. Groves. “Ts triphyllus.”
—-W. P. Hiegx.

Ranunculus heterophyllus Bab., [Ref. No. 41.] Stagnant Wa.’ser,
Watton, v.-c. 28, May 14, 1914.—F. RopiNson. <R, hetemphyllus
‘Weber. Carpels with numerous strong bristles.”—J. Groves. “Is
radians.”—W., P. HIErnN. . ‘

Bonunculus heterophylius Weber, var, triphyllus Wallr. Portbury
marshes, N. SBomerset, May 29, 1914.—J. W. WrITE. “ I8 radigns.”
—W.P. Hrery. *E. heterophyllus. The carpels are bristly, whereas
those of A. triphyllus Wallr. are deseribed as ¢ glaberrimis nitidis.””
—dJ. Groves.

Bonunculus heterophyllus Weber, var. submersus Hiern.  Marsh
ditch, Portbury, N. Somerset, June 3, 1902.—J. W. Waire. “Is
trichophylius.” —W. P. Higrx. “ I am doubtful about this. It has
more rigid leaves than is usual in K. heterophyllus submersus. The
entirely undeveloped heads of carpels suggest hybridity. I do not think
we can properly cite Hiern as the authonty for var. submersus of E.
heterophyllus, as in his paper on the group he treated the whole genus
Batrachium as one species. Moreover, his form No. 30 submersus was
not ranged under the head of & Aeterophylius.”—J. Groves.

Ramunculus peltatus Schrank, var, truncatus (Hiern). Birkdanlt,
v.-¢. §9b, June 13, 1914. This grows in the same ditch as the form
distributed last year [Ref. No. 3807, and seems intermedi&te between
it and var. fruncatus.— W. H. PeaRsarr. R, fruncatus”—W. P,
Hrerx. “ Yes, I suppose this curious plant must be so labeiled, but I
have never seen truncatus with similar leaves.” —J, GROVES. .
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Ranunculus pseudofluwitans Bab. In the River Ribble, pear
Preston, South and West Lancashire, v.-c. 59 and 60, July 1914.
This is probably the plant recorded from about ten miles higher up
the river in the Flore of Stonyhurst ag K. fluitans Lam., © not flower-
ing” (see Flora of Wesi Lancashire, p. 129). During this last drey
summer flowers were freely produoed near Preston, the river being
exceptionally low.—A. WiLson. <My specimen is too meagre for
determination ; fruit and floating leaves absent, and only one flower.”

"—¥. 8. Marsgary. “From this specimen, I should have thought a-

form of R. fluitans, but I should like to see more of it."—J, GrovEs.
“ Of. B. Bachil."—W. P. Hrern. “ This appears to be identical with
the Batrachian Ranwnculus sent to the Club in 1904 by the same
- collector from the River Wharfe, W. Yorks, under the name of .
pseudo-fiuitans Hiern. The latter plant was considered by Messrs
Groves to be a small river form of the peliatus group. Examples of
both gatherings agree with descriptions of £. pseudo-fluitans except in
the characters of robustness and the average length of the peduncles,
and both curiously agree in the fact of being completely sterile! 1f
this latter characteristic is not unusual, it would probably be as well
to publish a description of this form as a new species.”—C. E. Brirron.

Ranunculus Boudotis Godr.? Brackish ditch inside sea wall be-
tween Sidlesham and Pagham, W. Sussex, v.-c. 13, June 15, 1914.—
J. E. Lirree. <R, Baudotii.”——C. E. BrirToxw, J. GROVES andW F.
Higrn.

Ranunculus Boudotii Godr. -Roose, v.-c. 6%h, May 22, 1914
Very plentiful in brackish water near the coast.—W. H. PrarsarL.
¢ A small form of this, T think.”—E. 8. MasrsEarn. * Yes.” —J.
Groves. ““Cf confusus.”——W. P. Higrn.

Aguilsgia vulgaris L. Marsh, Carbrooke Fen, v.-c. 28, May 19,
1914.—F. RosIinson.

Papover hybridum L. Near High Down, Hitchin, Herts, v.-c. 20,
August 1, 1914, —J. E. Lrrris.

Corydalis lutea DO, Newqua.y, Cardiganshire, May 1914.—J. W.
‘WHITE.

Corydalis clovieulate DC.  Clophill, Beds, v, 30, April 25,
1914. Not recorded by Abbot (Flora Bedfordshire, 1798).—J. E.
Lrrrne. “Small specimens. It is a plant very responsive to con-
ditions of shade or exposure. The var. minor R. & F. Flore de France,
p- 185, from schistose goil, is only 4 to 12 em. high. T have seen such
on recently burht commons. 1 found it at Woburn in 1874."—G. C.
Druce. . :




- 114 7THE BOTANICAL EXCHANGE CGLUB OF THS BEITISE ISLES.

Fugmaria poradoss Pugsley.  Orig. near Reigate Hill, Surrey,
1912, Hort. Reigate, 1914, TItis difficult to imagine a more beauti-
ful Fumltory, when in a fresh state, than the one now distributed.
It is a mystery how the plant reached the cultivated ground near the
farm on Reigate Hill where T gathered it on June 16, 1912, Not far
away were Thlaspi arvense, Lolium temulentum, and two or three
plants of Hyoscyamuws. Could the Fumaric have been accidentally
introduced with potatoes from Cornwall —C. E. SsumoN. “ Yes; I
have rarely seen cultivated specimens of Fumarie so satisfactory as

. this,”—H. W. PogsLEY.

© Fumaria capreolata L., var. Babingtonii Pugsley. Blackhead, Co.
Clare, June 1909.—G. C. Druce. “ Showing no fruit, but no doubt
correctly named.” —H. W. PUGSLEY.

Fumaris Borei Jord. [Ref. No. 1168.] Chobham, Surrey. May
31, 1914.-C. E. Brirrow. “Yes; under type, I believe.” B &
Marsmatn.  * Correct ; near Jordan’s type, but with rather small
flowers and fruits. This is a rare plant in Surrey.”—H. W. PugsLET.

Fumaria ——1 Odlha,m Hampshire, July 1903, (See Report 1803,
; comm. G. C. DrUGE.

Pumuria Bastardi Bor. (F. confusa Jord.). Arable land near
Liangollen, Denbigh, v.-c. 50, September 20, 1914.—C. WATERFALL.
“Yes. The sheet sent is var. Atbernica Pugsley. Easily distinguish-
able by its dark-tipped upper petal.”—H. W. Pugsrey.

Fumaria officinadis L., var.? This appeared in great abundance
in a ploughed field at Charlestown, Baildon, v.-c. 64, June 1, 1914..—
J. Cryer. “A parrow-leaved form ; but T do not see the varietal
character.”—E. 8. MarsmALL. The sheet sent is a floriferous, early
flowering form of . officinalis L., var. Wertgens Haussk., but some of
the fruits enclosed in the envelope are different from the ma.Jorl{:g
arid appear to have come from a plant of F. oﬁcmal% type —H
PuasLey.

Barbarea verna Ascher. Garden weed, Colchester, v.-c. 19, May
23, 1914.—C. C. Brown, * Rightly named.”—C. E. SarumoN. “Yes;
very characteristic.”—A. B. Jacksox.

Barborea verna Ascher. Railway, Askam, v.-c. 69b, J uljr 5, 1914,
Woods gives as a character of this plant * auricles ciliate.” Is any
member “able to say whether this is constant and disgnostic? There
were what seemed to me two plants growing together and T feel cer-
tain that I have failed to separate thew ; in all probability I have
paid too much attention to © ciliate suricles.”—D. Lums. “ No; this
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I should cali B. intermedia Bor”
E. 8. Magsaary.

C. B. BaLmoxn. ¥ Looks right.”—

Barbarea vulgaris Bor. Railway, Askham, v.-c. 69b, July 5, 1914.
I have named this with some doubt. All these plants may possibly
belong to the other set.—1D. Lune.  * B. infermedie Bor., T think, but
specimens badly dried.”—A. B. Jacxson. * Is B. intermedia Bor.”"—
A. TRELLUNG.

Barbarea wulgaris R, Br., var. campestris Fr. Nov, Fl. Suee., p.
205, 1828. Btff clay soil on railway embankment between Alperton
and Sudbury, Middlesex, May 22, 1514, This, the commonest variéty
of B. tulgaris in Britain, is distinguished by its slightly spreading or
secund pods, but it passes gradually into the var. arcuata Fr. (pods
arcuate) on the one hand, and into var. sylvestris (pods adpressed) on
the other.—A. B. Jacrsox. '

Arabis kirsuta Scop,, var. . Symond’s Yat, W. Glos, May 28, 1913.
Of course only a slight variety, with the pods somewbat spreading.
As a rule, the species has closely adpressed pods, even in shady woods ;
the variety is not due, as it seems, to the presence of shade. There is
a parallel variety in Barbarea vulgaris.  The form ocours also on the
Great Doward, v.e. 36. The sparseness of the hairs is probably due
to the less exposed conditions.—H. J. Ripbersprrr. “I collected
this (same place and date) and thought it untypical. No special name
suggested so far.”—E. 8. Magrsaain. “This seems nearest o var
gracilescens (Jord.) R. & F. FL Fr. i, 216. Plante assez élevée (3—H
dem.) mais & tiges gréles flexueuses ; fenilles d'un vert clair, les caulin-
aires tronqudes ou légérement subcordées, lancéolées ou oblongues-
lancéolées, acutiuscules, nombreuses, 4 4 dents souvent saillantes;
siliques {26 —35 mm.} étroitement linéaires, disposées en grappe
allongée, ldche. I have the same form from Wells, Somerset ; Culford,
Suffolk.”—0G. C. Drucs.

Arabis seabre All.  Clifton, W. Glos., v.-c. 34, April 27, 1914.—
W. C. Bagrrox.

Arabis alping L. North side of the Cuchulling, Skye, June 1910,
—G. C. Druce and T, H. Leace. This was from a different locality
on_ the Cuchullins to that which was discovered by Mr H. Hart in
1887, and is, I believe, the second time it has been gathered in the
British Tsles. Mr Hart’s specimens, gathered on his wedding tour in
the first week in July, are in fruit ; ours gathered in June are 1 good
flower. The plant is very. local and requires climbing to reach
{2700 —-2800 ft. alt.), growing on damp rock ledges. My A. H. Evang
and Mr T. H. Leach {iny godson) were with me, and the latter was
the firs} to spot the prize, for we were systematically working the
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corrie in sections. We did nof see 1t on Scur Alister, where it is
belisved Mr Harf originally found it.—G. C. Dxrook.

Arabis petreea Lam., var. #ispide DC.  Ben Hope, W. Sutherland,
July 1907. This hispid variety of 4. pefres from Ben Hope differs
from the plant of the Cairngorms and Snowdon in having much larger
flowers, in this point resembling my var. grandifolie from Ben Laoigh ;
in fach, a few plants referable to that variety were found thers. Mr
Arthur Bennett referred my grondifoha to 4. petrea, var. ambiguo
Fries Mantissa ii1, 77; the vague definition “elatior, foliie radieali-

" bus lyrato-sinuatis caulinis subdentatis radice tenuiori” does not give

the essential characters of the Ben Laoigh plant I designated var.
grandifolia, which must stand for the Ben Laoigh plant. The var.
ambigua Fries, 4. ambigua DO. Syst. 1., 231, is chiefly Siberian and
Unalaskan and is not a perennial, and he makes no mention of size of
leaves or flowers.—G. C. DrUcn.

.. Arabis glabra Bernh. (perfoliate Lam.). Dry heath amongst gorse,
Barnham Common, v.-c. 28, August 22, 1914, F. Rosryson.

Cardamine vmpatiens L. Seedlings. Occurs ag a weed on several
gardens in an allobment near Kettering, v.-c. 32, Jan. 17, 1914.—
G. COEsTER.

Hrophile. [Ref. No, 2041). Fairford, Glos., April 1904, This is
4 not uncommon plant of our oolitic areas in Oxfordshire and
Gloucestershire, and is, I think, B Ozenoni Jord. Diagn. 231, et
Tcomes, t. 5, n. 17.—Ct C. Druce. “Some specimens rather closely
approach &. preecox DC”—E. 8. MaRsHALL.

Erophila——" [Bef No 50]. Edge of salt marsh near Montrose,
v.-c 90, May 16, 1914.—R. and M. CorsTorPHINE. “ This iz a form of
E. majuscule Jord., and apparently is the Drabe majusenia R. & P,
var. occidenialis R. & F.=H. occidentalis Jord.”—C. E. Brirrow,
* Depauperate E. stenocarpa I strongly suspect.”—E. 8. MARSHALL.

Erophiln ! [Ref. No. 56]. TRoadside near Restennet, v.-c. 90,
May 2, 1914 —R. & M. Consrorpave. “I think there are two plants
here. The bulk is nearly glabrous, the few hairs mostly simple. The
gilicle measurements and narrow leaves suggest placing it under
Draba glabrescens, var. erratica Rouy et Foue.”—J. A. WHELDON.
“ A peculiar little plant. Pods much reticulate, veined as they
mature, Leaf surface nearly glabrous, except near the margins.”—
E. 8. MARSHALL.

Brophila verna E. Meyer. |Ref. No. 4] Wall under trees, in a
dip in the road from Hook Norton to Wigginton, Oxon, April 14,
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1914. This bushy, much branched Zrophile occupied a-section of the
wall top, pretty much to the exclusion of everything else. Perhaps -it
should ecome under E. werna agg.—H. J. RippELsperL. ¢ This seems
to occupy an intermediate position between . precor and B. majus-
cule, though considerably nearer the latter. 1 would name it &.
cboveite Jord.”—C. B. Brrrron. ¢ Petals large ; pods bread, round-
topped. Resembles what I have as British Z. majuscula Jord.”—
E. 8 Magsgatn. “These come under &. precox DC."—G. C.
Druce. :

Erophile verna B, Meyer, var. [Ref. No. 5] Wall, fully exposed,
between Hook Norton and Wigginton, Oxon, April 14, 1914, A
plant with darker foliage than Ref. No. 4, narrower pods, and quite
distinet habit.—H. J. RpperspenL.  “ I think this must be referred
to X, majusculc& Jord., from which il differs chiefly by the narrower
leaves. It is proba.bly the var. occzdefnmhs R. & I = . occidentalis
Jord.”—C. E. Brivrow. _

Erophila verna Meyer: [Ref. No. 54]. TField track near Rescobie,
v.c. 90, May 2, 1914—R. & M. CorsrorpEINE.  *Small plants,
which seem to me to be nearer F. sienoccarpe Jord.”-—H. 8.
MARSHALL.

Erophila mujuseula Jord. [Ref. No. 52]. The Lurgies near
Montrose, v.c. 90, April 27, 1914.—R. & M. CorsToRPHINE. “Z.
majusenie Jord.” —J. A. WarLDON, “Yes” — C. B Sarmon.
“ Correctly named.”—C. E. Brirron., “ &, stenocerps Jord., mostly
very typical.” - E. 8. MARSHALL.

Frophile magjuscula Jord. |[Ref. No. 52b].  Near Bridge of Dun,
v-c. 90, May 14, 1914.—R. & M. CorsrorreINg. “ Yes, T suppose
best so labelled, but silicles less rounded above than usual, giving more
the shape of those of E. stenocarpe. DBuj the large petals and width
of silicles quite exclude that.”—J. A, Wrrrpon. . “Correct; I believe.”
—O. E. Sarwmon. < Correctly named.”—C. E. Brrrro¥, *No, my
specimen is good . stenocarpa Jord.”—E. 8. MagsmATL. :

: Erophile majuscula Jord.t  [Ref. No. 83]. Cultivated ground on

Ash Brook, 5t Tppolyts, Herts, v.-c. 20, April 10, 1914. The most
luxuriant examples grow to a considerablo size (14 cm), and have large
rosettes of broad’ leaves—J E. Lirris. “1 do not recollect seeing
anything quite like this. Conf. E. afinis Jord. (Draba leptophylla,
var. oustrelis RB. & F.). Hairs bifid (rarely trifid or simple} ; flowers
large ; silicle oblong ; calyx and petals often suffused with violet-rose.”
—J. A. WHELDON. “ &, oceidentalis Jord.”—C. E. Brirros. “ Foliage
curious. Near A. verne; but I am not able to name this.”—E. §,
MARSHALL,
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Erophile werna B. Meyer, d. majuscnlo (Jord.). " Wall fop and
edcre of footpath, the Marine Drive, The Great Orme, v.-c. 49, March
, 1914, C. Warppparr.

Hrophila stenocorpa Jord. Field abt 8t Ippolyts, near 2nd mile-
stone for Hitchin, Herts, v.-c. 20, April 24, 1914. = Cornfield, about
a mile away from Ref. No. 60 (Repors 1913, p. 450), in similar stony
loam. As with Ref. No. 60, there was an admixture of plants with
less eharacteristic silicles.—J. B. Tarrue.  “Right, I think.” Q. H.
Sarmow.  “One gpecimen is certalnly right {rather small); the others
come between that and B. verne (vulgeris DC.).”—E. 8. MARsHALL.

Erophila stenocarpa Jord.  Sandy cultivated ground, Mauldon,
Beds, v.-e. 30, April 25, 1914, The later stage of a plant similar to
the preceding, and, like i, mixed with less characteristic forms.—
J. E, Tarrie. “Yes, T think so, but not an extreme example.”
J. A, WHeLDON., “Yes.”"—E. 8. MarsHALL. .

Erophila verna . Meyer, var. stenocarpa (Jord.). [Ref. No. 6.]
From another part -of the wall on which No. 4 .oceurred, betwean Hook
Norton and Wigginton, Oxon, April 14, 1914, Some of this small
gathering seems to fit sfenocarpa very well, but some of it looked as if
it had a touch of No. 4 in i6. —H. J. RippELSDELL. Four of my five

"specimens are M. stenocarpa Jord.; the other has shorter pods and

approaches E. verna”—E. 8. MARsHALL.

Erophila stenocarpa Jord.? [Ref. No. .53].. Field side near
Lunanhead, v.-c. 90, May 2, 1914 —R. & M. CorsrorrrINE. © Silicles
6x2mm. InE stenocarpe they frequently attain 7 mm. in length,
while only 17—14 mm. broad. I would suggest that this is a form of
E. brevipile Jord”—J. A. Wurrpox. I think'so; a weak small
podded state.”—E. 8. MarsHALL. ’

Erophile obovata Jord.© [Ref. No. 55]. Wall top near Clocks-
briggs, v.-¢c. 90, May 2, 1914.—R. & M. CogsrorrEiNE. “I do not
know that. Leaves remarkably glabrous at this stage” E. 8.
MARSHALL, ‘ ‘

Erophila precor DC.  {Ref. No. 3], Wigginton, Oxon, April 11,
1914, The wall tops of this neighbourhood are covered with Erophila,
a fair proportion of which is #. precox. These elusive micro-species
are all the more difficult to determine, in a great number of individual
cases (some of the specimens now sent are only doubifully precox),
because the colonies are by noe means homogeneous ; and there is much
obvious transition bebween spevies, to say nothing of highly probable
crossing. Another difficalty arises from the fact that pods vary in
shape even on a single plant. The best and wrimistakable precot runs 5

-
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small —H. J. RippELSPELL.  “ Yes, mostly a tall drawn up form.”—
B. 8, MarsHALL. -

Erophila precox DC.1 Sandhills, Askham, v.e. 69b, April
12, 1914. 7This seems to be the same plant as I sent last year.—
D. Loms.  “Clearly Z. precox DC”—C. B, Brirron. “Yes, the
usual small coast form.”—E. 8. Marsgatr. “Yes, a new county record
for 69b.”"—G. C. Druce. ' :

Brophila preeco DO, [Bef No. 58], Sands of Barry, v.-e. 20,
April 26, 1914.—R. & M. CorstorPHINE. * Yes, the normal plant of
coast sands.”—E. 8. Marsgare.  Yes, for one specimen at least. A
new county record.”—G. C. Drucs.

Erophila spathulogfolic Jord.? (fide J. A. Wheldon). Gravel pit,
8t Ippolyts, Hitchin, Herts, v.-c. 20, April 4, 1915, and March
17, 1914. 1 sent this plant to the Watson B.E.C. 1913-14,"
named by Mr J. A. Wheldon as £ sputhulagfolia Jord. 1
think it is reasonably certain that it belongs to Rouy and Fouecaud's
sub-sp. vil. Drabe glabreseens Rouy and Foue. (Erophile glabrescens
Jord.}; but T have not felt able to carry the limitation further. The
specimens now sent are the result of selection three times repeated,
ending in the elimination of a very much larger number of plants with
more numerous bifid hairs. 1 have not succeeded in finding any other
locality in this neighbourhood for this form with long sparse
mostly simple hairs.—J. E. Lrrrre. “The examples sent under
this name belong to that section of aggregate Z. werna distinguished
by the hairs bemcr predominantly snnple rather than branched.
These specimens come very close to Jordan’s description of £.
spathulagfolia, but differ in the glabrous scapes, shorter pedicels, and
narrower gilicules. For these reasons I do not think these plants can
be referred to' #. spathulaefolia Jord."—C. B. Brirror. “1 do nok
know that. The leaves are cevtainly remarkable.” —E. 8. MARSHALL,

Cochlearia groenlandics T.  Coast at Boddin, Forfar, v.-c. 90,
June 3, 1914. N.C.R. for Forfar. —R. & M. (ORSTORPHINE.
“Cortainly C. grosnlandica.”—E. 8. MarsHALL.  * Yes, a new county
record, I belisve.”—G. C. DrucE.

Sisymbrium Sophio I Sainfoin field, Thetford, v.-c. 28, June 1,
19i4.—F. Rorinsox. .

Sisymbrivm pannowicum Jacq, =8, eltissimum L. Waste heap,
North of Welwyn Tunnel, Herts, v.-c. 20, June 16, 1913. T send as
a record. The waste heap is now cultivated.—JF. E. Lirris. “ Yes,
the older name is 3. aftissimuin La, a frequent alien.” 3. €, DrucE.
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Sisymbrium orientale L. {=8. Columnae Jacq.). Par Harbour,
East Cornwall, June 19, 1914. 1 send this common alien because the
plants are mostly young ones, and show the lower foliage better than
T have ever seen before.—C. C. Vigums. ' Yes”-G. C. Drocs.
“The var. subkastetum (Willd.) Thell”—A. TasrroNe.

Brassica elongeta Ehrh. TRoadside, Billingshurst, Sussex, July 22,
1914 —A. WEesster. “The sub-sp. persice (B. & R.) Thell.”—A
THELLUNG.

Brassica Hrucastrum Vill. [Ref. No. 40]. Bandhills by sea,
Yarmouth, N. Devon, v.-c. 27, May 10,. 1914. -F. Ropmvson. “Is
Sisymbriuwm orientale L."—A. TRRLLUNG.

Brassica balzarica Loisel.?  Railway side, Askham, v.-c. §9b, July
2, 1914.—D. Lume. % Brassice juncee (L.} Coss.”—A. THELLUNG.

Diplotawis tenuifolia DC.  Railway cutting, Thetford, v.-c. 28,
June 15, 1914.—F. Robmwson. “This must, I think, be referred to
D. muralis, var. Babingtonee (Syme). In fenwuifolic the flowers are
distinetly stalked at the $ime of full flowering, and the pods are more
distinetly narrowed 2t both ends. This is the biennial form.”—G. C.

Druce.

Diplotacis ! [Ref. No, 716]. On cotton seed refuse, Hythe
Quay, Colehester, v.-c. 19, June 1914.—G. C. Brown. “ Brucaria
myagrotdes Halae.”—G. C. Druce.

Burse pastoris Weber, var. bifide Druce.  Hort,, Oxon, July 1908,
This plans, which approaches macrocarpe. in having a few of the
silicules with curved sides, has persisted for the last 20 years as a
weed in the Botanic Garden, Oxford.—G. C. Druce.

Bursa pastoris Weber, var. bifida Druce. Seed from plants from
the Botanic Garden, Oxford (1890), Hort. Druce, 1913. The deep

-sinus and shape of oapsule and leaves remain practically unaltered in

culture.—G. C. Drouce. This is the form of Capselle Bursa-pastoris
that F. M. Mott called var. bifide. It is one of the ‘best marked
varieties of Shepherd’s Purse.” —C. E. BriTron. -

Lepidiom latifolium L. River Lavant, near Appledram, W.
Bussex, v.-c. 13, Sept. 23, 1913.—J. E. LirrrE.

Lepidivm Smithii Hook., var. alatostyle Towns. Garden specimen
from a 2-year-old plant raised from seed collected at Redbridge, near
Southampton, Sept. 1901. Hab.—rough hedge banks on the coast.
See Heport 1903, p. 10,—Coll, Frepg. TowNsEND ; comm.. G C, DRucE,
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Lepidiwm neglectum Thell. Waste ground, Askam, v.c. 69b,
August 9, 1914, I name these plants thus with some doubt.—D.
Loms.  “Yes.”—OC. E. Satmox and A. THELLUKG.

Thiaspi alpestre L., var. . oceitenuwm (Jord.).” TRoadside. bank,
Lanrwst, Carnarvon, v.-c. 49, April 1878.—J. ComBer. ¢ This is not
Thlaspi occitanicum Jord. The specimens are not sufficiently developed
to show the characters of the capsules, but judging by the evidence
afforded by the habit, foliage, and flowers, this is Zlaspt virens Jord.
—C. E. Britron.  “Wrongly named as Jordan’s plant (7. cecitenicum).
I know it well in the Llanrwst district but am not sure if it differs
from type.”—E. 8. MaRrsHALL.

Teesdalic nudicaulis Br., var. minor. Dry heath by Ringmere,
Roudham, v.-e. 28, April 26, 1914. This tiny plant grows in the thick
moss on Roudham Heath very sparsely, nothing but the tiny head of
flowers shows above the moss. It is confined as far as I see to the dry
bank of one of the meres which formed part of the old Fen sea.—F.
Roringow. “Nothing varietal about this. Small states are frequent
on poor soil.” “Not a variety, only a condition.”

—G. C. Druce.

Hutchinsio petraea Br.  Sparingly scattered over several boulders

near Lovers’ Leap, Dovedale, Derbyshire, v.-c. 57, April 14, 1914.—

G. Caester. Also sent from limestone rocks, The Grea.t Orme,
Carnarvon, v.-c. 49, March 11, 1914, C. WaTERFALL.

Reseda lutea L., var. pulchells J. Muell. [Ref. No.'1375]. Worms
Heath, Surrey, Sept. 6, 1914, This is a slender more refined form
of . lutea, abundantly branched, with leaf-segments elongated, flat,
linear, minutely callous toothed, racemes narrow and fowers smaﬂer
than type My plant agrees well with the original description of this
var. by J. Mueller in his monograph of the Resedaceaze, and also accords
well with the figure in Reichenbach’s Jfeones where it is publiched
under the name of E. gracilis Tenore. There is no material quite Hke
my plant in the collections at South Kensington.-—C. E. Brrrrox.
“The capsules on my specimens are too young to see if they are
poapillose; it smooth the plant may be var. Lecogie J. Muell R.
gracilis of Reichenbach’s Jeones is not identical with &. gracilis Tenore,
which was recorded from Wandsworth by A. Trvine in F7, Surrey.”’—

G. C. Drucs.

Beseda Tutea L, var. stricte (Persoon, as a species). Wytham,
Berks, Sept. 1906. I do not think this deserves more than varietal
rank. 1t still persists ab Wytham Mill, Berks. —G C. DRUOE

) Helumﬁhemum Chamecistus x polifolium. [Ref No. 3350" Root
from Purn Hill, Bleadon, N. Somerset, v.-c. 6, where it ¢ glows mixed
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with both species. Flower garden, West Monkton, May 27, 1914,
A very pretty plant.—E. 8. "M ARSHALL.

Helianthemum canum Baumg., var. vineale (Pers.).  On the Sugar
Yimestone of Cronkley Fell, Teesdale, v.c. 65, June 9, 1914, Al{itude
2000 feet. Too early for flower.—J. CRYER.

Viole montane T, Wood Walten Fen, Hunts, July 1908, Al
these were named montane by Mrs Gregory in that year. T am not
quite sure whether she would not now refer them to V. stagning x
caning.. V. montane L. itsélf is not more than s hybrid. With these
specimens were others more closely .approaching caming and stagnina,
and again -others which appeared to be ternary hybrids.—G. C. Druce.

Viola sylvestris Kit. [Ref. No. 25]. Hedge banks, Redhill,
Walton, v.c. 28, April 19, 1914.—F. Ropvson.  * Viola sylvestris
Lam., emend. Relchb var. punctaie Druce. Note the thick, furrowed
spur ; also the central shoot lengthening and ﬂowermg —E. 8.
GREGORY. . :

" Viola sylvestris Lam., emend. Reichb. Roudses Wood, . Lanes,

" April 30, 1914. Rare in N. Lancs, where the var. puncéata is quite
‘common.—W. . Peamsarr. “Yes, typical V. sylveam u.nd the
most representative gathering I've seen for many years.”—HE. 8.
GREGORY.

Viola sylvestris XKik., var. punciate Druce. Sturts’ Copse, Oxon,
March 1913. A commeon form of our calcareons woods.—G. C. Druce.

Viola Bivinigna Reichb. Hitch 'Wood, Herls, v.-c. 20, April 13,
1912. Det. E. 8. GrugoRY.-J. E. Larrie. -

Viola Riviniane Reichb., forma miner. Kirkby Moor, v.-e. 69D,
May 16, 1914. This was named “floriferous forma minor” by Mrs
Gregory in 1913.—D. Lous.

Fiola Riviniane Reichb., forma nemorose Neuman. . Hiteh Wood,
Herts, v.-c. 20, May 13, 1914. Mrs Gregory in lit. (June 21, 1914)
writes —“I congratula.te vou on having collected the best set of
Viola Rivinianae, forma nemoross, that I have ever seen, It is
“strange how near some of the plants are to V. silvestris (type).”—J . E.
LI'IL‘TLE

Viole Riviniane Reichb., var. clwersa, Greg. On the banks of the
Calder, Wakefield, v.-c. 63, May 12, 1914. Myrs Gregory says:i—
“ There is Little doubt thafs they represent my var. diverss .of V.
Rivinigna.—J. URYER.
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Visla ‘caning L. [Ref. No. 37.] SBandy heath land by wea, North
Denes, Yarmouth, v.-c. 27, May 9, 1914, —F, Rosinson.  * Yes, the
variety pusilie Bab."—E. 8, Greeory. .

Viola comine Tz, var. loemceclaiec Martin-Donos, Take Winder-
mere (shingly stones), N. Tancs, May 16, 1914. This is locally -
abundant, but I can find it only in such situstions, either growing
among grass on the stones or invading them on its own account.—
W. H. Prarsann.  “Not at all like the fuxuriant plants from Wood-
walton Fen, Hunts, so named for me (on the spot) by Mrs Gregory. -
Perhaps the largeflowered var. macranthe Gren. & Godr., from
Berrow, N. Somerset, which seems o me the same as the nsual plant
of the Scoftish Highlands.”—E. 8. MarsgaLL. * Yes, very near akin
to the Norfolk plant described on page 82 of Brifish Violets.” —1. 8.
Grecory. “Yes, Mr Pearsall showed it to me in sitw, and it approaches
closely our Oxon plant.”--G. C. Drucs.

Viola comine L. x V. lactea Sa.  Open downs near the sea, St
Agmes, Scorrier, v.-c. 1; (a} with flowers, May 11 ; (b) with fruit, July
9, 1914. So named by Mrs Gregory from fresh material forwarded by
Mr Druce in May, The commonest form of viclet on the downs from
which specimens were taken, the only others noticed being V. lactes
Sm. (in small quantity) and a few plants of V. Riviniona Reichb., —
F. Rustone. “1 very much doubt this identification, and would
rather name it V. luctes x Biviniana.”—B. 8. MARSHALL,

Viole lactea x Riviniana. [Ref. No. 3535]. Root from Crow-
combe, Heathficld, 8 Somerset, v.-c. 5; fower garden, West
Monkton, May 18, 1914. Like the Tidenham Chase (W. Glos.)
plant, this flowers very freely, but never fruits. A good intermediate
between the parents, with which it wag found.—E. 8. MarsHALL.
% Yes.”—E. 8. GREGORY.

Fiola hirie I Open wood on sandy soil, South Pickenham, v.-c
28, April 23, 1914.—F. Rosmwson. “ V. hwrte var. hirsufe, in the
semi-cleistogamous stage. The plants received by me appear to belong
to the new form (Juteo-canescens) of this variety, lately so named by
Dr Moss and myself.” —E. 8. GrEGORT.

Viola hirta L. These specamens, with verv large aad conspicuous
flowers, were found growing on the roadside about two miles from
Carnforth going towards Silverdale, v.-c. 60, April 11, 1914, Tn
many of the flowers the hock of the spur was scarcel;r indieated. Mrs
Gregory says :—“The V. hirta you send reminds me of one which I
found last year mear Torquay. The chape and size of the flowers
suggest a giant race.”—J. CRYER. “ Yes, petals unusnally broad and
rounded T think. ”—H. 8, MARSHALIL.
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Viola hirta x odorate.  [Ref. No. 715]. - Clayey hedgerow, Edward-
stone, W. Suffolk, v..c. 26, April 16, 1914, . A few more sheets of this
hybrid from a station about three-quarters of a mile from my Ref. No.
81, sent to Club last year. Rather stunted owing to exposure from
hedge-cutting.—G&. C. Brows.

% Viola mauliicaulis Jord.= V. hirte x odorate. [Ref. No. 13].
Bladon, Oxon, with both parents, April 1914, Some plants were of a
very large size.—C. C. DrUcE.  “ Viola hirta » odorate = x wiulticaulis.”
—E. 8. GrE®ORY. ' '

Viola ! [Ref, No. 333]. CGarden weed, Dalton, v.e. 69b,
August 13, 1914, These were growing entangled among the arvatice
and a pale-flowered cultivated pansy.. They may be very luxuriant
arvatice, but the large flowers seem to point to another species or to
2 possible smirch with the garden pansy.—D. Lums. “The broad
leaved plants in the set are yellow flowered Lloydii; the narrow
leaved ones approach Provostis Boreau. These narrow leaved plants
are possibly hybrids, but there is not any satisfactory evidenece for this.”
—E. DRABBLE.

Viola Deseglisei Jord. [Ref. No. 67]. Near Brechin, v.-c. 90,

. Aungust 16, 1914.—R. & M. CorsrorpHINE, “Yes. Very beautiful

examples. The habit as shown in the longer spreading specimens is

quite characteristic. In some cases the leaves and stipules are less
toothed than usual”—BE. DrABELE. '

Viola Desegliset Jord. [Ref. No. 669). Field, Layer Marney, N.
Esgex, v.-c. 19, June 7, 1914,  Apparently coming under this, though
the leaves are rather broad. The branching habit and thin light green
leaves would seem typical. I suppose, if correct, it would be a new
county record for v.-c. 18.—G. C. Brown. I should say V. arvensis
Murr., var. ruralis Corb.”—J. Cryer.  “Some of these—-the narrow
leaved plants—are certainly Deseglisei; the broad leaved specimens
are probably Dsseglisei also, but approach rwralis somewhat.”—
-E. DRABELE.

Viola "obtusifolie Jord. (small form). [Ref No. 660] Field,
Layer Marney, N. Essex, v.e. 19, June 7, 1914 A new county
record for v.-c. 19, if correct-—G. C. Browy. ¢ No, this is ruraelis.”
—E. DraBBLE.

Viola obtusifolic Jord. [Bef. No. 1198].  Bend, Surrey, June 21,
1914,—C. B, Burrrox. “ Yes, oblusifolta Jord.” —H. DRABBLE.

Viola, obtusifolin Jord. [Ref No. 661] Tield, Raydon, E.
Huffoll, June 1, 1914. A new county record for v.-c. 25, if correct.
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G. C. Brown. “Yes, obtusifolia, but curiously stout-stemmed,
coarse-looking plants.”—KE., DraBBLE.

- Viola arvatica Jord. Garden weed, Dalton, v.-c. 69b, August 13,
1914, These were growing in very stiff, well-manured soil. They
were very luxuriant and a tangled mass of stems.—D. Lums.  « The
smaller plants with widely spreading peduncles are arvatica ; and as
there seem to be all gradations between these and the larger plants,
the latter must be arvatics, too, I suppose. But the large plants are
much bigger leaved and less zig-zag than any I have previously passed
as arvatice.”—B. DRABELE,

Viola futen Huds., with its form or variety amoeens (Symons).
Nos. 1 and 2 on each sheet were gathered at Malham, v.-¢. 64, where
they grow together. No. 3 was gathered in Teesdale, v.-c. 65, where
it is very plentiful and the prevailing form. Juoe 1414.—J. Oryer.
‘“ Yes, very beautiful specimens. It is interesting to notice the much
broader leaves and petals in these plants than in Mr Waterfall’s
Cumberland speeimens. The large Teesdale plant seems to be Mr
E. G. Baker’s sub-var. insignis.”—E. DraseLE.

Viola lutea Huds, b. amena (T. F. Forst.). Moorlands, ascent of
Catterpallot, near Melmerby, v.-c. 70, Aug. 3, 1914 —C. WATERFALL.
“Yes, amene is simply a blue flowered lutea. These are very good
specimens, but there is usually an extensive underground development
oi the branches as in lufeo.”—H. DRABRLE.

Polygala vulgaris L., var. Balliz Ostenfeld (Not P. Ballit Nyman
nomen). Bettyhill, Sutherland July 1907. Practically identical
with Faroe plants sent me by Dr Osténfeld. He thought these were
P. vulgaris, var. grandiflora Bab. = P. Babingtonii Druce, but they
differ materially from the Ben Bulben plant. Nyman, under P.
vulgaris as a synonym (sine descriptione), gave P. Buallii, evidently
meaning by this name the Irish plant. Therefore, if we use the name
it must be as var. Bafli Ostenfeld, i.e., not of Nyman. I found it
Jocally on the Limestone at Ardrahan, Ga,lwa.y, and Inchnadamph,
Sutherland W.in 1907. Ostenfeld says it is common in the Farces.—
G. C. Druce.  “I have carefully compared my specimen with examples
from Wye Downs, Kent, and also with specimens from the hills
around Grassmgton, Yorkshire, and I can find no characters which
separate it from type Polygala vulgaris L.”—J. CryER.

Dromthus prolifer T Bhingle, Pagham, W, Sussex, v.-c. 13, June
13, 1914,  Bee Arnold’s Sussex Flora 1907, p. 16.—J. E. Littie.

Silene lotifolia Rendle & Britten, vat. Adrsuto Gray. [Ref. No.
642). Cultivated ground, Wha,tﬁeld W. Suffolk, v.-c. 26, June 1,
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1914. Apparently identical with the pla.nﬁ distributed by My M<T.
Cowan, jun., from Hawthornden, v.c. 83, in 1911, and named as
ahove by Mr G. (. Druce.—G. C. Brown.

Silene inflate Sm.  Sandscale, Dalion, v.-e. 69b, July 7, 1914.
The plants produced very poor capsules and no seeds. The petals were

. markedly cream-coloured until they were reaching maturity.—D.

Lovue. “A remarkable form; T have nothing like if, excepting a
plant which I gathered last July on bushy shingle near Seaton, South
Devon.”—H. 8. MagsmarL. = Conf. S. vesicaric Behrad., var. pubescens
DC., sub. var. pervifelie Rouy.”—J. A. WrELDON.

Stlene conice L. Roadside, dry sandy soil, Hilboreugh, v.-c. 28,
June 11, 1914.—F. RopiNsoN.  Also from sandy land, Cockley Clay, 3
miles 8.W. of Swaffham, W. Norfolk, v.-e. 25, June 23, 1914.—J. B
LrrrrE.

Silene anglica L., b. quinguevwinera L. Hay field, Cromer, v.c
27, June 13, 1914, F. Rosrmwsox. “Good 8. guinguevulnere L.
This seems to me much nearer to 8. gallice L. than to 8. anglica L., of
which 1 cannot reckon it as a variety.”—E. 8. Marsgazn. “Yes, 1
had no previcus record for the county.”—G. C. DrUCE.

Silene Otites Wibel. Dry heath land, Barnhammr Common, W
SBuffoll, June 1, 1914.—F. Rosigsow.

Silene nutans L., var, dubia {(Herbich) Williams Mon, Silene in
Journ. Linn. Soc., vol. xxxii., p. 171 {1896). Shingle, Lydd, Kent, in
great quantity, July 1904.  This appears to have been first degeribed
by Schur as 8. transsylvanica in Oester. Bot. Zedt. viil. (1858), pp. 22 et
287. Herbich’s dubia was published in his Flora Bucowina, p. 388,
(1859). In the Kew Inder both names are merged into S. nutans, bub
the publication of the latter wrongly cited as ex Rohrbach’s Mono-
graph of 1868, and the date as usual is suppressed. Dr Williams in
his valuable Monograph (l.e.) put dubta as a variety of 8. nuians, and
in the same year Rouy and Foucaud (#7. #r. iil, p. 144) cites 8. dubia
and S. sranssylvanice as synonyios of their variety subversicillaris, the
description of which does not seem to happily fit our Kentish
plant, which Mr C. E. Salmoen in 1905 first clearly showed was distinet
from S, nutens. The longer petioled and narrow, lanceolate-acute
stem leaves, which are not go strongly viseid as in 8. nafans, and the
narrower and more cylindric calyx, are marks which he rightly
emphasises. If kept as a species, it shoutd stand as 3. transsylvanics
Bechur ; if a sub-species, the authority is Nyman Consp. ; if a varisty,
as in my British Plant List, then as S. nutans L., var. tvﬂanssylfmnica,
comb. nov. A red flowered form was still earlier described as & species
by Vestin Flora (1821), p. 50, as 5. rubens.—G. C. DRUoE.  “ Yes, this
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is the more graceful, less hairy, flavescent petalled plant I recorded as
8. dubie Herb. in Jowrn. Boet. 1905, p. 127, where it is mentioned my
brother and T saw it in this station (Dungeness) in 1885."—C. L.
SALMON.

Cucubalus baccifer L. Wood, Merton, v.-c. 28, August 6, 1914.—
F. Rosmvgon. “Yes, a most Interesting-plant of which we know no
existing station in Britain.”*—G. Q. DrucE.

Cerastivim nigrescens Edmonston (=C. arciicum La,nge) [Ref.
No. 2355]. Ben Nevis, August 1903.—G. C. Drucs.

Cerastivan vulgatum L., var, penmndmm Syme. Sands of Barry,
ve-c. 90, April 26, 1914.—R. & M. Corgrorprne.  “T believe that
thiz is var. pentendrum Syme (under (. #riviale Link), though the
sepals are as strongly hiyaline-bordered as in €. semidecondrum 1. —
E. 8. MarsHALL.

Cerastivim semidecandrum L.  Sandhills, Askham, v.-c. 69b, March
30, 1914. Is this the typical plant?—D. Lume. “ Yes, a small state.”
—E. 8. Marsgatn.  “ Correctly named.”—C. E. Satmox. * Yes, and
a new counby record for 69b.”—G. C. DrucE.

Cerastium semidecandrum L. 8t Ouen’s, Jersey, April 1907.
Cf. var. congestum Gren.—G. C. Druce.  ““This var. is not mentioned
by Rouy and Foucaud. The plant seems fo come under var. glondu-
{osum Koeh.”—B. 8. MARSHALL.

Cerastium tetrandrum Curt. Sandhills, Askham, v.-c, 69b, March
30, 1914. Tronworks, sandhills, and golf links a$ Askham ; limestone
quarry at Staunton. Many plants are to be found flowering during
the first week in March. Most of the flowers seem abnormally large
through their being. five-parted. The lower leaves are markedly
spathulate and deeply tinged with reddish purple. Mr Druce agrees
with me that it is most likely fetrandrum, and adds the remark that
in all probability much of what is named penfandrum is this plant.—
D. Loms. “ Doubtless correct, but gathered too young and depauper-
ate.”"—H. 8. Marsaarn. “ Right.”"—C. E. Saxmon.

Cerastium ! [Ref. No. 32}, Hedgebanks, Rocklands, v.-c.
28, May 4, 1914.—F. Rosmsox. This seems to be a robust or shade-
grown form of C. arvense 1. 1t agrees with the deseription of the var,
tatifolivm Fenzl in Ledeb, FI. Ross. 1, p. 412 (1842}, which is as
follows :—* Foliis caulinis majoribus, praesertimn superioribus e basi
late ovata oblongis v. lanceolatis; ramorum ac fasciculorum anguste
lanceolatis v. linearibus; cmnibus utrinque pubescentibus, cauliculis
palmaribus spithamaeis et altioribus, petalorum lobis late ovatis.’
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There are specimens like this in the British Museum from one or two
English localities, and also from the Continent.”—A. B. Jaoxson.
«This must be an arvense form, and it has the uppermost stem-leaves
broad-based, one of the characters, according to Rouy and Foucaud
(Fl i) of var. lotifolium Fenzl, but I have no avthentic examples
to compare. 1 have never seen this heautiful Imzuriant form in
: “Ripe froit is not available in these
examples, but C. arvense L., var. latifolivm Fenzl (C. grandiflorum
GHlib.} is like this, a tall form with broad leaves and large flowers, but

T have zeen no example.”—J. A, WraeLDON. * This is a rather notable

form of C. arvense Linn., and appears to agree very well with the

-description of C. arwvense L., var, latifolium Fenzl, in Rouy and

Foucaud FIL. de France iii., p. 203. The description given of thisvar.
is as follows:—“Feuilles caulinaires, surtout les supérieures a
base large, ovales-oblongues ou sub-lancéolées celles des fascicules et
des rameaux étroitement lancéolées, toutes pubescentes ou poilues sur
les deux pages; liges assez élevées; petales 4 lobes ovales.”—C. E.
Brrrrox.  “ An extraordinary plant, which I think comes under
(. arvense L, 1t comes nearest, of the vars.. given in Rouy and
Foueaud, to their e latifoliume Fenzl, bub the stems, pedicels, and °
calyces are densely glandular.” —E. 8. MARsHALL.

Stellaria neglecta Weihe. Hedgebank by thicket, ncar Great
Western Station, Malvern Wells, Woresster, v.-c. 37, May 11, 1914,
—C. Warprrant. “Yes, the variation with stalked glapds on ‘the
inflorescence, which I have called forma glandulosa.”— K. 8. MARSHALL.
“ S. medic, var. %eglecm Weihe, the plant with hairy pedicels and
acutely tubercled seeds.”—G. O. Druck.

Arenaria gothica Fr. Origin, Moughton Fell, v.c. 64, altitude
1600 feet. A new station, where I counted fifty plants. Culfivated
in my garden, Shipley, July 1914.—J. CryEr.

Arenoria tenwifolin L. Walls of Abbey ruins, Castleacre, v.-c.
28, May 28, 1914.—F. Rosrsor. *“Yes. K. 8. MarsgarL.

Arenaria tenwifolia L., var, lawe (Jord.)? Coarse hallast, Great
Northern Railway, Grove Mill, Hitchin, Herts, v.-c. 20, July 1914.—
In habit these plants agree with the set from Welbury. T could find
no glandular plants among them.—dJ. H. LirTie. “Yes, a strong
form.”—E. 8. MarsgALL. “My plants are almost glabrous, and do
not agree with my Lakenhead lase.”—G. C. Druce.

Arenario tenwifolic L., var. {oxe (Jord) (Det. €. B. Salmon).
Hitehin, Hexton Road, near turning to Welbury, Herts, v.c. 20,
July 31, 1914.—J. E. Lirtee.  “Glands very few on my two plants.”
—H. 8. MARSHALL.
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Sagine nodosa (L.) Fenzl, var. glomdulose Bess. [Ref. No. 76].
Damp part of over year hay field, Tobtington, v.-c. 28, July 23, 1914.
—F. Ropinson. “8. nodose, var. visctdule Coss. & Germ.”—J. A.
WeaeLbox. ¢ Apparently eorrect ; Rouy and Foucaud make it a sub-
variety, perhaps rightly. Corbiére seems to be the authority, ender
Saging.”—B. 8. MarsHALL.  Also [Ref. No. 77| from shore of Lake,
Wesgtmere, Tottington, v.-c. 28, July 24, 1914 —TF. RopirsoN. “A
different and much more leafy form.”—FH. 8. MarsHALL.

Saging nodose Fenzl, var. glandulosa Bess. [Ref. No. 115}
Avebury Down, N. Wilts, v.-¢. 7, August 28, 1914. Has this been
tested by cultivation? I have distincetly glandular forms from Guern-
sey and Dog’s Bay, Galway, and plants from Glencar, Sligo, which I
thought to be quite glabrous, show one or two glandular hairs under a
strong glass. It seems probable that the glandular hairs are developed
only on sandy soil or in exposed situations, Similarly var. moniliformis
TLange, to which these plants might be referred, appears to be a state
of poor soil—W. C. Barrox, “IX believe so.”—E. 3. MaARsHALL.
“Yes, the Avebury Down plant and Mr Robinson’s No. 76 would
doubtless develop into the so-called var. moniliformis.”—G. . Drucs.

Sagina ciliate, Fr. Sandy cart ruts, Shouldham, W. Norfolk, v.-c.
28, June 24, 1914 —J). B Tarrie. “The Sugine is rather puzeling,
and S. Reuteri must always nowadavs be reckoned with! However,
I think you are right in ecalling your plant S. cileate. I see the
awned sepals present, which I believe are never found in S, Eeuter:.
The capsule, when over ripe, does not seem to open ultimately in the
form of a ‘cross, so S apefala is ruled out.”—C. E. SaLmon im
Iit. “Hxactly & ciliote Fr., as described by Babingbon in
the Manual, which has the outer sepals more acuminate and re-
curved, and the plant is nearly glabrous. It is according to 5.
Rewuteri Lojac, but not of Boissier. This typical 3. cilicta is very rare,
if found at all, in Lancashire, and I believe the restricted plant has a
south and easterly range. Dr Moss refers nearlty all the plants we
call S. Beutert Boiss. to S. ciliata, and I believe favours the reduction
of S. eiliata to the status of a variety under S. apetale. Whatever
view is taken; I feel sure ¢iliate and Reuters represent two frequently
recurring exiremes usually readily separable, and I think both are
distinet from S. apetala.”—J. A. Wrerpon. “I believe so.”—H. 8. -
MarsmaLL.

Saging ciliate Fr., forma. [Ref. No. b2]. Cliffs near Arbroath,
v.-c. 90, August 15, 1914, Cuter sepals have a very short mucre, but
all the sepals are obtuse and incurved at the #ip like Rewters; also
they are much shorter than the capsule. The valves of the capsule
are truncate at the tip.—R. & M. CorsrorpHINg. A difficult plant.
Very like 8. Reutert in habit, but I see that the outer sepals are mostly
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muecronate, which is a character of 8. eiliafe. 16 seems to be therefore
a small glandular var. of the latter.”—H. 8. Marsmatr. “T cannot
separate this from S. Reuteri Boiss. The muecronate outer sepals do
not recurve, and are very different in omtline from the narrow
acuminate ones of typical ¢iliate, as shown in Mr Little’s specimens
referred to above.”—J. A, WaELDOR. “ This interesting etliate form
will come, I think, under var. ninor Rouy and Foue. (FI Fr. iii., p.
289, 1896). The whole plant is more or less glandular, but the leaves
are scarcely strongly enmcugh ciliate to agree well with Corbiere’s
description of wvar. i Z@cmr,lw Jord* . B Sarmox. “Nearest to
S. apetala, var. cihaiac Garcke (=85, eiliate Fries). Benekin (Bos
Zett. 111, p. 741, 1845) maintained that the restricted S. epetale and
S. ciliate were mere habitat states, His views were combated by
Babington (Bot. Gaz. 1, pp. 174-177, 1849), and supported by Henfrey
(Bot. Gaz. i, p. 182, 1850). So far as, I can judge, both §. apetala,
var. etliate, and 8. apetala, var. reutert H. & J. Groves; have glandular
and eglandular forms.”—C. E. Moss.

Saginae apetale Ard., b. prostrata Gibs. St Ippolyts, Hitchin,
Herts, v.-c. 20, May 29, 1913. Det. 8. H. Bickham.—J. B, Lirrie.
“Yes”—E. 8. Magszarr, “Mr Little's Herts specimens are apetale,
but are very lax and large for prostrata (see Phyt. i, p. 178)."—G. O
Druce.

Segina apetale Ard., var. prostrate Gibs. With the type, on the
mud path of a newly made road near the sea, Penaxth, v.-c. 41, July
7,1913. 1 suppose this is correct, bub it may be S. Reuter: Boiss., a
plant which T do not know. The relative length of sepal and capsule
varies (! entirely according to age) from about 3—4% to 1---2.—H. J.
RipperspELL. - Is not this S, Bewfert Boiss.? Flowers small ; sepals
appressed in fruit; pedicels short, or shortish.”—E. 8. MairsmaLL,
“ Why not 8. eilicta Fries, var. embigus Corbiére. Most of the
peduncles are glabrous. The sepals are not gpreading as in apetale.”—
G- C. DrucE. ‘

Baging apetale Ard., var. borbate Fenzl. Sand dunes, Ainsdale,
8. Lancs, v.-c. 59, July 20, 1914.—J. A, Wagrpow. “Correcily
named, T believe.”—C. E. Satmox. *Yes, what we regard as type, I
think.”—H. 8. Magsmarn. “Yes, I look upon this as the type with
var. b. glaberrime Koch, =imberbis Fenzl, as the rarer form.”—G. C,
Druce.

Sagina 1 (liffs® at Boddin, near Arbroath, v.-c. 90, June 9,
1914. This plant does not agree with any of the deseribed forms
of S. maritima or 8. aepetale. It grows on limestone, associated
with S. mariimae (type) and Cochlearia grenlendica; but it is
distinguished at a glance from the former by its glancous-grey colour.
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—R. & M. CorgrorraINE, The Rev. E. 8. Marshall, to whom two
batches of fresh plants were sent, writes :—* The Sagina strikes roeas
being of special interest. Tt clearly belongs to S. maritime Don. It
seems nearest to Vvar. dense in habit, but much less crowded ; from
that it also differs by the capsules exceeding the sepals.  Besides this,
" it has some of the stems and pedicels furnished with gland-tipped hairs,
which T never saw before in this species. Like var. debilis (Jord.), it
is quite prostrate ; but that is a slender spreading plant, with long
internodes.  Also var. prosiraia Townsend MS. (vever described, 1
fancy), is a plant two or three times as large and clearly different . . .
The better cxamples of $he. greyish-glandular plant, in more advanced
condition, still quite puzzle me. The leaves resemble maritime in
oufline ; with, however, a small mancro or apiculus at the top, as a rule.
The sepals are as in mardéume ; broader than in apetala. 5. mariiima
does not appear to be ever grey or glaucous, or at all hairy or glandular.
So it seems to be either a new species (at least for Britain), or a new
and very marked variety of maritime”—E. 8. Marsgarrn, in Ll
« Apparently identical with the plant sent as var. prosirafe Towns.
(Travis and Wheldon, Report 1913, p. 459), since identified as S
maritimae, var. ciliafe Nordst. 'Wehave seen an authentic specimen of
Townsend’s plant, which differs in being more glabrous and larger in
all its parts. TP has also a different habit. In comparing R. & M. Cor-
storphine’s plant with that from South Lancashire, it must be noted that
the latter grew near docks where coal i1s constantly loaded. They
have therefore an unnaturally dark appearance.”--J. A. WHELDON.
“Thig is very interesting. Clearly, I think, a maritimae form, which
T have never seen befors. There is a var. eiliata Nordst. in Hartm.
Skand. FI. 1879, p. 247, and a var. glauee Strobl. in Oest. Bot. Zeit.
xxxv., 1885, p. 209, but unfortunately I have no examples of either.”
—C. E. Satmon. “This is undoubtedly S. maritima Don. T have
not my specimens available at the moment, but, speaking from memory,
I think the Arbroath plant is very like the S. maritime from Garston,
distributed by Mr Wheldonr and me last year, except that the former
is more glandular. Our Garston plant has been referred by Dr O.
Nordstedt to his var. eilicéa, and T have no doubt that the Arbroath
plant also comes under the same variety, which is probably a northern
form.”—W. G. Travis. “An interesting plant which Mr and Mrs
Corstorphine showed me in sifu last June. The large capsules and
fruiting calyx suggest S. maritime ; but the habit, the glandular hairs,
and the apiculate leaf point to 8. apetels. TUnless a hybrid, the
specimens point to the desirability of uniting 8. epstele and 8. mari-
tuma, two plants which in any case are closely allied. It is, in my
opinion, the case that the Jordanian species of Sagine are unduly
small ; on that standard one might easily make a score or two of
British species of dériplex and Salicornia. However, of the segregates
or close allies of S. apetala, S. maritime is the best; but T wonld
reduce 5. ciliate and §. reuteri to varieties of 8. apetale. 1 may add
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that the name S. maritima (G. Don in Herb. Brii jfasc. vii, No. 155,
18086, cum descr.) is antedated by that of S. erecta (Miiller in F7. Dan.
Sasc. 15, p. 2, t. 845, 1782), non L., . erecta L. being Menchia erecta),
but 8. erecta Miiller, being stillborn (since at that time 5. erecta L.
. was valid), S. maritima Don remains the correct name for the species.”
—~C. E. Moss. “This is certainly not specifically distinet from 8.
maritimea Don, though it does not exactly agree with any described
variety. 1t approaches var. dense (Jord.), but is certainly not that
form. The greyish colour aseribed to it, is probably owing to the
reflection of light from the glandular-pubescent surface. The glan-
dular hairs themselves are so minute that they do not seem to furnish
a very tangible character, but taken in conjunction with the habit of
the plant, the relative lengths of calyx and capsules, there are
sufficient grounds to regard this plant as a wellmarked var. of S.
meritima.  The apiculate leaves seem to be a varying character in this
species.”—C. B. Brrrron.,  “They ate most interesting specimens.
The text-books usually deseribe S. mardima as glabrous, but Rouy
and Foucaud say the sepals are rarely glanduliform. These are
clothed with more or less glandular hairs on the leaves, stems, and
peduncles. ~ Examination of about 200 specimens from various sources
shows that specimens from Afton Bay, Isle of Wight (C. E. Palmer),
have a few short glandunlar hairs practicaliy confined to the peduncles;
others from Headon Hill and Alum Bay, Isle of Wight (C. E. Palmer),
closely approach the Scottish plant in habit, and in the hairs, which
are, however, less plentiful. Specimens extremely like the Scottish
plant, gathered by me at Penmon in Anglesey, were sent to the Club,
bat no report was made on them; a more diffuse form from Stone-
haven, Kincardine, is alzo hairy. Specimens of var. debilis which [
gathered at Maghera, Co. Wicklow, in 1909, bave a few long ciliate
hairs, especlally on the leaf sheaths. Other hairy specimens are from
Mullion, Cornwall. All my other gatherings are glabrous. This
Scottish plant appears to be an analogous condition to the var.
glandulosa of Sugine nodosa. Mr and Mrs Corstorphine may well
deseribe and name it.”--G. C. DrUcE.

Sagine procumbens L., var. apeialg Fenzl. Walton, 3. Lancs, v.-c.
59, September 10, 1914. Some flowers contain a rudimentary petal,
or even two, but they are mostly absent.—J. A. WHELDON. © Arve
such variations more than forms !"—K. 8. MaRSHALT.

Claytonia perfolinta 1. Cultivated land, Walton, v.-¢. 28, May 18,
1914, —F. RoBINsON,

Montia fontona L. = M. ldmprosperma Chamisso, [Ref. No. 2358,

. Growing on the shingle of a garden path, Glen Brittle, Skye, June

1910, showmg that lamp?'ogperma has both the land and water form.—
G. C. Druce.
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- Malva pusillo Sm. Bank near Corn Mill, Ventongimps, v.-¢c. 1,
Angust 11, 1914.-F. RiLsToNE.

Tilie platyphylios Scop. FPark, Barton Seagrave, Northants, v.-c.
32, July 31 and September 5, 1914. Introdunced.—@&. CHESTER.
“ No, this is T'ilia petiolaris, which is frequent in cultivation, but does
not seeat to have been found in a wild state. Tt is considered to be a
sport of Tilin argenten, the White Lime of South-Rastern Burope and
Agia Minor.”-—A. B. Jacgsor.

Tilia wlmifolic Scop. Rockingham Woods, Northants, v.-c. 39,
July 30, 1914. Rather frequent in this and cther outlying woods, and
indig G. CEesTER. “This is the smallleaved lime
Tilio cordate Miller. The lstter name has been rejected on the
ground that specimen assumed to be Miller’s type, in the British
Museum, is 7. platyphylivs, but as pointed out by Mr A. Henry
{Trees of Great Britwin vii, p. 1656, 1913}, there is no doubt that
Miller’s description of 7" cordata in the Dietionary refers to the small-
leaved lime and notto 7. platyphylles, and his name therefore takes
preference over Scopo]i’s wlmfolia.”—A. B. JACRs0N.

Geranium phoswm 1. Open wood, W&tton, v-e. 28, May 17, -
1914, —F. RopIxgor.

Geranium pyrengicum Burm. Dry hedge bank, Croxton, v.-c. 28,
June 1, 1914,—F. RoBiNsox.

Geranium rotundifoliwm . Dry hedge bank, Thetford, v.-c. 28,
June 1, 1914.—F. Rormvson. “A rare Norfolk plant.”—G. C. DrucE.

Geranidizn Robertionum L., var. purpureuwm VilL! Shingle, Pag-
ham, W. Sussex, v.-e. 13, June 13, 1914. <“Thiz Geranium is what
we always used to call G. purpuréwm, but what it is ealled now 1T
cannot say. It is a coa.st—sh_mgle form, and is not, T beheve, found
inland.” C. E. Balmon, in Lt, August 16, 1914 —J. K. Livree.
“Too haivy for the plant of Foster and Vllla,rs, but still of the type
undoubtedly. It is, however, what is offen named purpurewm. The
carpels closely resemble those of Foster’s plant. It may be the var.
rubricoule Horn. in Willk. ef La.nges Prod. Fl. Hisp. ini., p. 320, but
T have seen no specimens of this”—A. Besngrr. “I O'a,thered this’
there in 1901, Mr Arthur Bennett wrote :—¢ What we so call ; but
Britten and Nicholson years ago denied the name.””—E. 8. MARSHALL.
“ Yes, the glabrous-carpelled plant under aggregate purpurenn Vill.”
—G. C. Druos,

Geranium  Robertionum L., var. |Ref. No. 117]. Bordeaux
shingle, Gmernsey, August 2, 1914, —W. C. Bagron, © Very different
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from the Pagham plant, which has narrow leaflets and subglabrous
calyces. This is very crowded and -compact; leaflets broad, thin;
calyces and pedicels with many long, slender, gland-tipped white hairs.
I cannot nameit,”— 5. 8. Marsgarr.  “This 1s aggregate purpureum

-

Hrodium cioutarium LITérit., var. pimpinellifolium Cav. In great
quantity in a cornfleld, Wigginton Heath, Oxon, July 29, 1914
Petals, 3 longer and paler ; 2 shorter, darker, and spotted. Flowers
vary in size. The later flowers do not show spots (?1n every case).
The spots consist of small very pale areas, which are, except for a
narrow rim, filled with closeset very dark crimson splashes and dots,
which lie in lines radiating from the very base of the petals, where the
veins of the petals begin to diverge. I have never seen the spots
described before, and did not know what to expect. The petals are
upequal in about the proportion 2:3. The flowers are usually con-
siderably larger than in the common plant, which abounds in such
places as sand-dunes and waste ground. The var. has been found in
Oxzford before.—H. J. Rippersperr.  “Just what T understand by
that.” —H. 8. Magsgarn. “This has the facies of Sibthorp’s pimpe
nelfifolium, but the petals should be spotted ; an evanescent character,
for I have seen spoited and unspotted flowers on the same plant.

" Kiracher’s Flora von Stuttguri has alengthy disquisition on the biclogy

of this interesting form, which Diilenins was the first to distingnish.”
—G. C. Druce.

Impatiens Noli-tangers L. Woods about Stock Gill Force, Amble-
side, v.-c. 69, July 27, 1914.—C. WATERFALL.

EBhamnus eatharticus L. On carboniferous limestone, Silverdale,

v.oe. 60, altitude 30 feet, May 29, 1912. " These specimens were

gathered from a shrub eight to nine feet high, growing by the side of the
road leading to Silverdale, and almost opposite the end of the Carn-
forth road. The bush has since been cut down to widen the road.
The yellow-green colour and mealy character of the foliage were very
striking when first gathered.—J. OrYEER.

Acer campesire L., var. leiocarpon Wallr. Ashmansworth, N. Hants,
v-c. 12, September 18, 1914. A1l these specimens have been seen by
Mr A. B. Jackson who assenis to the naming. —W. C. Barton.

Medicago Falcate L. Among gorse on dry heath, Barnham Common,
v.-c. 28, Angust 17, 1914.—F. Ropinson. “Yes.”—E. 5. MARsHALL.
“ Nice specimens from, I presume, a native station which is not
mentioned in Nicholson’s new Flora of Nerfolk”—C. E. Sarmon.

Medicago sylvestris Fr. Roadside, gravelly soil, Bawburgh, v.-c.
27, July 3, 1914.—F. Rosixsox,
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Medicago sylvestris Fr., var. procumbens Fr. =M. eyclocarpa Hy.
{Ref. No. 1352]. Botween Mickleham and West Humble, Surrey,
Augugt 23, 1914, Growing on the border of a field cropped with
lucerne. T have not been able to see any material quite like my plant
in the ecollections at the Natural History Museum, South Kensington.
My plant agrees with Fries’ description of his wvariety, and also with
the plant called by Rouy M, sylvestris Fries, var. cyclocarpe Hy. As
will be seen, the distinguishing features are the long diffuse stems,
narrow leaflets, the dusky yellowish-purple corollas, and the ring-like
legumes.—C. E. Brrrrox. X think this a M. falecata x sative, nearer
to sative in flowers. Young pods with many appressed silky hairs.”—
E. 8. MaBsHALL.

Medieago minima Desr.  Dry hillside, chalk soil, Hlilborough
v.-e. 28, June 11, 1914.—F. RoBINSON.

Medicago lupwling L., var. Willdenowianae Koch? Roadside,
Guildford, Surrey, v.-o. 17, September 1914.—J. Cousrr. “ Nodoubt
the hairs on the pods are glandular, bué one can hardly call them
¢ yellowish.””—A. Bpxrrrr. “ Yes, fruit glandular. The habit is
that of cultivated M. lupuling, in my specimens.”—E. 8. MarsgALL.
«Pods with glandular hairs, i.e., var. Welldenowiona Koch.”—C. E,
SALMON.

Medicago lupulina L., var. ericcgrpe Rouy. Formby, 8. Lanecs,
v.oc 59, July 15, 1914.—W. G. Travis., * Agrees with the description,
but Rouy makes it a sub-variety.”—I. 8. MamsEarn. * Strictly
speaking, it 1s sub-var. ericearpa Rouy. ‘Tégume pubescent ou velu ;
plante ordinairement fortement pubescente-soyeuse,” and this plant only
approaches these characters.”—@G. €. Druoee,

Tmfolwm scabrum L. Dry billside, chalk soil, Hillborough, v.-c.
28, June 11, 1914.—F. Rosinson.

Trifolium subterrancuwm 1. Heath land, near water, by Punch
Bowl, Croxton, v.-c. 28, May 3, 1914.—F. RopivsoN. Algo from
Lancaut, v.-c. 34, June 12, 1913. A rare plant in 'W. Gloster;
this is a new locality for it.—H. J. RipprrspELn. Also from
Colney Heath, Herts, v.-c. 20, May 19, 1813.—J. E. Lrrrre.

Trifolium mirnus Belh., var. microphyllum Ser.  Sandhills, High-
town, 8. Lanes, v.-c. 69, July 7, 1914.—W. G. Travis.

Trifolivim dubium Sibth., var. pygmecum Soy.-Will. TFoot of
cliffs, Arbroath, August 15, 1014.—R. & M. CorsToRPEINE. “ Accord-
ing to Rouy, this variety was deseribed under the name 7' filiforme,
and is the same as T, minus Relhan, var, microphyllum Seringe, in
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DO. Prodromus. The Arbroath cliff plant I can only look upon as
starved type "~ H. 8. Marsaarn. “ Yes, the correct name for the
species is 7. dubiuwm Sibth. FL Ox. 1794.”_G. C. DruCs.

o Securigera Securidaca (L.). Garden weed, Dalton, v.c. 69,
August 9, 1914, If attempts be made to grow this from the seeds
supplied, the testa should be pierced before sowing, otherwise most of
them will remain like a piece of flint, no matter how wet the soil may
be. It is a most interesting plant o watch. The earliest ambels, in
this quarter at anyrate, are microscopic in almost every particular.
Mr Druce kindly named the plant for me. The faded unpressed
pieces are included to show the length of the mature umbel stalks..—
D. Lowms. “Yes, the Bonaveria Sscuridaca (L.) Desv. The genus
Bonawveria Scopoli dates from 1777 ; that of Securigera DC. only from
1805.”—@G. C. Pruce. “ Yes.”—A. THELLUNG.

Lotus siliguosus L. (Tetragonolobus siliguosus Roth).  Chalk
Downs, near Streatley, Berks, May 1914. First found 1911, well
established.—Coll. V. C. MURRAY, comm. G. C. Druce.

Lotus uliginosus Schk., var. glabriusculus Bab. Wet lane, Petit
Bot, Guernsey, August 1, 1914. Very similar to & plant distributed
lagt year through the Watson Fxchange Club by Mr Standen, and so
named by Mr Salmon. Is it var. gla.be:r of Bréb., and the same as var.
a. sub-glaber of Syme E.B.—* sub-glabrous with the leaflets ciliated at
the margins?” These specimens grew in the damp hedgerow of a
“water lane” and were very different in general appearance from the
hairy form growing near by on dryer ground. —W. (. Barrox.
“ Doubtless right. But I think that the amount of hair varies accord-
ing as the local1ty is wet or dry.”—E 8. Magsratr. “May pasg, I
think, but not so exfreme as specimens sent me by Mr R. 8. Standen
from hndﬁeld Bussex, in 1911. Rouy (Fi. Fr.) segregates L. wligi-
nosus into L. glabriusculus Bab. and B, willosus Lamotte. Our
commoner plant is certainly the latter. Rouy remarks that the
flowers of glabriusculs do not become green (or only slightly so0) when
dry, whereas those of villosus usually show this change. This is borne
out in my herbarivm specimens and in Mr Barton’s example hefore
me.”—C. H. Saumon. .“Yes, but Bab. in ed. 2 of his Manual, put it
- as a variety of L. imajor, hence if his name for it is used Bab.’
should be in brackets. Brébisson in his FI. Nerm. 87 (1858), under
L. uliginosus had a var. glaber (as in my List).”—G. C. Droce.

Lotus tenuis Waldst and Kit. TRough pasture, clay washing on
chalk, under * Eagle’s Nest,” Offley Hill, Hitchin, Herts, v.-c. 20,
August 10, 1914, L. tenuis in N, Herts occurs (1) on heavy boulder
clay ; (2) on the chalk scarp, in poor soil with a washing of marl or of
clay from the caps on the hills, It generally occurs with L. cornicu-
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latus, and these appear to be intermediate forms. At Pagham, W
Sussex, v.-¢. 13, it ocours on the sea bank in apparently drier situations,
though perhaps moisture soaks up from below,—J. E. Littre. “Very
characteristic.”—E. 5. MarsHALL.

dstragalus glycyphyllos 1. Hedgebank, Holme Hall, v.-c. 28,
August 26, 1914.—F. RoBixsor.

Astragalug danscus Rete. Newmarket Heath, Cambridge, v.-c.
29, June 8, 1913. —W. (. BaproN. Also sent from dry heath, near
Teklingham, W. Suffolk, June 4, 1914.—F. Ropixsox.

Owytropis sericea (Lam.) Simonk.  Bettyhill, Sutherland, July
1807. Growing very plentifully in blown sand on the coast of West
Sutherland at Bettyhill It was in splendid flower, and was a
conspicucus object in the flora of the district. The name wralensis
must, however, give way to that of 0. serices Simonkai, the trivial of
which i earlier than wralensis.—G. C. Druoe.

Vicia lutea L. Beacon Hill, St Osyth, N. Essex, v.-c. 19, July 5,
1914.—G. C. Brows. Also sent from field near Lower Sydenham, W,
Kent, J une 1912, TIntroduced. —Coll. H. B. FoxLEE ; comm. J. GROVES.

Vicia Lathyroides L. Maulden, Beds, v..c. 30, April 25, 1914,
Many of the roots have come up uninjured from the light sand and
show nodules, which I suppose o be Rhizobia containing bacteria and
assisting the plant to obtain a supply of nitrogen.—J. BE. LirTr.E.

Lathyrus palustris 1. Marsh land, edge of ditch, Woodbastwick,
v.e 27, July 9, 1914.—F. RoBINsOK,

Rubus plicatus Wh. & N, forma. Bognor Common, Fittleworth,
W. Sussex, v.e. 13, July 1914 L. Comuing. “ A very singular and
constant little form. Though strongly recalling £. fissws in prickles
and stem piedes, it goes better under &. phcams even its prickles and
stem leaves suiting pl’acatuq better. Small and slender as the prickles
are, they are really too few in number, too strong, and offen too stout

based for fissus; while the basal leaflets of the stem leaves are not -

always strictly sessile and so hardly dlﬂermg at all from those of
plicatus in July.”—W. M. RoeErs.

Rubus affinis Wh. & N., var. Briggsionus Rogers. Wear St
David’s, Pembroke, August 20, 1903,  See Beport 1903, p. 14.—Coll.
Aveustiv Ly ; comm. G. C. DrRUCE.

Bubus wmbricatus Hort. Glén Frome, neayr Stapleton, Gloucester-
shire, August 20, 1913.—J. W. WHITE,
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Rubus sc'idphilus Lange. Grwyne Valley, Brecon, August 13,
1903. Bee Report 1903, p. 15.—Coll. AucusTin LY ; comm. G. C.
Drucs. :

Bubus thyrsoidews Wi, Wyre Forest, Shropshire, September
15, 1903. See Reporé 1903, p. 15.—Coll. AvgusTiv LuY; comm.
G C. Druce. “Not R. thyrsoideus Wimm., T feel sure; but a good
form of the variable &. argentatus P. J. Muell”—W. M. RocEgs.

Lubus robusius P. J. Muell, forma. Badby Wood, Northants,
v-c. 32, July 1913 and 1914.—L. Cummive. *“1 sse no reason for
separating this from &, robustus, though the long lax pyramidal panicles
are somewhat abnormal. It seems best to let the name cover a series

of forms, as it does now with us-—off type towards my subinermise.”—
‘W. M. RoGEgs.

Rubus silvaticus Wh, & N. Badby Wood, Northants, v.-c. 32,
July 1913.— L. Comming. © Asfar as I know, a record for Northants.”
—W. M. RogERs. :

Rubus lentiginosus Lees.  Fittleworth, W. BSussex, v.-c. 13, July
1914.—1. Comuing.

Rubus macrophylius Wh. & N, forme. Badby Wood, Northants,
v-c. 32, July 1914 —L. Coumine. “ A hairy form towards Schlech-
tendalii.”—W. M. RoeErs.

Rubus adenanthus Boul. et Gill.  Below FPeckiorton Castle,

. Cheshire, August 5, 1903, See Repors 1903, p. 17. Ex herb. A, H.

WorLey-Dop ; comam. G. . Druce.  “ Apparently.”—W. M. RoErs.

Rubus anglosaxonicus Gel,, var. vestitiformis Rogers. Woods at
Ross, Herefordshire, Beptember 5, 1903.—Coll. AveusTin LEY ; comm.
G. C. Drucs.

Rubus Drgjeri G. Jensen. Durdham Down, Bristol, W, G‘rlos,
August 1, 1914 —J. W, Warre. “I agree. »_W. M. ROG—ERS

Rubus Babingtonit Bell Salter. Common round Flttleworth, W.
Sussex, v.-c. 13, July 14, 1914.—L:. Cummine.

Rubus fuseus Wh. & N. Bognor Common, and elsewhere near
Fittleworth, W. Sussex, July 1914.—L. Cunming.

Rubus fuseus Wh. & N., var. macrostachys P. J. Muell. Cold-
borough, Herefordshire, September 8, 1903.—Coll. Aveusriy Liey;
comm. (. C. Druce,
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Fubus scaber Wh. & N.? Badby Wood, Northants, v.-e. 32, July
1914.—T. Comming. “ Apparently B. scaber, but, if so, with glandu-
lar development on stem abnormally weak. R. scaber would be a
record for Northants.”—W. M. RocEgs.

Rubus gloreosus Rogers, nov. sp. DBognor common and other
stations in W. Bussex, v.-¢. 13, July 1814.—L. Cunmive.

Rubus Marshalli Focke & Rogers. Common near Fitileworth, W.
Sussex, v.-c. 13, July 1814.—T. CuumiNe.

Rubus Koltenbachii Metsch. Newent wood, W. Gloucester,
September 10, 1903.—Coll. Avevsrin Ley ; comm. G. C. DrucE.

Rubus hirtus Waldst. & Kit., var. flaccidifolins o and 4. Badby
Wood, Northants, v.-c. 32, July 1914.—L. Cumming. ““There seems
no reason for keeping forms o and b apart ; though & sheets seem on
the whole further away from Aaccidifolius towards refundifolius.
But I have to own (with these packets before me) it may be open to
question whether these two varieties .can profitably be kept apart.
Both varieties are recbrds for Northants.”—W. M. Rogurs,

Rubus nuthanwus Mogino.  Woods near Colliston, v.-c. 90, May 28,
1914. See B.E.C. Eeport 1913, p. 316.—R. & M. CORSTORPHINE.

Bubus ! Naturalised in several stretches of wood near Leys-
mili, Forfar, v.-c. 90, July 3, 1914 —R. & M. CorsrorpuINE. - “ This
reminds me of Z. specmb@hs Pursh, naturalised near Sa.ndlmg Park,
8. Kent and locally called (fide Dr Cosmo Melvill) “the woodman’s
rose.’” I have gathered it, but cannot find my specimen.” -E. 8.
MARSHALL, A

Potentille thuringiace Bernh., var. Nestleriana Schinz and Keller.
Railway bank near Friockheim, Forfar, v.-c. 80, July 3, 1914. See
B.E.C. Report 1910, p. 500.—R. & M. CoRSTORPHINE.

Potentilla verna 1. Limestone crags near Wynd’s Point, Hereford,

v.e 36, May 11, 1914.—Coll. R. F. Towsxprow; comm. . Warer-

Farx. Also sent from Carboniferous Timestone, Silverdale, v.-c. 60,

altitude 30 feet, May 30, 1914. Occurs in several stations in and

- around Silverdale. This year it was seen to great advantage in a

rough and rwocky pasture leading towards Silverdale Moss.——J.
CryYER.

Potentilla procumbens x erecta=2P. suberecto Zimm, Peat moor
near Ashcott Station, N. Somerset, August 6, 1914 —J. W, Warrs.
“Yes, a slender heath-form of the hybrid, which I have seen near
Shapwick station, not far away.”—RE. 8. MARSHALL.
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Alchemilla agutidens Bus., var. alpestriformis C..E. 8. Origin
near Lochan-na-Chat, Ben Tawers, 1913. - Hort. Reigate, Surrey,
Aug. 1914, See Journ. Bot. 1914, p. 287. It was noficeable how
much smaller fhese plants kepé compared with 4. alpestms grown
alongside in the garden.—C. E. Sanmox.

- Rose sempervirens ., b. Melvini (Towndrow). Tdge of pond,
Leigh Linton, Worcester, v.-c. 37, May 7, 1914—Coll. R. I
Towxprow ; comm. . WaTERFALL.  “So very much off &.
sempervirens, as L have seen it in N. France, that I incline to think
it specifically distinct. Not known elsewhere, T believe.—E. 8.
MARSHALL.

Kosa camine 1., agg. [Ref. No. 40517 Hanwell, Oxon, Aug.
1910.—G. C. Drucr. Comes between (1) endegavensis Bast. and
(p) werticillgoonthe Mérat ; that is, some leaflets have most or all of
the teeth simple, whilst others have them more or less compound.
According to Keller and Christ, E. Airtella Rip. is a somewhat similar
form, but with oval fruit and sepals glandular on back.”—W. Barcrav.

&

Rosag dumstorum Thuill, var. platyphylle Rau. [Ref, No. 3.]
Hedcre, Grey Abbey, Co. Down, Sept. 3, 1914. Leaves irregular
in size; some very large, very dark green above. Approachmcr
biserrate towards top of leaf. Fruit single; some very large
and turbinate.——C. H. WappeLr. “This ig a form of RZE.
dumetorume Thuill. The (g) pletyphylle Rau., so far as I can -

“make out, differs from ({(d) wrbica chiefly by having leaflets

broader in proportion to their lemgth. The present specimen
does not show this difference. It had best be set down as a glaucous
form of {d) urbica, with globose instead of ovoid fruit.”—W. Barcray.
“ 1 do not think this can be . platyplylle Rau., which, according to
deseriptions, is a plant with much broader leaflets —orbicular or very
broadly oval--—and fruit tending to a more ovoid form. I should ecall
this K. sphaerocarpe Pug.”—C. E. BriTroN.

Rosa glovea VIl [Ref. No. 1], Grey Abbey, Co. Down, Septem-
ber 3, 1914.—C. H. WipDELL. “ Not materially different from No.
2. Serration rather more compeund. Both are glaucous forms, and -
might therefore, according to Baker, come under var. gloucophylle
Winch,”—W. Barcray. “Fruit subglobose ; sepals deciduous, patent
or loosely reflexed ; leaflets slightly compouud—serrate. Tt can hardly
be any form of &. glcmcca Is it not a ‘canina’ (aggregate), of the 8.
sphaerica Gren., or . globuloris Franchet affinity P—E. 8. MARSHALL.

Rosa gloves Vill. -[Ref. No. 2].  Grey Abbey, Co. Down, Septem-
her 3, 1914, —C., H, Wapprrr. “This is not a form of B. glawce but
B. canina L. (g) dumalis Bechs —W. BARELAY,
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Rosa Bglanteria 1. Peppard, Oxon, July 1906.—G. C. DRUGE.
“More advanced fruit necessary to say whether E. comose Rip.”—
A. H. WoLLEY-Dob.

Bosa suberecta Woods, var.  Westridge Wood and Nibley Knoll,
W. Gloucester, July 10 and September 29, 1904.—J. W. Warrs.
“This is doubtless a variation of the omissa group of E. fomentosa
SBrm. It is certainly not a variety of &. suberecte Woods. Nor do T
see how it can come under R. suderecta Loy, as it differs in all the
" characters relying on which that so-called species has been segregated.
It has not prickles straight or nearly so, but stout and decidedly falcate.
Its calyx tube is not densely aciculate, the fruit is not globose. The
petioles have not ‘numerous unequal falcate acicles and pricklets,” but
are mostly quite unarmed. Nored colour is perceptible in the younger
parts, and "not more than is common to many species in the older
branch. It might as easily be made a variety of B. Sherardi Ley and
more easily a var. of B, dndrezovii Ley.”—W. BaroLay., “ Flowering
examples only, showing very little of the armature. I consider this
- to be RB. tomeniosa Sm and cannot see any likeness to Ley’s own
examples of his spemes—}i’ suberecte Ley= B. willosa L., var. sub-
erecta Woods,”—C. . BrITTON. .

Rosa tomentosa Sm. [Ref. No. 1368.} Marden Park, Surroy,

Sept. 6, 1914.—C. E. Brrrrox. - “Belongs, I think, to the

scabriusenle group of K. iomentose Sm., differing from var.
scabriuscula Sm. in its more hairy and somewhat glaucous leaflets,
its prickles less slender and more hispid styles. The serration of
the leaves is also less deep and less compound.” —W. BaRcLaY.

Rosa pimpinellifolic L. x tomentosa Sm. [Ref. No. 69 (1).]
Elliot Den, near Arbroath, v.-c. 90, July 27 and September 13,.1914.
Growing with both parents. The fomentose forms near it belong to
the groups subgloboss Sm. and omissa Déségl.  Serratures nearly
simple, fruit broadly ovate or almost globular, with a short neck.—

~ R. & M. CogsrorpHINE. “No. 69 (1) has a look of a mollis x

spinosissima, to my oye."—E. 8. MarsHALL. :

Rosa involute 8m., var. [Ref. No. 66 (3).] Cuthlie Den, near
“Arbroath, wv.e. 90, July 27 and September 13, 1914. Bush
—tall, straggling; petals—large, pink; fruit — long, urceolate,
with longish neck ; leaflefs—almost uniserrate, slightly hairy above,
more so beneath, "with a fow glands: on the midrib.—R. & M.
CoRSTORPHINE. “ An mterestlng hybmd The second parent can be
better gnessed a$ on the spot.”—E. 8. Marsaars. “ These two forms
are practically the same, except that in the second the fruit is
elliptic-oblong, or in some cases turbinate, whereas in the former it is,
as is more usually the case, glebose. Both have the serrafion
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simple, except that here and there a toothlet may be detected. - Both
have the leaves sparingly hairy and quite eglandular, except that on
the midrib an occasional gland may be detected. The main sepals in
both have some slender pinnae, and in both the pedicels and fruits are
pretty thickly clothed with glands and acicles. Both have glaucous
(blue-green) leaves, and their prickles are similar in form. In the
second the fruit as I saw it on 29th July, before it had begun to
shrivel, was remarkable for its lengthened shape, ovold prolonged or
in some cases obovoid, quite different from any other form which I
have seen. The mature fruit is not so striking. At some distance,

" but in the same locality, was another clump, somewhas similar to the

first, but with more double teeth and with leaflets broadly elliptical,
rounded at both ends and occasionally almost orbicular. The leaves
were strongly tinged with red even at that early part of the season.
Btill a fourth bush or clump differed in its leaves with composite
glandular serration and with numerous subfoliar glands. All four,
however, appear to me to be variations of B. pimpinellifolic x
fomentosa Sm.  Mr and Mrs Cmst.orphlne are to be congratula,t(,d on
the discovery of these interesting forms.”—W. BarRcnay.

Rose inwvolute Bm., forma=E. spinosissima L. x tomentose Sm.
August 18, 1914, This is the rose described by Major Wolley-Dod in

- Ldgt of British Boses, p. 9, under the name of R. spinosissima (agg.)

® dumatorum {agg ) or (cortyfolic ? agg.) £ Margerisoni £. nov. The
specimens enclosed are from a plant in my garden, sent me about 7
years ago by Mr Margerizson, who discovered it in Knipe Wood,
Eettlewell, N. Yorks. I formerly sent a moderate supply to the
‘Watson Club, and what T now send 'should enable all who take an
interest in roses to obtain a specimen. To the note published in the
28th Annual Report of the Watson Club T have nothing to add except
that I am more convinced than ever that this rose helongs, not to the
hibernica, but to the involuta group.—W. Barcray. ¢ [ presume that
this is identical with the rose described by Wolley-Dod under the
cumbersome form of R. spinosissima (agg.) x dumetorum (agg) (or -
coritfoliat agg.) £ Margerisont, in his List of British Eoses. How
much more satisfactory would it have been had Wolley-Dod simply
described this as x Rosa Margerisoni! These excellent specimens
afford a better opportunity of studying this rose than the late-gathered
specimens contributed by Mr Druce in 1911, That this is & spinosissima
hybrid is, I believe, uncontroverted ; the only point on which opinion
is divided is as fo the second parent. As to £. fomeniosa or B. omissa
entering into the composition of this rose, I am quite unable fo believe,
The presence of a tomentose form would be revealed by a glandular
development, whereas this rose is practically eglandular. The very
narrow stipules are against the view of B. corvifolic being the second
parent, and I think Wolley-Dod’s firét alternative Z. spinosissima x
dumetorum is the correct solution. The examples have a certain
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resemblance to R. Aiberwica, but clearly cannot be ranged under that
name, and, scientifically, it is impossible to call this £. sneoluta 8m.,
as Mr Barclay does, the pomts of divergence being so great”—C. E.
Brirron. “Nearer to the spimosissime parent than these hybrids
usually are. Af first glance 1t suggested to me . mollis, var. coerulea,
as the other parent.”-—E. 8. MARSHALL.

Rosa wnvolute, var. Wilsoni Borrer. . Growing on a very restricted ‘
area on & bank at the edge of the Menal Strait, near Bangor, N.
Carnarvon, v.-c. 19, September 7, 1888.—C. Baey.

Pyrus torminalis Hhrh. “Long Cross,” near 8t Newlyn East,
W. Cornwall, June 1, 1914, and August 7, 1912 and 1914. Falrly
good specimens, I think.—C. O. VigURs.

Crategus monogyne Jacq., forma subtrilobate Druce. [Ref. No.
154.] Virley, N. Essex, v.-c. 19, May 381, 1914, Teste G. {, Druce;
who says in 75, ““A very interesting form—forma subtrilobata.”—6. C.
Browx. .

Crafegus omyacanthoides Thuill.,, var. macrocarps Heger. |Ref.
No. 70:] Virley, N. Essex, v.-c. 19, May 31, 1914 ; fruit, September
6, 1914, Teste G. C. Druce. Mr Druce says in lif. “The leaves are
not quite typical omyacanthoides. The size of the fruit brings it under
Yar. macrocarp Heger, which I have seen in Essex, both North and
South.”—G. C. Brown.

Crategqus omyacenthordes Thuill. (oxya,comtha L.). Hedgerow in
lane near Melmerby, Cumberland, v.-c. 70, August 3, 1914 C.
- Wargrrarr., ¢ Under this, but not gquite typieal. Several forms

bave only one style and the froit is small, but the leafveining is
correct, 1 believe it is a new county record for v.-c. 70.7—G. C.
Drucs.

Crategus omyacanthe L., var.  Single tree at Wigginton, Oxon,
October 19, 1914, I doubt thiz identification ; for though there are
‘two styles, and the fruit is apparently smooth, yet the veins of the
leaves are frequently not incurved. The remarkable feature of the
tree is the flattened fruit, which is of about the same diameter as the
usual Crategus fruit, but very little more than half the length. The
haws packed separately shew the feature. The tree was noticed too
late for good specimens to be procurable. It is hoped that next year
better and completer specimens may be distributed, and some name
may be found for the variety.—H. J. Rippersperr. ¢ Material
shabby ; style solitary ; so it appears o be a striking leaf-variety of
C. monogyna Jacq.”—BE. 8. Marsmarn. “An inferesting lookirng
plant, but the specimen is without flowers, and the fruit is imperfeet.
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T should like to see more and better specimens, but I expect it is forma
triloba, unless it be a hybrid with smyacanihoides.”——G. C. DRUCE.

Crategus punciate Jacq. Planted ground, Dalton-in-Furness,
v.-¢. 69b, June 15, 1914.—D. Loms.  “In. the absence of fruit it is
not possible to name this definitely. In any case, being a cultivated
tree, 1t is of no interest to the members.”—A. B. Jacksox. “Yes,
similar to the plants so named by Dr Thellung.”—G. C. Drucg.

Saxifraga oizoides L. Mountain streamlet above Hasedale Tarn,
‘Westmoreland, v.-c. 69, July 19, 1914, C. WATERFALL.

Soxifrage - hypnoides L., agg. [Ref. No. 2902.] Ben Bulben,
Sligo, June 1909.—G. C. Druce. * Yes, and under the type, I should
say.”—H. 8. MaRsHALL.

: S@fraga stellaris L. Swamps on descent of Red Screes towards
Seandale Beck, near Ambleside, Westmorsland, v.-c. 69, July 29,
1914.—C. WATERFALL. .

Sawifrage kirsute L., var. ecutidens E. 8. Marshall [Ref. No.
3647.] Roots from oliffs above Lough Doon, Connor Hill, 8. Kerry,
June 1911; flower garden, West Moenkton, May 24, 19i4. The
Linnean type has crenate leaf-toothing ; in var. acutidens it is serrate.
This is the usval Irish form, and varying considerably in the shape of -
the lamina, and in the amount of hairiness. The leaf-bases are trun-
cate or somewhat cuneate; I believe that a cordabe base indicates
crossing with S. Geune.—E. 8. MarsHALL.

Chrysospleniwm alternifolium L. Wet places, Via‘-.Gelia, Derby-
shire, v..c. b7, April 132, 1914, TIntermixed with oppositifolivm.—
{. C. CHESTER.

Tillaca muscose 1. Sandy. cart ruts, Shonldham, W. Norfolk,
v.-c. 28, June 24, 1913.—J. E. LiTtLE.

Seclivem Forsterianum Sm., fype (Watson’s a. virsscens). [Ref, Nao.
4034.7  Root from Culbone Woods, 8. Somerset, v.-¢. 5. After several
years cultivation its greem foliage is maintained ; and it is less robust.
than the var. glaoucescens, from the coast near Minehead; garden,
West Monkton, June 24, 1914, E. 8. MARSHALL.

Callitriche obtusengulae Le Gall. Poels on Upper Chase Road,
Malvern, Worcester, v.-c. 37, May 13, 1914.—C. Warerrary, ©I
am unable to pass an opinion on such specimens.”—A. BeNxerT.
¢ Neither habit nor fruit suggest this, to me; the latter iz flat, not
obtusely angled. I think it a form of €. stegnalis Scop., but more
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careful drying would give one a better chance %o judge”—E. 8,
MarsmALL.  “ Probably C. stagnalis.”—G. C. DrucE.

Epilobium roseum Schreb.  [Ref. No. 653.] By a small spring in
a clayey bank, Halstead, N. Essex, v.c. 19, August 23, 1814 —G. C.
Browx. “No; certainly’a state of &. obscurum.” —H. 5. MaRSHALL.

Epalobium alsinefolivm Vill. Mountain streamlet, the Red Screes,
over Kirkstone Pass, Westmoreland, v.-c. 69, July 29, 1914 —C.
WaATERFALL. “Yes.”—H. 5. MaRSHALL. .

Clircace alpine L., b. intermedic BEhrh. Roadside, on way to
Jenkin’s Crag, Awmbleside, Westmoreland, v.-c. 69, July 22, 1914.—
C. WarerrFaLr. “JI cannot separate this from the type. (. infer-
medio Ehrh. is a much larger plant.”—E. 8. MszsgaLL.

" dstromtia major L., var. involucrate Koch. Tayside, Mid Perth,
July 1805, Quite naturalised on the banks of the Tay below Perth,
where very luxuriant plants are to be seen. The variety ia deseribed
in the Synopsis FI. Germ., p. 280, 1837, as “involueri folicla umbella
sesquilongiora, ad apicem rarius unc-aiterove denticulo, nec vero in
_ ommnibus foliolis, neque in singulis regulariter, instructa.”—G. C. DrUCE.

Cliguta virose 1. Banks of river, Salhouse, v.-c. 27, July 9, 1814,
—TF. RoOBINSON.

Pimpinelle Sewifrage L., var. dissecte Druce.. Avebury Down,
N. Wilts, v.¢. 7, August 5, 1915.—W. C. Barror. “Towards this,
but character not very good, in my one small plant.”—E. 8. MarsgarL,

Anthriseus vulgaris Bernh. Seedlings. Sandy bank, near Ketter-

ing, v.-¢. 32, March 22, 1914 —G. CHESIER.

Selinum  Carvifolie L. Chippenbam Fen, Cambridge, Augush
1903. Of somewhat uncertain occurrence. That year it was in great
profusion, but in other years but few plants were seen. Unless

intentionally sown there, it has the appearance of being native.—
G. C. Druck.

Galivm Mollugo L., var. Bakeri Syme. CHE tops, Milford-on-Sea,
8. Hants, August 1914.—J. Couser. “To me a reduced form of
Mollugo. The leaves are unlike the var. Bakeri”—A. BENNEIT.
* Under that, I think ; but some of the leaves broaden out unusually
upwards.”—E. 8. Marsmsrr. * Surely not Bakeri which should have
-more or less linear-lanceolate leaves, ete. Ts not this a reduced state
of ordinary Mollugo (elatum), frequently found on sea cliffls?”—C. E,
SALMON. :



146 THE BOTANICAL EXCHANGE CLUB OF THE BRITISH ISLES.

Valerianella dentate Poll.  Clears, Reigate, Surrey, June 30, 1914
This, ab first sight, was taken for the variety miwte, but on closer
examination the fruits appeared diseased. Mr Ramsbottom kindly
examined the specimens and reported that the whole plant was aflected
by Erysiphe Folygoni DC., a “mildew” that attacks a very large
number of species of plants.—C. E, Sarmow.

Valerianelle rimosa Bast. "Wheat field, Cromer, v.-c. 27, June 21,
1914.—F. Roeixson. “I should name this V. dentate Poll., not V.
rimosa.”—C. B. Satmow. V. dentate.”—G. C. Druce.

Filago mintmae Fr. Sand dunes, Aipsdale, 8. Lancs, v.-c. 59,
July 2b, 1914.—J. A. WaELpor. Algo from sandy roadside, Fresh-
field, 8. Lancs, v.-c. 59, July 1914.--W, . Teavis.  We have been
wrong in giving Fries as the authority for this name. Persoon Sy=. 11,
p. 422, 1807, is the earlier publication, Fries’ minime not appearing
till 1822. Mr Travis’s specimens approach the var. supina Rouy and
Camus FI. Fr. viil, p. 176. Mr Wheldon’s are nearer the var. brevi-
Jolia of those authors.”—GC. C. Drucs. -

Gnaphalivn luteo-clbum L. . Sandy "land formerly cultivated,
Thompson, v.-c. 28, July 23, 1914.—F. Ropinsox. * Nice specimens.
The label describes them as occurring on ‘land formerly cultivated.’
Nicholson {F1. Norf. 1914, p. 37} calls this species ¢ doubtfully native’
in the county, but 1 think that the coast stations (where the plant
occurs on apparently virgin soil) need not be regarded with much
guspicion.” —C. E. Sarmon.

Graphalivm sylvaticum 1. Rough pasture between Shilling Green
and Little Hill End, Herts, v.-e. 20, September 9, 1913.—J. E. LirTLE.

- Chrysanthemum t [Ref. No. 628]. On cotton-seed refuse,
Hythe Quay, Colchester, v.-c. 19, June 1914, - Near segetum, bus
flower somewhat deeper yellow and leaves bright green. Plants all small.
—G. G Browr. ¢ Chrysanthemuin coronarium L.”—A. THrLLUNG.

Avrtemisia compestris 1. Among gorse on dry heath, Barnham
Common, v.-¢. 28 Auvgust 17, 1914._.F. Ropinsow. ¢ Beantifully
prepared specimens. On the Continent this is a varianble species, 20
varieties being described in the Flore de France.”—G. C. Druce.

Senecio visoosus L.  Railway track, Sandsend, Yorks, V. 62,
August 13, 1913.-—J. B. Liztie. “ Yes. I have found it near Ware.”
—G. ¢. Druck. .

. Senecio vulgaris L, forma. [Ref. No, 121]. Stiff elay on dyke,
PBrean Down, N. Somerses, v.-¢. 6, April 26, 1914.—W. C. Barrox,
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Senecio lautus Forst. Banks of Tweed, Selkirk, v.-c. 79, Septem-
ber 1914. Native of Australia. Growing in this neighbourhood it
does not increase by its own fruits, but by rooting all along its old
wood. On a-plant of two years’ growth I counted 70 old stems, and
the branches shooting from them each bearing on an average 190
blossoms.—1. M. HaywarD.

Clirsium lanceolatum Scop. x acanle Weber. Undercliff, Milford-on-
Sea, 8. Hants. v-c. 11, Angust 1914, T send a few more sheets of
this plant to supplement those sent last year. A further examination
in sty convinces me that whatever it may prove to be, it is certainly
not the typical caulescent state of . acanie. The phyllaries have
patent or sub-patent spinous tips, whereas those of C. oeaule are
mucronate only. Theleaf segments are longer, narrower in proportion
to their length, and more parallel sided ; and the petioles, especially
of the lower leaves, more spinous-ciliate. The whole facies of the
plant is different—greyer in colour, and considerably rougher and
coarser looking. It also flowers at least a week or ten days earlier.—

J. ComBER. “8ee Hepori 1913, p. 476. I can add nothing to my

remarks, except to say that one is better qualified to judge after seeing
the plant growing with its supposed parents. Dr Thellung says:
scarcely x lanceolatum.”—G. C. DrUCE.

Cnicus olergcens L. Marshy meadow at Limehaugh, E. Perth,
August 11, 1914. This thistle appeared first in 1911 in a marshy
meadow close by the River Tay, which in very high floods iz liable
to be inundated. It has appeared every swiumer since to the number
of 60 or 70 flowering heads. As the meadow is cut about the end of
August, it is doubtful if the plant produces ripe seed so as to give it
the chance of becoming thoroughly naturalised. Although not a
native of Britain it is common in Central Europe and in Scandinavis.

—W. Barcray. “Being found in South Seandinavia, Denmark,
Holland, Belgium, France, and Germany, it should occur as a native
in Britain.”—E. 8. MarsmarL. “Yes, Cirsium oleracewm Scop.

Also naturalised near Selkirk (Hayward).”—G. ¢ DRUOE.

Centaurea Jacea L., var. pratensis Koch. Ditcham Park, Hanis,
August 25, 1914, A rather short small-flowered plant easily dis-
tinguished from the C. decipens and C. nigre forms growing with it
Heads sometimes rayed. —R. 3. Apamson. Referred by Dr Thellung
to0 . nigra L. (pappus distinctus), sub.sp. ewnigra Gugler. Folia
“insuete angusta.

P Centauren nigra L., var.  Rough pasture on clay, Ditcham Park,
Hants, Augnst 23, 1914. A very distinet small-headed form which
seems near . Debeauxii Gren. & Godr.—R. 8. Apamson. < According
to the somewhat artificial key of H. Saintange Savourié, this seems to

U SR
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come under C. consimilis'x nemoralis, though one of the parents may
be C. Debeauxii, which occurs in 8. England. My examples do not
show fruit, which is useful in dealing with these Centaurea forms, but
they agree with . comsumilis in the longly-ciliate, somewhat lax
araneuse phyllaries, and with C. nemoralis in the deeper-coloured
appendages and strongly infdated stem apex.”—J. A, WHELDON.
“ Mr Adamson remarks :—° A very distinet small-headed form, which
seems like C. Debeauxii & & &7 1 do not think this will do for C.
Debeauwii G & G., but T think it must be a migre (Including obséura
Jord. and nemoralis Jord.) form, ravher than coming under pratensis
Thuill,, in which group Rouy (#7. Fr.) places (!, Debeaumii as a “forme’
of C. microptilon Gren.”—C. E. Barmon. “C. nigra L. cf. sub.-sp.
nemoralis {(Jord.) Gugler, acced, ad sub -sp. Debeauwmii ((3.G.) Gugler.”
A, THELLUNG. ‘

Centaurea melitensis 1. Par, B. Cornwall, v.-c. 2, July 10, 1914,
This plant was in good quantity at Par this year. Many planis were
small, but there were three fine ones like good Cenfoures nigroa.—
C. C. Vigurs. “Yes.”—A. TBELLUNG.

. Centoureo——? [Ref. No. 627.] On cotton-seed refuse with

many other aliens, Hythe Quay, Colchester, N. Essex, v.-e. 19, June .
16, 1914, Near C. Coleitrape i, but flower bright yellow; no

supplementary spines at base of large involucral spines; leaves with

broader segments.—G. C. Broww. “An early state of €\ Calsitrapa

1., is it not ¥ ”—H. 8. Marsaatrn. “This is C. Caleitrope L°—R. 8.

ApamsoN. “Thisis C. pallescens Del., var. typice Gugler and Thellung,

forma Ayalolepis Gugler. See Thellung Ade. FI. Montpeilier p. 546,

1912."—A. THELLUNG. '

Centawren aspera L. Hayﬁeld,l Tottington, v.-c. 28, July 23, 1914.
—F. RoBixsoN. “Yes, var. genuine Willk."-R. 8. Apamson. “Recte.”
—A. TEELLUNG.

Carthamus tinctoriws 1n On rubbish by the canal, Litherlind,
8. Lancs, v.-c. 59, September 3, 1914.—J. A, WHELDOX and W. G,
Travis. “Yes.”—A. THELLUNG.

Pieris Hieracoides L., var. gracilis (Jord.). Letcombe Castle,
Berks, August 1901. This variety is described by Rouy (FI. Fr, x.,
p- 23) as “plus gréle, pauciflore, & pubescence plus ténue, bien moins
hispide ; feumilles pubescentes, 4 peine rudes, plus briégvement dentées,
calathides + contractées & la maturitd.” These characters we might
assume o be caused by the habitat—dry chalk downs—on which it
grew.— (. C. DrucE.

C"repi-s biennis L. Edge of eultivated land, Walton, v.-e. 28, June
9, 1914.—F, Ropmvson. “ Yes; not given for 28 in Top. Bof.  This
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plant seems to come under the var. Bannatica Rochel. Leaves un-
equally runcinate-pinnapartite or laciniate.”—G. C. DrucE.

Crepis tarazacifolic Thull. [Ref. No. 46]. Cultivated land,
light soil, Hargham, v.-c. 28, May 24, 1914.—F. RobInson.

Higracium Awriculo L. [Ref. No. 2832]. Originally from a
pasture near Keevil, 8. Wilts, v.-c. 8. Remote from houses, but only
one patch seen, Cultivated at West Monkton, May 27, 1914.  Styles
yellow.—E. 8. MarsgarL, * Correct:”—E. I. Lintox.

Higracium cyathis Ley. |Ref. No. 3875). Cheddar Gorge, N.
Soemerset, v.-e. 6, May 30, 1914.  Styles vellow. Leaves firm, rather
glancous, often blotched. Rev. Augustin Ley pointed out this to me
several years ago as being his plant.— B, 8. MarsmairL. “Exactly

matches specimens in my herbarium gathered by the late Rev. A. -

Ley in the same Gorge on May 29, 1902.”—J. Cryer.  “This agrees
with my plants from OIleddar, which were named Z. cyatfws for me by
Rev. A. Ley.” —E. F. LinTon.

1 Hieracium britannicum F. J. Hanb. Limestone crags, the Red .

Serees, over Kirkstone Pass, Westmoreland, v.-e. 69, July 29, 1914.—
C. WaTERFALL. ' No, young plants of H. anglicum Fr.”--J. Cryzr.
“There is much resemblance to H. dritanntcuwsn in these specimens,
but the leaves of that species are rather strongly ciliate and toothed
near the base, and the ligules are glabrous abeve. This plant is. no
doubt a variety of H. anglicum Fr., and probably var. longibracteaium

K. J. Hanbury, but the specimens are undersized, having only one
head each.” —E. F. Lixron.

Hieracium britannicwm F. J. Hanb, Ling Gill, Ribblehead, alt.
1000 feet, v.-c. 64, July 25, 1914.—J. Cryer. “1 cannot find any-
thing better to put this to than H. britannicum, of which it may be a
dry rock form. I have some exactly like it.”"——E. F. Linton. 1
think so.”—E. 8. MArsHALL. ‘

Hieracium sylvaticum Fr. [Ref. No. 66]. Shady bank, West
Runton, v.-e. 27, June 21, 1914.—F. Ropmsoxn. “No. 988, L.C, ed.
x., is H. silvaticwm Gouwan. In my opinion, this is not H. silvaticum
Gouan, but H. diephancidss Lindeb.”—J. Uryse. “ H. sciaphilum
Uechtr., var. transiens Ley.”—E. F. LivTox.

Hieractum pellucidum Laestad. Hackiall Woods, near Tanfield,
v.-c, 64, June 7, 1913. This i8¢ a frequent hawkweed on the
Carboniferous Limestone of Yorkshire, being found at Ingleton, Ribble-
head, Ling Gill, Hesledon Glen, Arncliffe, Ketilewell, Malham,
Gordale, Grassington. The sbove is 8 new station for it in the North
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Riding.—J. Crysr. ©Rightly named.”—E. F. LinTow. Also sent
from Wyre Forest, Worcester, September 15, 1903. See Repart 1903,
p- 22.—COoll. Avgusrin Ley; comm. G. C. Druce.

Higracium lucidulum Ley. Catterick dien, W. Yorks, June 25,
1903.—Coll. AvgusTik Ly ; comm. G. C. Druce. “ H. lucidulum
Ley = H. peliucidum Laest.”—E. F. Lintox. : '

Hieraciuim variieolor Dahlst., stylose form. [Ref. No. 3309]
Originally from limestone, Allt.nan Uamh, near Inchnadamph, W.
Sutherland, v.-c. 108, July 1908. Flower garden, West Monkton,
June 16, 1914, The original planés were so determined by the Rev.
E. F. Linton. It comes true from seed. Styles greenish-yellow ;
heads epilose.—¥H. 8. MaRsHALL,

Hieractum serratifrons Almq., var. caliginosum Duhlst. [Ref. No.

' 3986). Raised from seed collected oy Mr W. A, Shoolbred near Inch-
. nadamph, W. Sutherland, v.-c. 108, in 1908. TFlower garden, West

Monkton, June 8, 1914, Styles yellow; liguletips glabrous ; heads
very glandular, epilose ; leaves dull, deepish green, white-dotted and
glabrous above, very hairy beneath. Closely resembles plants so
named from near Tongue and Kylesku, W. Suthedand —E. 8.
Marsuarn. “1 agree; the same form as we have so named for Mr
Marshall from other places in Sutherlandshire.”—E. F. LiNron.

Hiegractum sagittatum Lindeb., var. subhirium F. J. Hanb.
‘Winch Bridge, altitude 900 feet, v.-c. 63, June 6, 1914, Teste Rev.
E. F. Linton. A new county record, I believe.—J. CrYER. “¥Yes;
heads larger than in the normal Scottish form.” —E. 8. MarsmarL
Also sent from High Force, Teesdale, altitude 1000 feet, v.-c. 65,
June 6, 1914. Teste Rev. E. F. Linton.—-J. CRYER.

. Hieracium——" On the Carboniferous Limestone, Haweswater,
Silverdale, v.-c. 60, May 30, 1914. The late Rev. A. Ley named similar
specimens for me H. cymbifolium Purchas. The Rev. E. F. Linton
writes on these specimens :—*T believe this is dwarf H. expallidiforme
Dahlst.,, from limestone. It iz worth cultivation to test proposed
name.”—J. Cryar. “Smaller than any specimen that I have of .
sanguinewm Ley ; but I think that it belongs here.”—E. . MarsgaLL.

Hieracium digphanoides Lindeb. Festiniog, Merioneth, J uly 14,
1903. Bee Report 1903, p. 22. —Coll. Aveustiy Texy; comm. G. C.
Druce. #Of the three specimens on my sheet two are H. vulgatum
Fr.; the third is probably & seedling of H. diaphonoides.”—J. CRYER.

Hieracium rigidum Hartm., var, Farz'e.sii Hartm. Blaenau-Festi-
niog, Merioneth, July 14, 1903. See Report 1903, p. 25.—Coll,
Avgustivy Ley ; comm. G. C. DrucE.
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Hieracium rigidum Hartm., ver?! ILitton-dale, v.-e. 64, August
18, 1914, Mr Linton says:— Var. scabrescens Dahlst. A® least
much the same as the Dent-dale specimens I so named for Prof. D.
Oliver, and which W. R. LiNTo¥ accepts as that variety.”—J. CryEz.

Hieraciwm boreale Fr. [Ref. No. 113]. Colwyn Bay, Denbigh,
v.-c. b0, September 1, 1913.—W. C. Barrtow. * Right.”"—H. F
Livron. * Under the type, 1 believe; stem less hairy than unsual.”
—E. 5. MARSHALL.

" Hieracium boreale Fr., var. vé%éulzforwﬁ Jord. Wyre Forest,
Worcester, September 15 1903.  See Repm*t 1903, p. 23.—Coll,
Avcusriy IEY ; comm, O Druce.

Hiereeium wmbellatum L., var. poucifiorum Hartm. [Ref No.
49]. N. of Grand Havre, Guernsey, August 10, 1912.  On specimens
of this gathering submitted to him Mr Marshall reported —* Practi-
cally 1dentica,1 with my specimen from Inveroran, Argyll (1393),
named var. peuciflorum Hartm. by Elfstrand in F. J. Hanbury’s
herbarium.” The Rev. E. ¥, Linton, who has seen the whole gather-
ing writes :— I agree with Mr Marshall’s identification of your plant
with his Inveroran specimen.”—W. C. BARTON.

Hieracium wmbellatum 1.1 var. liforale Fr. [Ref. No. 48]
Rocky coast, Coho, Guernsey, August 16, 1912,  Mr Marshall reports
on a -specimen of this gathering:—“1 have exuctly the same plant
from rocky coast near Cobo Castle, and lane near Vale Castle (W. F.
Miller, 1892). Tt may deserve a special name, but I know of none.
Perhaps only a state of poor, rocky ground.” Mr Linton, who has
seen the whole gathering writes:— Dr M. Elfstrand saw Cobo
specimens of a dwarf H. umbellatwm in F. J. Hanbury’s herbarium,
and wag inclined to accept them as var. litorale Fr.  Your plant looks
to me more like var. liforale than the var. liftoreum Arv.-Touv. of Brii.
Higracin.”—W. C. BARTON,

Hieraciumn wmbellotum L., var, lingritfolivm Wallr, [Ref. No. -
3997]. Loecally plentiful among the coast sandhills, Ansdell, W.
Tancs, v.-c. 60, August 10, 1914. Styles livid; leaves narrow, with
revolute edges. Some of the stronger plants approach var. coronopi- -
folium Fr—E. 8. Mansgarn. “1 a,gree.”—E. I, Lintox.

Taravacum erythrospermum And. [Ref. No. 122]. Limestone
rock, Bream Down, N. Somerset, v.-c. 6, April 26, 1914 —W. C/
Barton. “Yes; the exposed sibuation accounts for its compactness.”
—E. 8. MABSHALL.

. Torazacum spectabile Dahlst. - [Ref. No. 11419].  Fassaroe, Wick-
low, April 18914. Growing in the demesne of our member, Mr R. M.
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Barrington, with whom I gathered it last April. T suspect it o be
allied to spectabile, and have sent it to Herr Dahlsted for his confir-
mation.—G. C. Druce.  “T1 bardly think so. Leaf surfaces practically
glabrous. No flowers on my two specimens ; fruit not yet ripe. The
habit is certainly not typical for 7\ speciabile. More like 7. palustre.”
—E. 8. MagrsHALL. ’

Campanule rotundifolic L., var. elongata Hampe. Tough Gl
Sligo, Aungust 17, 1913. Differs from my No. 51 sent last year from
the same locality in the absence of the pubescence clothing the lowe:
part of the stem. The height of these plants is remarkable (up to 80
cm.) ; the lower leaves about 30 % 7-5 mm., while in the middle of the
stem they are about 60 x 1-5 mm.—W. C. Barron. *This elongated
state often occurs in Yorkshire. It is not worth a varietal name.”—
J. Crver. * The variety is unknown to me; if this is it, T should
suppose it to be a drawn-up ‘state,” due to growing among rank
vegetation.” —B. 8. MarsHarL. ¢ Yes, but I am not certain whether
it is more than a condition of growith.”—G. C. Druce.

Lobelia Dortmannae L. Out of River Brathay, near Brathay
Church, N. Lancs, v.-¢. 69b, July 24, 1914.—C. WATERFALL.

Caliung vulgaris Hull, forma. |{Ref. No. 620].  On soil which is
inundated every winter. Tiptree Heath, N. Hssex, v.-e. 19, August
13, 1914. Plants smoall, prostrate, cymes ascending ; whole plant very
pubescent, lighter green than type, whieh was in full bloom at time of
gathering.— G. C. Brown. “ Obviously a ‘state,’ due to the situation.”
—E. 8. MaRsHALL.

Daboecia eantabrica R. & B. Lower slopes of Errisbeg, Round-
stone, Galway W., August 13, 1913, —W. C. Barron.

Limoniuwm vulgare Mill, var. pyramidale Druce. Salt marsh, Key-
haven, 8. Hants, Angust 1914.—J. Comser. “T'wo gpecimens on my

_sheet. One is type; the other may pass as the ‘variety.””—C. K.
SammoN. “My specimen is very weak,but may pass.”—H. S. MarsHALL.

Limonium binervosum C. E. Salmon. Low place by sea, Hun-
gtanton, v.-c. 38, July 31, 1914 —F. RopiNsoN. “ Yes, Statice hiner-
vose Gt B, Sm.”__C. E. Sarmon.

Lamontum recurvum C. B, Salmon.  Portland Ieland, v.-c. 9, July
14, 1914, with L. binervosum. Some of it was very much dwarfed.
In fair quantity, and (I understand) a fairly safe sitvation. Some
specimens of Limonium on the spot scemed to be rather off ordinary
binervosum towards recurvum.—H. J. RIDDELSDELL.  “Small and
rather untypical, but I think correctly named.”—C. E. SaLmon,
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Primule elatior Jacq. Wood, Great Sampford, N. Essex, - 19,
Aprl 10, 1914,—G. C. Brown.

Gentiana verne L,  Widdy Bank Fell, v.-c. 66, in abundance,
altitude 1500 feet, May 1, 1914.—J. Cryer.

Nypmphodes peltatum Rendle & Brit, Shailowl water, Scoulton
Mere, v.-c. 28, July 16, 1914.—F. Rosirsos. *“The authority for
Nymphodes peltatum is Otto Kuntze in his Bev. Gen. PL"—G. C,

" Druce. - :

Amsinckia intermedic F. & M. (fide Kew). [Ref. No. 128
Mildenhall, W. Suffolk, v.-e. 26, June 6, 1913.—W. C. BarTon.
- “ Probably, but the allied species are with difficulty distinguished.”"—
A. TaHELLUNG.

x Symphytwm corulewm Peﬁtmengin (S. officinale L. a. cchroleucum
® peregrinum). See Bucknalls Revision, p. 550. Cultivated at
Cliften, July, Apgust, 1914.—J. W, WHITE.

Symphytum gmmd@ﬂwum. DC. (8. dbericum Stev.). Cultivated
University Botanic Garden, Bristol, June, July 1914.—J. W. WaHITE.

Linarig Blatine Mill. Damp places on edge of cultivated land,
Watton, v.-c. 28, August 16, 1414.—F. Ropivsox.

Veronica Anagallis 1.1 var. montivides (Boiss.) Hiern. ‘Damp
hollows in sand dunes, Freshfield, & Lanes, v.-c. 59, July 19, 1914.—
W. G. Travis. “Probably so. I have gathered the same thing at
‘Westenhanger, Hast Kent.”—E. 8. Marsgarn. * Yes, but is it more
than a seediing state!”—G. C. Druce.

Buphrasio nemorosa Pers. (fide J. A. Wheldon). Steep hilly field
on line side near Broadsands, Churston, 8. Devon, v.-e. 3, July 7,
1913.—C. WaBERFALL. % Noj; that is glabrous-leaved, whereas this
is decidedly pilose. E. curta Wettst,, var. glabrescens Wettst.”—
E. 8. MARSHALL. :

Buphrosia curte Wettst,, b. glabrescens Wettst. - (fide J. A.
Wheldon). Open, bare hillside near Daddy Hole Plain, Torquay,
8. Devon, v.c. 3, June 16, 1913.—C. WarerFaALL. “In bad
condition, but correct "_R. 8. Marsgarr.

Buphrasio occidentalis Wettst, T Cliffs above Tilly Whim, Dorset,
July 20, 1914.—A. B. JacksoN. “ Yes; but plants not well selected.”
—H. 8. MarsHALY. : :
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FEuphrasia salishurgensis Funck. Coast of Connemara, Ireland,
August 1906.—J. W. WaITE. “ Excellent specimens.”—HE. 8. Magr-
sEALL.  “Yes, the most typical examples I have yet seen.”—G. C.
Droox. .

Fuphrosio Herneri Wettst. Chalk hills near Reigate, Surrey,
Sept. 7, 1913.—A. B. Jacrsox, C. E. Sauvox, J. Fraszr. * Yes."—
E. S. MARSHALL. )

Buphrasia foulaensis Towns. (fide E. 5. Marshall). [Ref. No.
266]. Short pasturéd at top of chifs at seashore, Grim Ness, South
Ronaldshay, Orkuey, altitude 50 feet, July 15, 1914, Native. Leaves

fleshy ; cauline 2—6 toothed.-—H. H. Jonrrsrox.

Euphrasia gracilis Fr, [Ref. No. 118]. Marshy ground, Grande

" Mare, Guernsey, July 31, 1914,  On specimens of this gathering sub-
. mitted for comment My Marshall remarked :— | think that this may

be E. gracilis Fr., but am not sure. As a rule, that is a plant of
rather dry ground.”. Mr Bucknall replied —“E&. gracilis Fr., 1
think.” Most of the plants were growing in permanently water-logged
soil, some in permanent water.— W. C. Barrox.

Bartsia alpine 1. In abundance on Widdy Bank, Teesdale, v.-c.
66, altitude 1500 feet, June 6, 1914.—J. CryEr.

Rhinanthus stenophylius Droce (dlectorolophus stenophyllus Ster-
neck)., [Ref. No. 3934]. Meadows near Crianlarich, Mid Perth,
v.-c. 88, July 18, 1914, —E. 8, MARSHALL. _

Melampyrum pratense 1o, agg., var. [Ref. No. 11149]. Millook,
Cornwall, June 1914.—G. G. Druce. “My largest example is var.

latifolivm Schreb. & Mart., which Dr Moss regards as the type of the

species, or near it. The smaller pieces only differ in being depauper-
ate.”—E. 8. MaARSHALL. ‘

Orobanche major L. Near Cheddington, Bucks, August 1904.—

G. C. Druce. :

Uiricularia major Schmidel.  FPools at Restennet, Forfar, v.-c. 90,
August 4, 1914.—R. & M. CossTorpHINE. * No note as to the veining
of the flowers, which is conclusive as to its being major. T suppose it
must be so named. but the bladders ave large, though not so large as
in the F. giganten Prahl. ~ I think this iz a new record for Forfar
county 90, as Mr Marshall’s specimens thence were rather doubtful.”
—A. BENNETT. © Yes, excellent examples showing the ¢ winter buds’
as well as the flowers.”—G. C. Druce.
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Mentha longifolic Huds., b, nemorose {Willd). [Ref.- No. 85]
By ditch, Carbrooke Fen, v.-c. 28, August 20, 1914.—F. Rosixson.
“ S0 I should name i5. Leaves rather short.”—H. 3. MARSHALL.

Mentha rotundifolin x longifolic =villose Huds, Boadside near
Dilty Moss, Forfar, v.-c. 90, September 7, 1914.—R. & M. Corsror-
pamE.  “I believe this is correctly named.” —C. K. Sanvox.  “Seems
rather a good intermediate.”—E. 8. MaRSHALL.

Mentha eitrate Bhrh.  Origin Northaw, Herts (H. Peirson), Hort.
Reigate, Surrey, September 1914, This is the plant of Pryor’s FI
Herts (1887), p. 336, where it stands as a variety of M. hirsuta.
These specimens show the globular heads of M. aguatica (hirsute) and,
whilst not absolutely glabrous, the whole plant is more so than in My
White’s * citrate” from Priddy Nine Barrows (Hep. for 1908, p. 393,
and. Wats. B.E.C. Rep. for 1909-10, p. 250). It will be noted, too,
that the leaves are broader and more cordate than in Mr White's
plant—all points in favour of citrata. Ehrhart’s original description
15 extremely terse—* Folia ovata, petiolata, serrata, glabra. Capitula
obtusa.  Stamina eorolla breviera.” Beitr. vil. (1792), p. 150.—C. E.
SALMON.

HMentha hivsuwin L., var. subglabra Baker. Crombie Den, near
Arbroath, v.c. 90, September 20, 1914.—R & M. CORSTORPHINE.
“Judging by examples named by Mr Baker I believe he would pass
this as his variety.”—C. E. SatmoN. “Probably. I have not seen
Baker’s plant. A form, apparently referable to this, found in 1906 at
Braemar by W. A. Shoolbred and myself, had the sweet scent of
M. citrate”—B. 8. MarsHALL. “Yes, but not extreme?—G. (.
Druce.

Mentha Pulegivm L., var. erecta Syme. Marshy ground, Limps-
field Cominon, Surrey, August 23, 1914.—A. B. Jacksow and J.
Frasgr. “This agrees much better with Rouy’s description of 8.
vulgaris Briquet than with var. erecta Wirtgen, whose name antedates
Syme’s.”—E. 8. MarsmarrL.  “ Yes, but Briquet in his Labides, p. 93,
gives the authority for erecta as Wirtgen.”—G. 0. Druca.

Thymus Serpyllum L., var. Linneanus G. & G. [Ref; No. 126].
Edge of road, Albecq, Guernsey, July 31, 1914.-W. C. Bagrox.
. “This, 1 think, is our assumed type.”—BE. 8. MansgaLL.

Stachys palustris % sylvatics. {Ref. No. 1238]. Green TLane,
Merton parish, Surrey, July 18, 1914.—C. E. BrirroN. “Yes; con-
siderably nearer to 8. pafusiris.” —B. 8. MarsHALL, “ Yes: and very
like the figure of Smith’s embigus in £.5., . 2089."—C. E. SsLmon.
Also from bank of stream, the Hall Dell, Melmerby, Cumberland,
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ve. 70, July 31, 1914.—Coll. Bev. W. W. Magow; comm. C.
‘WargrrarL. Also from diteh near Duncan’s Coitages, Billingshurst,
Sussex, July 14, 1914, —A. WepsteER. “1 believe so; but far closer
to S. palustris”—E. 8. MarsuarL.  Also from the banks of fthe
Leeds and Liverpool Canal, Shipley, v.c. 64—with both parents,
August 4, 1914, —J. Cryer. “.5. palustris x sylvatice, much on the
palustris side.” —H. 8. Marsrarr. “The specimens from Messrs
Britton, Waterfall, Webster, and Cryer, all come under this hybrid.”
—G. C. Druce.

Galeopsis ongustifolic Bhrh., var, conescens Schultes. [Bef. No.
114]. Avebury Down, N. Wilts, v.-c. 7, August 5, 1914..-W. C.
Barror. “Yes; if Koch’s description of this variety is correct. He
states that canescens has short, dense, patent hairs; angustifolia,
‘pili omnes adpressi’ The former is surely our more common plant
by far.”—C. E. Sanmon.

Leonurus Cardiaca 1. -Open wood and roadside, Hargham, v.-c.
28, June 29, 1914.—F. RoBINsSON.

Lamiwm maculatum 1. Hedgebank, roadside, Ovington, v.-c. 28,
April 26, 1914.—F. RoBINsoN.

Lamivm purpureum L, Cultivated Dalton, v.-c. 69b, August 7,
1914 See Report 1913, p. 491. The following characters are
maintained :—The long cotyledons; the variably fissile lower lip of
the corolla; the asymmetrical sub-rhomboidal lsaves; the absence
of any cordate base; the shallow, very irregular toothing; the .
“dappling” of the leaves; the almost obsolete rugosity; the thin
texture ; the short leafstalks —half inch a$ most. The plant is a
very “shy” seeder; nearly all the seeds produced germinate.—D.
Lume. “A very curious form, worth further study and perhaps a
varietal name.”—G. C. Droce.

Lamium purpurewm L., var. decipiens avct. Denham, Bucks,
June 1902.—@. C. DrucE. “ Apparently a true variety of L. pur-
purewm rather than its cross with L. hybridum.”—E. 8. MagsmaLL.

Buallote ruderalis Koch. Llamwarne, Herefordshire, July 18, 1914.
——A, WesstER. “No, the teeth of the calyx in ruderelis should be
from 2—4 mm. long ; these are not 2 mm. The calyx in ruderalis is
more hairy. This is B. nigre.”—G. C. Druce.

Leucrivm Scordium L., var. Braunton Burrows, N. Devon,
Aungust 1896.—G. C. Druce.

Plantago ceratophylle Hoffmg. and Link. Seedlings. Cultivated
Walton, 8. Lancs, July-September 1914.—J. A. WaELDON.
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Plantago Coronopus L., var. [Ref. No. 4050]. Sandstone cliffs,
Hidmouth, 8. Devon, v.c. 3, June 8, 1914. Very large (all my
gathering came from two plants); biennial—E. 8. Marsmarr.

Plantago Coronopus L., form or war. [Ref. No. 4049]. Sandy
_ground near the coast, Berrow, N. Somerset, v.-e. 6, June 4, 1914.
Apparently biennial ; closely appressed to the ground. May be only
a peculiar state of the type.—E. 8. Marsgart, “2F. Coronopus L.,
var. iransiens Beguinot.”—R. M. CarpEw and E. G. Baxzs.

Plantago Lagopus L. [Ref. No. 717.] On cotton-seed refuse,
Hythe Quay, Colchester, N. Essex, v.-¢. 19, June 1914, - Apparently
referable to this, though the dark, villous part of the dorsal portion
of the sepal is narrower than in that of an old specimen from the
Isle of Elba n my herbarium.—G. ¢, Brows. “Correct.”"—E. G
Baggr.  “ Yes, forma glabris (corolle lobis extus glabris nec pilosis).”
—A. THELLUNG.

Flaniago major L., var. intermedia (Gilib.) Barnards Cireen,
near Malvern, Worcester, vo-e. 37, August 17, 1914, —Coll. R. F.
Towxprow ; comm. 8. H. BICRTAM. _“ lenmgo major L., wvar.
intermedic Syme.”—R. M. CarpEw and E. Gh. Bager. My single
specimen differs from the deseription of P. infermedic in Williams
Prodr. FI. Brit., pp. 354-5. Not very hairy ; leaves not coarsely toothed
towards the base,” &. But it comes nesr what is usvally so named

cwith us.—E. 8. Magsmarn.  Also send from Sands of Barry, v.-c. 90,
Aug. 10, 1914.—R. & M. CorsrorpaINE. “The P. intermedia of
Gilibert is an entirely different plant. It is figured and described by
this author in his Histoire des Plantes & Ewrope in 1806,  His figure
shows a plant with sessile strongly serrate leaves, reaching 2 in. long,
and 1 inch broad. The scapes are hairy, and fthe spikes dense and
short. The whole plant rather suggests a form of P. medie L."—
R. M. Cagpew and E. (. BAgER.

Plantago major L., var. minime DC. Malvern Common, Wor-
cester, v.c. 37, August 17, 1914.—Coll. R. F. Townprow ; comm.
8. H. Brcgmam.  “ Does not agree at all well with the description in
DC. Prodromus, xiil. a., p. 695 :—¢parvala pollicaris, folils ovalis
integris glabris in petiolum hbrevemn atienuatiz, pedunculis folia
subaequantibus erectis vel ascendemtibus, spicis ovatis vel ovato-
capitalis.” The sepals are rounded-obtuse ; otherwise it is much like
the plant sent as var. infermedia on a reduced scale.”—-F. 5. MARSHALL.

Hitdeebrum verticillatum L. Pine Wood near Welhnwton College,
June 6, 1914.—A. WeBsTER.

Herrnaaria ciliate Bab., Lizard, W, Cofnwali, v.-¢. 1, August 20,
1914.—Coll. B. TeursTOoN ; comm. C. C. Vicuzns.
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Chenopodiwm murate L. Trent Meadows, Nottingham, October
7, 1914, This species was growing in fait abundance on waste ground
adjacent to the site of the abortive Nottingham KExhibition of 1913.
In the same field Crocus nudifforus is abundant, and appears to be on
the increase, owing to the erecting of palings for the above purpose
around the station. With C. muirale grew C. opulifolium, C. olidum,
C. rubrum, O. album, vars, ete., and many interesting casuals, such as
Glavcium lutewm, an unexpected alien inland.—A. R. Horwoon.
“Yes.”—G. C. Druce.  “ My specimen iz abnormal (probably injured);
it may be the sub-var. microphylivm Coss. and Germ. =var. micro-
Phyllwm Gircke, being very smallleaved, but its condition does not
admit of certainty.”—E. 8. Marsmair. Also sent from Newquay,
W. Cornwall, v.c. 1, December 1913, —C. C. Vieurs. “ Yes."—t.
E. SaLmon, E. 8. Marsrarr, and G. C. Druce.

Chenopodium ficifolivn Sm. QOakfield, Hitchin, Herts, v.-¢. 20.
With C. albwm and perhaps hybridising, September 9 ; fruit October
17, 1914.—J. E. Livre.  “ Surely not C. fiejfolium, but a form of
C. album L.°—J. CrYER. “ Yes.”E. 8. MARSHALL.

Chenopodiuimn Vulvarte 1. Seedlings. Albeeq, Guernsey, July 31,
1914.—W. C. Bagrox.

Chenopodizm hircinum Schrad., var. subirilobum Issler. Wool
waste heap, Selkirk, v..c. 79, October 1913. Teste Dr Murr.—
I. M. HavwarD. -

Beta trigyng Waldst and Kit. Waste ground, St Philips, Bristol,
June 20, 1914 —J. W. Warre. “ Yes.”—G. C. Druck.

Salicornia ramosissime Woods. Mud flats, Montrose PBagin,
v-c. 90, September 20, 1914.—R. & M. CorsrorrHing. “I would
suggest that this is a small boreal form of S. Aerbaces L., forma
patiwle Moss.”—H. 5. MaRsHALL. ‘

Salicornia ramosissima Woods, forma. Mud flats, Montrose
Basgin, v.e. 90, September 20, 1914.—R. & M. CoRSToRPHINE.
“Burely not ; spikes too obtuse. T think this to be §. gracillime Moss;
new for Scotland.” —H. 8. MARSHALL.

Salicornia dolichostachye Mose. Mud flate, Montrose Basin, v.-c. 90,
Beptember 20, 1914.—R. & M. CorstorPHINE.  “ Yes, an interesting:
extension of its range in Great Britain. Sent to me fresh by the
collectors last autumn from the same locality. 1% occurs in Denmark.”
—C. B. Moss. “Just like plants gathered (in 1914) near Emsworth,
Hants, which Dr Moss confirmed as being this species. Evidently
closely allied to S. stricte.”—C. BE. Sammon. “Very characteristic ;
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new for Scotland, T think. For years a specimen from Sandwich flats,
E. Kent, collected by Mr & Dowker, perplexed me ; it is a small form
. of this species.”—-E. 5. MagRsHALL.

Salicornia prostrate Pallas, var. Smithione Moss and Salisbury.
Mud flats, Montrose Basin, v.-c. 90, September 20, 1914.—8. & M.
CorsrorprEINE.  “I think so.”"—H. 8. Marsmart. :

Polygonum lapathifolium L., var.  Cornfield, Wigginton Heath,
Oxon, July 29, 1914, Glands on perianth few, but the nut is that of
this species. The variety deserves a name if a name is ever to be
given for hairy leaves., Flowers darker than usual.—H. J. Rippers-
pELL.  “Too slender, I believe, for any lapathifolium form ; it may be
P. nodosum Pers., forma salicifolivm Moss {P. itncenum Willd.),
though the stems are unspotted, and not swollen at the nodes ; or else
a hybrid of that with P. Persicariz, to which it bears much resem-
blance. The peduncle-glands are numerous, though shortly stalked.”
—F. 8. Magpsgart. - “Under leaves with whitish down approaching
var. incanwm.”—G. C. DRUCE.

Lolygonum sp. In an elevated sandy cornfield, c. 650 feet, on
Wigginton Heath, Oxon, August 17, 1914,  Characterised by the
remarkably narrow acuie leaves and silvery ocrese.—H. J. RipprLs-
DELL.  “ . heterophyllum Lindm., sensu lato—probably a form of
P. rurwagum Jord”—Q. C. Drucs.

Polygorum——1 Waste, stony ground, courtyard of Tmperial
Institute, September 19, 1914.—A. B. Jacksox.

Polygonuwm - aviculare L., var. rurivagum Jord. Weed in field,
Grey Abbey, County Down, September 27, 1914.—C. H. WappeLr.
% P, heterophyllum Tindm. forma; not, T think, rurtvagum Jord.”—
. C. DruokE. '

Ruﬁzem salicifolins Wien.  Walton, 8. Tanes, August 20, 1914,
J. A. WHELDON. : o

Ulmus scabre Mill. Millwood, Dalton, v.-e. 69b, September 4,
1914, Two year old plants.—D. Toums.

Ulmus stricta Lindley.  The Cornish Elm. Penpoll Quarry, Cran-
tock, Newquay, W. Cornwall, March 15, 1914. These flowering speci-
mens from the same tree from which foliage was distributed in 1911 may
be accepbable. This tree fell into a horizontal position sume years ago,

.80 that one can get at the top branches fairly easily. I hope to get
fruit from it some year. The Cornish Elm does not fruit as freely as
the Dutch, and even when it does the fruif is not easy to get, unless
one is a very expert tree climber. 1 should be inclined to object to
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the term “ pyramidal ” applied to the outline of the Cornish Elm in
the Cambridge Flora. I should say “cylindrical ” would be a better
term, though that is hardly ecorrect, the longest branches being
usually just below the top, and all the lower branches short and
scattered. This is probably the reason why rooks prefer this tree to
any other for nesting in.—C. C. ViaUrs.

Ulmus glabra Huds. = U. montana Stokes. Trevowah, Crantock,
Newquay, W. Cornwall, middle of May 1914. These specimens in
good fruit are from one of the very few (Davey’s Flore notwithstanding)
trees of this species in the county authoritatively named since the
elms became better understood than they used to be. T think this
species used to be confused with U. Aollandica.  This particular tree,
named by Dr Moss, fruits well—C. C. Vievrs. “ The peticles are
rather long for U. montana. One would like to see examples with
mature leaves.”—A, B, Jacrsor. “Tooks right.”—E. 8. MarsmaLL,

Alnus rotundifolie Mill, var. wmeise. A fine tree, 40 feet high,
planted in the Rectory Cloge, Wigginton, Oxon, September 1, 1914.
Is this form of the alder native to the British Isles! Babington, ed.
9, gives it for Wigtonshire apparently as a native.—H. J. RIpbeLsDELL.
¢ The inflorescence is that of 4. glufinoses Gaertn., var. microcarpa
Rouy.” K. 8. Magsgarr. “This is not the var. imeiss, which has
the leaves small and deeply incised, resembling those of the common
hawthorn, but is the cut-leaved alder, 4. glutinose var. laciniaic
Willdenow Berlin Baumsz. 44, 1796, which iz frequent in cultiva-
tion and often attains a large size, as at Syon House and Woburn.

_ According o Duhamel it oceurs wild in the north of France,

particularty in Normandy, and in the woods of Montmorency near
Paris”—A. B. Jackson. “In Oxfordshire var. laciniate Willd. only
oceurs as a planted tree, and there are fine examples in “The Parks”
at Oxford. Wm. Cobbett is said to have planted a tree at
Wolvercote. See Repore 1909, p. 473. Dr Balfour was the
authority for its occurrencé in Wigtonshire (! native). Our late
member, T. A. Stewart, found a specimen on the Black Mountain,
Belfast, but he does not mention it in his Flora. Tt ocours (? planted)
at Lakenham Bridge, and is said to be native in Northern France.”—
G. C. Druce.

Saliw triandre 1. [Ref. No. 225].  Hedge, Earls Colne, N. Hssex,
v.-c. 19; flowers, April 30 ;leaves, August 23, 1914. Teste G. C.
Druce.—G. C. Brows.  “ Rightly named.”—E. F. Linton. *“Type
{genuina Syme) I believe.”—E. 8. MargaALL.

Sdlix triendra L., & jforma. [Ref. No. 229]. “The Moors,”
Alphamstone, N. Essex, v.-c. 19, May 1914.  See B.Z.C. Report 1913,
p- 496. T send a supply of male flowers to supplement leaf-specimens
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(September 21, 1913). sent lagt year from the same bush. The bush
flowered profusely this year.—G. C. BrowN. “No mature leaves;
but 1t looks like var. Hegffimanmiene Bab.,”—H. 3. MARSHALL.

Saliz purpurea L., 3. [Ref. No, 227.] BEarls Colne, N. Hssex,
v.-c. 19; flowers, April 30; leaves, Angust 23, 1914.—G. C. Brown.
“Correct.”— B. F. Linron. “Seems to come under the type (vera
Ritschl).”—E. 8. MarsHALL.

Seliz Forbyane Sm. lLowland near Brent Knoll, N. Somerset,
April and August £902.—J. W. Wrire. < Rightly named.”—E. F.
Liwron. “A broad-leaved S purpuren x vimimalis, which I think
answers to this name.”—E. 8. Marsmarr.

Salix aurita ant cineren x viminalis 1= 8. ferruginea &. Anderson?
Meadows near Long Ashton, N. SBomerset, v.-c. 6, April, May, and
August 1913.—J. W, WErre. “The male specimen iz S. einerea x
viminalis ; the female probably 8. auwrite % viminalis, The foliage
looks rather as if it belonged to the latter, but is wanting in decisive
features, and there is nothing to show whether it is from the male or
the female bush, or from either. I have remarked before on the
objectionable practice of sending male and female specimens on the
same sheet, unless, of course, there is no doubt that both belong to the
same species. In this case the result of the mixture gives a very un-
satisfactory result.—E. F. Lintox. ¢ This I consider to be 8. cinerea

- x viminalis.”— B. 8, MarsHaLL.

Salix phylicifolie (I.) Sm, [Ref. No, 1822.] (Name confirmed
by E. I'. Linton). Grassy banks at burnside, altitude 50 feet, Burn of
Stennadale, Firth, Mainland, Orkney ; flowers, June 3 ; leaves, August

5, 1914. Native, common. A straggling shrub with sub-erect or

erect stems, 1—2 feet high.—F. . JorNsTON.

Ceratophyllum submersum 1. Pond, Castle Morton, Worcester,
v.-c. 37, August 27, 1914. I understand that Dr C. E. Moss prefers
to call the €. submersum var. apiculetum of Dalla Torre and
Sarntheim. Coll. R. . Towsbrow ; comm. 8. H. Bicgram. “'Fhis
plant is, in my opinion, C. demerswm, var. epiculetum = C. apicula-
twm Cham. I have never gathered (. submersum in any inland
county, and have only seen British specimens from southern England
~ — Somerset to Norfolk. The wvar. apiowlaium is intermediate

between O, demersum and C. submersum, and it is somewhat arbitrary
to refer it to one of the species rather than the other, but I prefer
to put it to €. demersum, simply because this plan enables one to
determine the two species in absence of ripe fruit. I agree that in
fruit characters the variety is mot far from €. submersum, and I

should mnot complain if the two species were reduced to one”—
C. E. Moss.
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Ceratophyllum demersum I.. Pond, Little Malvern, Worcester,
v.-e. 37, August 25, 1914. Teste C. E. Moss—s.c., specimens from
the same pond were passed. . Dr Moss has not seen these individual
examples.—Coll. R. F. Townprow ; comm. 8. H. Broxmaum.

Epipactis paluwstris CUrantz, var. ericeforum Asch. & Grabn.
Sandhills, Ainsdale, 8. Lancs., v.c. 39, July 5, 1914.—W. G. Travis.
“In my opinion, merely a state due to environment.”—J. CEYER.
* Approaching Helleborine polustris, var. ericeforum (A. & G.) Druce,
but more luxuriant than the specimen I U&thered there in 1911, and
with narrower leaves.”—G. C. Druce.

Orchis incornate L.  Damp flats, Sands of Barry, v.e 90,
June 13, 1914—R. & M. CorsrorpHINE. “Yes, a small form.”—
E. 8 MLARSHALL

Orchis praetermissa Druce. [Ref, No. 643.] Meadows, Henny,
N. Essex, v.-c. 19, July 2, 19i4. Flowers varying from pale
rose-purple to deep purple; lip almost flat, varying somewhat in
markings and shape, but always as broad as long. Many of the
bracts are coloured. Despite every care, I was unable to preserve the
colour of the flowers.—G. C. Browy. ¢ In Gibbons Brook, Kent, at
Oray, in Mid-West Yorks, and near Silverdale, in Lancashire, I have
found every shade of colour in the fiowers of different specimens from
light flesh colour to ‘dark crimson purple,” and apart from the shade
of colour I find no distinguishing character whereby they can be
separated. In these three stations the plants with different shades of
colour bloom at the same time. The sides of the Iip iu every instance
were reflexed, and so they are in this specimsen. I should call it
Orchis incornoate L.”°—J. Crysr. “ As I have not yet seen the
description, these specimens are very weleome. For many years 1
have believed that our incernciz included two or more species. As
far as one can judge from dried material, this is what Max Schulze
{Orchidaceen Deuischlands und der Schweiz, tab. 19) figures as
0. sncarnate L.—mot the Linnean plant. I have found it in several
southern and eastern counties.”—E.. 8. Marssann. “The middle
lobe of labellum is longer than in the type, and suggests the presence
of maculata. I should like to see it in the fresh state.”—G. C. DrucE.

Aeeras anthropophore Br. Calcareous pastures, near Barnack,
- Northants, v.-c. 52, May 30, 1914. The stems of most of the specimens
gathered had been withered by very late frosts.. Tt is rather curious
that the orchis should have been surprisingly abundant this year.—
G. CrEstER. Also from chalk downs, Reigate, Surrey, May 31, 1913.—
C. E. BALMOK,

Ophrys apiferd Huds. Clay soil, railway cuttmg, Saham Toney,
v.-c. 28, June 24, 1914.—F. ROBINSON.
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Habenaria virescens Druce.  Damp wood, Griston, v.-e. 28, June
17, 1914.—F. RoBINsox.

Leucojum vernum X [Ref. No. 4056]. Discovered by Miss

M. A Hellard, between Bishop’s Lydeard: and Williton, 8. Somerset,

v.-c. 5, February 34, 1914. A very welcome novelly for this county.
It grows in good quantity over a limited ares. —E. 8. MarsgaLr,

Asparagus officinalis L., a. alftlis L. Sandhﬂis, Freshfield, v.-c.
59, July 1914, W. G. Travis.

Allium sphaerocephaium L. 8t Vincent’s Rocks and Durdham
Down, Bristel, July 27 and 31, 1911. The larger-headed specimens
are from the former locality, and those with smaller heads from the
latter. The plant is too scarce for any extensive gathering, and no
bulbs have bheen taken for the Club. The few now sent had been
pulled up and thrown aside by serambling boys, who, in attempting

to gather the flowers, had uprooted the plant from the loose thin soil =

on the rocks.—J. W. WHITE.

Alliwm sibiricusm L. Predannock Downs, Lizard, West Cornwall,
v.-e. 1, June 11, 1814.—Coll. . Taursrox ; comm. C. . Vicurs.

Allium Schamoprasum L. “ Chivey Syke,” v.-c. 69b, June 8, 1914, ‘

I zend these few flowers, without bulbs, to confirm Miss Hodgson’s old
record. A vandal, at one visit, could easily make the plant non-
existent here.—D. Lome.

Alliwm sativum L., var. Ophioscorodon Doell. {Ref. No. 4905].
Ex Mull of Galloway, July 1912.—G. C. Druce.

Fritillaria Meleagris T.  Damp shady pasture, Ovington, v.-c. 28,
April 27, 1914 —F. Rosrmson. “Not given for West Norfolk in

Top. Bot.”—G. C. DrucE.

Paris quadrifolie L. Damp wood, Seamere Wood, Hingham,
v.-e. 28, March 21, 1914.—F. BoRINson.

Juncus maricimus Lam., var. otlonitcus mibhi. Salt-marsh, St
Mary’s, Scilly, September 5, 1914. ~ By the kindness of Mrs Stideford
of “Lunnon” ¥ am enabled to distribute another parcel of this
interesting rush. My correspondent secured some good sterms before
the marsh was mown, but has cut them shorter than is perhaps
desirable. In my note on this plant {Jowrn. Bot. January 1914, p.
19) T proposed for it the varietal name atlanticus, having concluded
that the allied form J. rigidus Desv. (Rouy #1. de Ffmmce), described
as ‘“forte, rigide,” could not be identical. That description indeed
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seems to fit the type maritimus of this country rather than the
variation uander notice, which has a rather weak slender stem from
four fo five feet high  Still, as Dr Moss has suggested, it will be well
to compare this plant with specimens of J: rigidus in the Rouy
Herbarium at Paris when an opportunity offers ; and until that can be
done the name a#lanticus should be regarded as provisional. Examples
in some degree approaching the Scillonian form have been lately for-
warded from Poole Harbour, Dorset, by my friend Mrs E. P. Sandwith.
The following brief description may suffice to define this variety:—
Culmo subtenue, elato, ad 10—15 dem. producto. Anthela magna
(24—4 dem. longa) diffusa, abunde decomposita, bracteam foralem
wnferiem multo superante. Ceetera ut typl.  With reference to the.
comrents of Professor Lindman and Mr Adamson in the Report for
1913, p. 499, I would say that no botanist who had seen it growing in
masses over @ large area could possibly suppose this plant to be a
monstrosity ; and would ask how any state of luxuriance could so
shorten the lower braet, not merely in relation to its own panicle, but
in relation to that of a non-luxuriant type.—J. W. Wmire. 1 find
in my herbarium a specimen of this interesting variety, collected by
Mr A. Somerville, in July 1890, in the same station (Mr White con-
firms the name). This shows that the variation is not merely a © stage,’
‘here to-day, gone to-morrow,’ which is interesting in the face of some
of the comments on p. 499, B.E.C. Bep. 1913.”—C. E. Satmon. Tt
certainly is a peculiar form. Only one variety is given by Ascherson
and Grasboer in their Syn. Flor. Mitt.-Kur. 1904, p. 456, and that
is a very local plant.”—A. BexwerT, “ A wellmarked variety, In my
opinion ; eontrasting greatly with a siender, narrow-panicled plant
found on the Lancashire coast-sands.”—E. 8. MarsgaLL.

Juncws filiformis L. Derwentwater, Cummberland, August 1902..—
G. 0. Druce.

Jumeus bulbosus L, var. ultginosus (Fr.) Druce. [Bef. No. 103.]
‘Wet lane, Petit Bo, Guernsey, August 6, 1912.—W. C, Bagron. “Sol
should name it,"—(C. E. Satmox. “This iz not var. wliginosus,
which is a procumbent form seldom. “bulbous” and with three
stamens, The present plant has six stamens with the anthers enly
about onethird the length of the filaments. It would apparently
come under the var. Kochii = .J. nigritellus Koch non . Don. This
is generally described as having the capsule equal or shorter than
the perianth, not much longer, as in the present case. I know this
long-pointed form from many woodland districts. On further
examination of the plants sent by Mr Barton last year from
Roundstone, Co. Galway, it would appear they are the same as this,
and not J. bulbosus f. uliginosus, ag previously reported.”-~R. 8.
Apamson. 1 look upon this simply as a viviparous condition, not a
true variety.”—E, 8. MaRsHALL,
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Juncus tenuis Willd. Roadsides, Crianlarich, Mid Perth, v.-c. 88,
July 15, 1914.—E. 8. MapemarLy.

Jumeus bufonius T., ver.! Sandy shore, at high watermark,
Ballywalter, Co. Down, August 1914. These plants are frequently
overflowed by the tide. 1 suppose the sepals are too sharp for

var, ranarius.—C. H. WappsLn,  «This is apparently the plant

described as var. ranarius = J. ranarius, but the original description
of J. ranarius Song. et Perrier says that the perianth is shorter than
the capsule and the inmer obfuse, while in this plant the perianth
segments are all acute and exceed the capsule. A specimen in
Camb. Univ. Herbariom, issued by Perrier, of J. ranarius is a very
different plant, that so far I have not seen in this country. The
present plant would come under J. raneriws sensu Asch. and
Graehner Syn. Mitt. FI. ii., 2, 1904, p. 432, or J. insulegnus Viv. In
Rouy FL 7. xiii., 1912, p. 252, which Buchenau treats as the same as
J. bufonius var. fascicuiasus Koch. The oldest varietal name would
seem to be var. congestus Wahlb. (1820), but I have not seen the
description.”—R. 8, Apamson. “I have just the same thing from
Starcross, 8. Devon (October 1888); and New Romney, E. Kent

(July 1891). Much paler than var. fasciculaius Koch, the individual

flowers being as a rule fully twice ag long. My only sheet labelled
J. ranarius Nees, from Southport, 8. Lanes, is too dwarf and poor to
give much help, but 1 suspect that all these gatherings may belong to
it.”—H. 8. MarsgaLL.  ““This is what T ecalled fasciculatus.”—G. C.
- DrucE. ‘

Juncoides Fosteri Sm. Thicket near Colwall, ! Herefordshire,
v.-c. 36, May 9, 1914.—C, Warnrrarn. “Righv”—E. 8, MarsgALL,
Also from Harefield, Middlesex, v.-c. 21, May 4, 1913.—W. C. BarToON.

Luzule muliiffora DC., var. congeste (Lej.). Tiptree Heath,
N. Essex, v.¢. 19, May 5, 1914.—G. C. Brown.

Sparganisen neglectum Beeby. By the Dane Stream, Milford-on-
Sea, 8. Hants, v.-c. 11, August 1914. —J. CouBer. ¢ Probably correct,
but less ¢gradually attenuated’ than in the original specimens of Mr
Beeby.”—A. Bernerr. “The specimen before me is useless, having
no good fruit; I received a bebter one through the Watson Exchange
Club. From the very numerous fruits, many of them somewhat
angular (or ‘shouldered’) at the broadish base, T would name it 5.
erectum, var. microcarpum.” —H. 8, MARSHALL,

. Sparganium minimum Pr. Borough Fen, Northants, August
1910. A new county record. Here over a small area it was
plentiful. —G. C, Droes,
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Damasonium Alisma Mill Hook, N. Hants, August 1910.—

G. 0. Drucs.

Scheuchzeria palustris L. [Ref. No. 3941}  Bog near Rannoch
Station, Mid Perth, v.-c. 88, July 17, 1914 ; fruiting freely. I after-
wards found it in another swamp not far off, in leaf only.--E. 8.
MARSHALL.

Potamogeton, Zizii Koch. Crooked drain, near Ely, Cambridge,
June 2, 18834.—H. and J. GrovEs. “Is P. praelongus Wulfen.” —A.
BENNETT, '

Patamogeton decipiens Nolte.  Canal, Market- Harboro, Leicester-
shire, v.-c. 55, July 19, 1914.—G. CrzsrER. “ Yes, very fair example
of Nolte's plant.”—A. BesngerT, .

x Potamogeton Lintoni Fryer. Canal, Renishaw, Derby, October
1911. A supposed hybrid of crispus and Friestd. 1t grew in consider-
able quantity and with some amount of variability in the Renishaw
Canal, to which place I went in order to show Dr Gliack x Apium

. Mooret in situ.—-G. C. Druce. “Yes.. F. erispus x Friesii Fryer.

This was gathered near Sheen in Surrey in 1912, C. E, Salmon sp.”
—A. BENNETT. ’

Potamogeton acutifolivs Link. Water course near Warcham,
Dorset, June 30, 1914.—J. W, Warte. “Yes; the smaller form of
the speecies.”—A. Beswmrr. “Yes, from a wellknown loecality, in
which I have gathered it.”—E. 8. Marsgarn, Also from deep pool,
Staines, Middlesex, July 19, 1879, and July 29, 1882.—H. Grovas,

Potamogeton trichoides Cham. and Schlecht. Ditch near Horsey,
E. Norfolk, July 10, 1912.—J. Gmoves. “I suppose must be so
named. Tt differs from the typical specimens in the Berlin
Herbarium by the leaves being muostly three-veined and the fruit not -
so broad, and the projecting pit being in the circumference of the
fruit, not outside it. Tt differs from the usual British plant by not
being tuberculate on the dorsal margin, this being the var. Trimmeri
of Dr Cagpary.”--A. Beswerr. ¢ REvidently later-flowering than
most of our species; no fruit present the second week in July.”—
E. 8. MARSHALL.

Potamogeton marinus L. Coldisham Loch, Berwick, August 1906,
In great quantity, preferring the shelter of Castolic. I use the older
and, T believe, the correct Linnean npame in-preference to that of
Nolte.—G. C. Druce.  “Yes, characterisfic examples of Nolte's
P. filiformis.”— A, BENNETT,
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Naias flexilis R. & 8. Esthwaite Water, v.-c. 69b, August 14,
1914, The dominant species in a remarkable association (see Hydrilla
verteoillata).  Although the species fruits freely it is so abundant
that it must have been established here for some considerable time.—
W. H. PraRsaLL.  “ An excellent addition to the English flora. Mr
Pearsall sent me the first specimens found, asking if it was not
HNaias, and with these specimens a scrap of what I at once saw could
only be Hydrilla verticillate Caspary, which was an addition to the
fora of the British Isles. Taking the Irish, Scottish, and English
specimens of the Naias, they seem to accord with the American
plant, and, so far as T have seen, specimens show no approach to the
var. microcarpa Nilsson from Lake Ruigsjon in Scania, Sweden. Of
this T possess original specimens from Herr Nilsson. Thisis a smaller
plant than ours—4-10 em. to 1-50 dm. high, with froit only 2—2-25 mm.
Iong. In Europe Naigs occurs in Finland ;. Russia, in Lithuania,
Olentz, and Borussia ; Germany, in Pomerania, Marchin!-
{Pasteiner-S8ee, &c.); Sweden, Upland! (formerly) and Scanial;
N. America, from Labrador to New England States across to Oregor.
This shows what may be expected when our English Lakes are investi-
* gated as the Scotfish ones have been by Mr W. West.” —A. BennerT.

Hydrilla verticillote Casp.  HEsthwaite Water, v.-c. 69, July
31, 1914, New to Britain. Grows in slightly coloured waber
at about 8 feet, and is invisible from the surface. .Associated
with it are WNawes  Aexilis, Pob. pusillus, Pot. Stwrvockiz, and
Collsiriche awtwmnalis—the first named being dominant. Elodea
canadensis, though abundant elsewhere in the lake, is not included in

" this interesting linear-leaved association. The plant is unifermly
pale green in colour, extremely slender and brittle. The branching
is mainly below, the long resultant erect shoots being mnearly simple.
The internodes are § inch to § inch (rarely 1 inch) in length and
therefore much more distinet than those of Elodea. The leaves are
most often in wharls of 5, but 3’s and 4’s are frequent, and near the
base of the shoots whorls of 3 shorter and broader leaves are common.
The leaves are narrowly linear, pellucid, usually just over [ inch long,
patent, acute, and minntely serrulate The teeth are few, small, very
acute, antrorse, extra marginal, more distant below, and best seen
newr the apex. I am informed that the leaves are more nearly entire
than those of other European specimens of this species at Kew.. I
was unable to find Aowers, but winter buds were prominently shown
on specitnens gathered later in fhe season.—W. H. Pragrsaix.
“ Hydrilla, verticillata, var. gracilis”—A. J. WiLimorr in . “T
refer it fo var. pomeranica (Beichb.). See B.E.C. Report 1914, p.
22.”.—G. C. DrUck.

Ericcaulon septongulore With.  COraigga More, G‘r&lwa.y W.,
August 14, 1913.—W. C. Barrow, .
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Eleocharis uniglumis Schultes. Slacks in dunes, Freshfield, S.
Lancs, v.-c. 59, July 19, 1914-—W, G, Travis.

Hleocharis multicoulis Sm. Name econfirmed by Arthur Bennett.
[Ref. No. 227 Marsh 30 feet above sea level, Valley Burm,
Rackwick, Hoy, Orkney, June 23 and- September 3, 1914. Native.
Common in several small marshes.— H. H. Jorxsroxn.

Seirpis filiformis Savi, var. monostachys Hook. Freshfield, 8.
Lancs, v-c. 59, July 17, 1914, —W. G. Travis, Also sent from damp
ground, sea cliffs, Milford-on-Sea, 8. Hants, v.-c. 11, August 1914.—
J. Comerr. “Yes."—E. S. MARSHALL.

Scirpus fluitans L. Near Yarnton, Ozon, June 1914, Sent in
order to put on record a curious instance of plant occurrence.
8. fluitoms is one of our rarest species, being only known from two.
localities, neither of which has recently yielded it. The place where
I found it last year was well known to me in the eighties, as it was
then a shallow piece of water, rich in Charas. Since 1900 the water
level of one area has sunk, and vegetation— Curen, Sparganium, Iris,
&e., have asserted themselves. In the dry period when I visited it
there was but little water, but the surface of the wet ground was
covered with masses of this Seirpus, which must have been brought,
probably by aquatic birds, and finding a congenial home, with littie
competition; was thus enabled to make in a few years this remarkable
increase.—. C. DrUCE.

Eriophorum angustifolium Roth, var. alpinum Gaudin =var.
minus Koch = E. grasile Smith, non Roth. [Ref. No. 3943]
Plentiful in bogs, north-east corrie of Ben Chaluim, Mid Perth, v.-c.
88, from 2300 to 2500 feet, July 20, 1914.—E 8. Marsmaarr. * Yes,
and as usual with Mr Marshall’s gatherings beaulifully preserved ;
strictly speaking I suppose the spikes should be pedunenlate.”---G. C.
Druce.

Carex vesicaric L. Marshy places, Naseby reservoir, Northants,
v-¢c. 3%, June 20, 1914.  Spikelets appear to be much more closely
sessile than usual. —G. CmesTeR. “Bpikelets appear more closely
sossile than usual. Yes, this is so, but it varies greatly in this, the
other extreme (f. penduling) has the lowest spikes drooping with stalks
three inches long.”—A. Bexwerr. “Very fine. In Scotland and
Ireland it usually has similar short, stout, sub-sessile female spikelets.”
—1Ii. 8. MARSHALL.

x Carex csomadensis Simonkai in Bnum. PL Transs. 556, 1887,
= (. ripario x vesicarie. [Ref. No. 4919]. Marshy meadow, Gren-
don Underwood, Bucks, July 1911. In considerable abundance,
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Some specimens shaded off to wesiearie ; others approached riparic.
Tt is evidently a rare hybrid.-—G. C. DrucE.

Carex strigose Huds. Penn Wood, Bucks, June 1904 _G. C.
Dryee. :

Carex capillaris T, On the Sugar-loaf Limestone of Cronkley Fell,
v.-c. 65, altitude 2000 feet, June 9, 1914. Growing in close association
with Thaticirum alpinum L., Helianthemum canum Banmg., var. vineofe
(Pers.) and Viola Riviniana Reichb., forma miner Murb.——J. Crysr.

Carex binervis Sm. Near the Duddon Estuary, 1912 Cloll.
D. Loms, ex G. C. Drucs. :

Carex distans L. (Non C. distans v. maritima auct. = C. neglecta
Degl.). Wet meadows in Parish of Tredington, Worcestershire (an
inland station), July 1903. See ZLeport 1903, p. 28.—Coll. F.
TownNseErD ; comm. G. C. DrUCE.

Carex fulva Host.  [Ref. No, 641.7 Chippenhara Fen, Cambridge,
v.-¢. 29, June 14, 1914.—G. C. Browx.

Carex Oederi Retz., var, slatior Anderson Cyp. Scand. 25, 1849,
Wicken Fen, Cambridgeshire, July 1904, L. H. Bailey’s unfortunate
attempt to displace C. Oederi Retz., and use it for a form of C. favae
caused much confusion among British botanists, the effects of which
have not yet ceased. The fact is €. Oederi has almost as close
relation with exfense as it has with fave, and is a good species
distinet from both. The more usual state is a very small plant
especially fond of the gravelly marging of pools and lochs, but in our
calcareous fen areas this robust plant occurs.—G. C. Druce.

. Carer polygame Schkuhr (C. Bumbowmii Wahl),  Arisaig,
Westerness, July 1903, Very local. The only known. locality,
since it appears to have become extinet at Harbour Ysland, Lough

Neagh, where 1 vainly sought for it on fwo occasions in 1903.—

G. C. Drucs.

Carer saling Wahl. Wick, Caithness, July 1907.—G. C. Druok.

Carex gracilis Curt.  [Ref. No. 640]. Chippenham Fen, Cambridge,
voe. 29, June 14, 1914, One large tuft—specimen rather gone over,
but characteristic.—G. C. Brown. A slender form. I did not see
this on the Fen when with the late Mr Fryer, but we saw good
C. strictea Good. C. gracilis is a local species in Cambridgeshire,”—
A, BesyErT. “Yes.” —H. 8. Marsgann. “My specimen is an im-
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perfect one, but from the sarly falling of the fruits (June 14) and the

amount of filamentous materal on the leaf sheaths—I would suggest
comparing it with C. elate.”—G. C. DrucE. .

Carex gracilis Curt., var. gracilescens Almg.! Naseby reservoir,
Northants, v.-c. 32, June 20, 1914. Differs much from type, but
hardly sureif it can come under gracilescens.—G. Cmmstrr.  “ Agrees
very closely with the Cambridgeshire specimens so named for me by
Dr Almqunist.”-—A. BExyery. “I1 believe so.”—B. 8. MaARSHALL
“Yes, a characteristic plant of the reservoir and a frequent form in
Northamptonshire, where Mr Chesber has been doing excellent work.”
—G. C. Drucs. .

erem muricata L, Mea.dow, Malvern Wells, Worcester, v.-e. 37,
June 26, 1914, —Coll. R. F. Towxprow ; comm. 8. H. Brogmam. “IT
put this under €. Padras: F. Schultz, of which I have seen an
authentic specimen at the British Museum. T have recently gathered
it in SBurrey, Berks, and Middlesex. It appears to be a pIant of some-
what moister situations than C. contigue Hoppe (€. muricaia agct.).
Tt seems to be widely distributed in Britain, for 1 have seen speclmens
from at least seventeen English and Scoteh, ahd one Trish county.”—

A. B. Jacxsox. “ls, I suppose, the segregate plant apart from
Parraer.” - A. Bexwerr.  *° Yes, the true Linnean plant = (. Pairaet
F. Schultz.”"—X. 8. MARSHALL.

. Corex coniigua Hoppe x divuisa Good.?7 [Ref. No. 4060.]
Growing with the supposed parents on a grassy roadside near West
Monkton, S. Somerset, v.-c. B, June 20, 1914. Intermediate in
characters. More advanced material could not be obtained, as all
the herbage had been mown a week later. I believe that the
suggested origin is right; if so, it appears to be a new hybrid for
Britain.—H. 8. Magssarl. 1 do nob feel 1 can pass an opinion on
these hybrids ; the finder is so much better prepared to do so, seeing
thém in, sitw.”—A. BENNETT.

Corex divulsa x vulping. Ditchside, Bransford, Worcester,
v.-c. 37, June 15 and 22, 1914. The specimens are from the same
locality as those sent last year. See fReport 1913, p. 506.—Coll
R. I. Townprow ; comm. 8. H. Brorkmaum. =If so, it would seem that
divulse is the dominant plant in it.”—A. Bexyerr. “I am by no

‘means convinced that this is a hybrid. Does it ripen its fruit ¥ *—

G. C. Druce. Also sent from roadside ditch, Leigh Sinton, Wor-
cester, v.e. 37, July 28, 1914. These specimens are from a new
locality to those of this plant sent last year.——Coll. R. I, Townprow ;
comm. 5. H. BrogsamM.  “This was sent to me fresh; a good inter-
mediate.”— B, 8, Marsaarr. ¢ Mihi valde dubia forsan mera forma
(abnormis) €. divulsae.”—A. TEELLUNG.
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Ceren paniculate L. [Ref. No. 75] Marsh by river, Mundf01d )

V.-C. 38 June 18, 19i4.—F. RoBinsox.

Carexs poradowe Willd.  [Ref. No. 72.}] Shady marsh land,
Hockham, v.-c. 28, July 11, 1914.-—F. Rosinson. “Yes, character-
istic specimens, Tt was growing with Deyeuwic neglocta Bunth =
Calamagrostis stricta Nutt. A new record for Norfolk, of = rare
British species.”—A. Beswxerr. “ Correct; fruit fully ripe”—H. 8.
MarsHALL.  *“ Yes, not given in Top. Bot. for West Norfolk.”—G. C.
DrucE.

Carem chordorrhiza Ehrh. Marsh near the -‘Tubeg of Mudal,
Sutherland, July 1907.—G. C. Druce.

Spartina alterniflore Lois.  Hill Head, near Titehfield, Hampshire,
September 13, 1914. These specimens came from its most easterly

recorded station on Southampton Water, where it is apparently having -

a lard struggle for existence with 5. Townsendi. Dr F H. “Arnold’s
Sussex station, further east, *“Thorney, not far from Pilsey, September
18, 19007 (Suss. Fi., ed. 2, 1907, p. 124) has never, I believe, been
confirmed. My Standen and I failed to see it there this year. Most
of the dried specimens of 5. alterniflora that I have seen appear to
have a narrower leaf than in S, Townsendi, but this, I think, is due
to their becoming more decidedly involute than those of Towmnsendi
when being dried. Although some care was taken to try and avoid
this, members will see I have not been wholly successful.—C. E.

"Barmox. “Right, Tf 8. Townsendi is really a hybrid. between this

and 5. séricta, it is an exception to the general rule, being so much
stouter aud brighter green than either.”— . 8. MarsgALL.

Phalaris minor Retz.  Cullivated ground, Paradis, Guernsey,
August 2, 1914.—W. C. Barrox.

Pholaris canariensis L. Waste ground, Bumpas Tane, Zealand
Road, Chester, v.-¢c. 58, September 28, 1914, —C, WATERFALL,

Alopeourus bulbosus Gouan. [Ref. No. 35.] Thick marsh near
sea, by Burgh Castle, Yarmouth, v.c. 27, May 11, 1914.-F,
Rosmysun.  “ Correct.”—H. 8. MaRSHALL.

Agrostis alba L., var stolonifers L. Side of ditch, Keyhaven,
S. Hants, v.-c. 11, August 1914.—J. Comeer.-—* Very good.”—E. 8.
MARSHALL. “Var. prorepens Koch, the Linnean stolonifere is doubt-
ful and may be = vertivillata Vill.”"—G. C. Druce.

Calamagrostis canescens Druce (lanceclate Roth). Damp wood,
Thompson, v.-c. 28, July 4, 1914, —F. Ronryson.  Also from Mow Fen,
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Shouldham, W, Norfolk, v.-c. 28, June 24, 1914.—J. B. Litrre. “ Yes
(C. canescens Druce).”—E. 8. MARSHALL,

Deyeumwia neglects Kunth, [Ref. No. 7541.] Near Loch Wation,
Caithness, July 1907.—G. C. Druce.  Also from [Ref. No, 711 shady
marshland, Shropham - Hundreds, Norfolk, v.-c. 28, July 11, 1914 —F.
Roeivgon. Also from [Ref. No. 37] T.och Searmclett, Caithness, July
1907, These are typical plants which are locally plentiful there.—
G. C. Druce.

Deyeumin neglecte Kunth, var. scotica. [Ref. No. 36.] TLoch Wat-
ton, Caithness, July 1907. This has more acuminate glumes and is the
plant which was recorded as sirigose by My Arthur Beonett in Journ.
Bot. 1885, p. 263. I went to visit Dick’s locality for the plant which
was called lapponice in Smiles’ Life of Eobert Dick, and found only
this form growing there. Afterwards I saw it near Loch Searmclett.
Tt really approaches sérigose in appearance, but does not agree with it
in the length of the callus hairs, which are of the length of the floret
in strigoss, which has also a broader and laxer panicle. D). strigosa,
Prof. Hackel thinks, is prebably a hybrid of epigeios and neglscta, and
he is quite confident in rejecting these as strigose. It is sufficiently
distinet from normal neglecia to warrant a varietal name, var. scofica,
characterised as * Panicles larger and more diffuse than type, glumes
jonger, and more longly acuminate.—G. C. DrUcE.

Gastridium ventricoswm Sch. & Th. Copyhold, Sussex, September
1902, Once again the name must be changed in order to'comply with
the Adetes. The trivial lendigerum dates from Sp. PIL., ed. ii., 1762 or
1763, but prior to that it was published as Agrostis venéricosa hy
Gouan, and must stand as &. ventricosum (Gouan) Thellung.—G. C.
Drucs. '

Apera Spica-venit Beauv. By River Orwell, Freston, v.c. 25,
July 13, 1913.—(. C. Browx.

Apera interrupte Beauv. [Ref. No, 79 Oatfield, Tottington,
v.-e. 28, July 31, 1914.—F. Ropinson.  dpere Spica-venti Beauv,
—J. Cryer and W. G. Travis. “ This is 4. Spica-venti Beanv., var.
purpures Rouy, distinguished not only by its purplish tint, but by the
outer and inner glumes being longer and more acuminate. Compare
Mr G. C. Brown’s dpera Spicawents Beauv., from Freston, v.-e. 25,

. which has paler, shorter glumes (especially the inner), and is the

sub-var. virescens Rouy.”—C. B, Brrrroxw.  “Surely this is 4. Spica-
venti. Panicle large, broad, brownish, not interrupted.”—E. 8&.
MarsHALL.  Also from sandy wayside, near Barnack, Northants, v.-c.
33, July 5, 1914.—G. Cmpster. “I am afraid only adventitious in
Northants, and of course so in South Lancs.”—G. C. Druce. Also
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from sandy roadside, Freshfteld, v.-c. 59, July 5, 1914.—J. A. WaELDOK
and W. . Travis. Also from sandy land, Cockley Cley, Swaifham,
W. Norfolk, v.-c. 28, June 23, 1914.—J. E. Lioree.  “ Fine and
characteristic.”—E. 8. MARSHALL.

Corynephorus canescens Beauv. The Denes, Great Yarmouth, E.
Norfolk, v.-c. 27, 1913.—Coll. Dr F. Loxg; comm. G. C. Browr.
Also from North Denes, Great Yarmouth, vie. 27, August 13, 1914
—F. Rosrwson. * Yes, the var. maritisnus Godron £ Fr. diL, p. 502,
The common British plant.”—G. C. DrucE.

Aira caryophyllee L, forme. Petit Bo Cliffs, Guernsey, April
1907. On ground where gorse had been burned $he previous year.
Growing in prostrate tufts, much resembling Aéra praecox.—G. C.
Druce. “Only in bud; too young to afford grounds for a valid
opinion.”—E. 8. MARSHALL. ‘

Deschampsia flewuosa L., h. monfone Hook. [Ref. No. 67].
Heath land amongst Callune, Thompson, v.-c. 28, July 4, 1914.—F.
_Ropivson. “No: only type. Var. moniane is quite alpine.”—H. 8.
Marsmarrn. A heath form. In the true monizna the panicle is
closed in fruit and the glumes are rich purple.”—G. C. Dauce.

Arrhenatherum elattus M. and K., var. diaristatum Druce.  Near
Lydd, Kent, July 1914, and the first species to grow on the shingle beds
—that 1s, it approaches more closely to the sea than any other plant,
—G. C. Druce. ‘

. Kesleria gracilis Pers.  [Ref. No.. 77T]. Newmarket Heath, v.-c.
29, June 8, 1913. Is this type? It seems to be intermediate between
gracilis and britennice in some respects.— W. C. Barron. “ Maferial
too meagre; but T think it rightly named.” —E. 8. MagsHALL.

Keeleria
v.-e. 15, July 29, 1213.—W. C. BarToN. “ A small form of K. albescens
DC.; new for Kent, I think.”" —H. 8 Marsmatr. “I1 wish the lower
teaves on my specimen had been better shown. The plantsuggests X,
albescems DO,  Tn that species the radical leaves and the leaves of the
off shoots are not flat as in gracilis, but enrolled-subulate. On the
whole, I think it is very likely to be albescens; if so, a new county
record.”"—G. 0. DrUCE.

Keleria vallesiona Asch. and Graebn. Uphill and Brean Down,

N. Somerset, July 8, 1913, This grass seems to have recovered
ground ; there was a great quantity of it at Uphill, and a limited
guantity on Brean Down, but only a small proporiion was in flower.—
H. J. R1pDELSDELL,

1 [Ref. No. 112].  Handy coasf, Deal, East Kent,
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Poa bulbosa 1. [Ref. No. 36]. TLoose sand by sea, South Denes,
Yarmouth, v.-c. 27, May 2, 1914.—F. Rosivsox.

Glyceria festuciformis Heyn., var. hibernice.  Strangiord: Lough,
Co. Down, August 1909. TIn considerable quantity. Not quite the
continental gpeeies, differing in several points, especially in the 1ess
acuminate glumes.—G. C. DRUCE.

Festuon rigida Kunth fowm-a, or wor.? [Ref. No. 120]. Quarry
Wood, Berks, v.-c. 22, June 22, 1913. A pretty form, growing on a
bank under beech trees. Is it a usual shade form, or more than that?
—W. (. BarroN. “Very curious; probably a starved state of dry
woodlands.” —E. 8. MARSHALL.

Festuca dumetorum L., forma planifolia Hackel, in [if. comb. nov.

~[Ref. No. 4727.] Skegness, Lincoln, July 1911. Growing with the

type.  The oceurrence of this flatleaved form necessitates an
alteration in deseription given in my edition of Heywards Pocket
Book, in -which the leaves (of the type dumetorum) are described as
¢ filiform *; it should read * filiform or flat, acute.” Although there
treated as a variety of F. rubra (for the sake of uniformity) -
dumetorum is a good species, and is so kept by Rouy FI. Fr. xiv.,
p. 202, who, however, puts under it as a race, #. arenaria Osh., whleh
we pl&ce under F. rubra.—G. C. Dryce.

Festuca ambigua Le Gall! Blown sand, Pagham, W. Sussex,
v.-c. 13, June 15, 1914.—J. E. TavrTie.  © Festuen Mywros L."—
J. Cryer. “ Certainly ; just like the blown esand Deal to Sandwich
plants.”—E. 8. Maggasir. “Is F. ambigue Le Gall, the F.
Danthonit A. & G., var. ambigue mihi, of my Lisz. T found the type
plentifully in Greeee in 1914."—G. €. Druce.

Festuon Myuros L. [Ref. No. 644 Berechurch, N. FEasex,
v.-¢. 19, May 31, 1914 —G. C. Browx. “Not F. Mywros 1., but
I bromoides L. (F. sciurcides Roth).”—C. B. Brrrroxw and . 8.
Magspatr.  “ Not Mywros, but F. bromoides L., which is, oddly
enough, only given sub-specific rank by Rouy. The fruits of the two
plants are quite distinet.”—G. C. Deuce.

Bromus marimus Desf. [Ref. No. 42.] Sandhills by sea, North
Denes, Great Yarmouth, v-c. 27, May 10, 1914.—F. RopiNsox.
* Hackel, and Rouy ({7 Fr.) use the name B. villosus Forsk. for this,
but B. rigens L. is older, but perhaps less well defined.”—G. C. Druce.

Bromus tectorum L. [Ref. No. 52.] Roadside, light soil, three
miles out of Thetford on London Road, West Suﬁ‘olk J une 4, 1914 —
F. Ropivsox. “Yes.”—G. C. Druce.
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Browus erectws Huds., var. glabrifolius Borbas. Railway side,
Seascale, v.-c. 70, June 5, 1914, 1 am not sure that the varietal
name is correctly applied o these plants.—D. Lums. “ Yes."—Q. C.
Druce.

Browmws wunicloides H. B. K. Waste ground, Hythe Quay,
Colchester, v.c. 19, June 2, 1913.—G. C. BROWN “Yes.” —G. C.
Druce.

Bromus secalinus L., var. hirfus A. & G. Iver, Bucks, July 1903.
—G‘r C. DrucE.

Bromus sp.  Mud wall top, Wigginton village, Ozon, June 23,
1914. Closely related to B. racemosus, but the compact panicle

apparently separates it from that species.—H. J. RIDDELSDELL. “ A -

eurious, capitate form of B. Aordeaceus L. ; less hairy than the type,
thus approaching var. [leptostachys (glabratus).”—B. 5. MARSHALL.
“ B. hordeaceus L., forma congestus.”—. C. Druck.

Bromus arvensis L. In sainfoin, Purwell, Hitchin, Herts, v.-c. 20,
July 16, 1914. In the early state the palea is about 5 mum. shorter
than the flowering glume. Later, in fruit, it equals or slightly exceeds
it.—dJ. B. Toorne.  Also [Bef. No. 89] from farm roadway, Holme
Hall, v.-c. 28, August 27, 1914.—F. RopivsoN. “Yes; Rouy puts it
in the genus Serrafolcus, which also contains secalinus, commutatus,
racemosus, hordeaceus (mollisy and my Bromus interruptus = Serra-
falows interruptus mihi = 8. psewdo-velutivus Groves.”—G. C. Druce.

Agraopyron pungens R. & S Shoreham, Sussex, June I1891.—
. C. Droce.

Agropyron pungens B. & 8., forma eristatum. Teste Hackel. [Ref.
No. 50].  Albecq and Vazon Bay, Guernsey, August 16, 1912.  This
form ocours in some quantity on the shingle inside the sea wall
between Albecq and Vazon Bay. The plants seem to bear the same
relation to the type as Lolium perenne, var. eristatum Doell, to type.
Of this 1 sent some specimens last year, and have since noted. some
normal plants of Lolium perenne developing this eristatums form of
spike, apparently as a result of damage through being trodden upon.
Howaever, these Guernsey plants aré not in any sense damaged, though
they very probably are starved. The type was plentiful thirty yards
further inland.—W. (. Bartow. “Yes, Prof. Hackel so named
similar specimens which T collested in the same locality in 1906.”—
G. C. Druce.

Agropyron juncewm x repens Beauv. Keyhaven, 8. Hants, v.-c.
11, Auvgust 1914.-——J. ComBER. “Not in the least like any of my
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specimens of this hybrid, mostly certified by Hackel. Why not 4.
fz 2

pungenst”—E. 8. Marsgarn., <1 think only luxuriant pungens.”—
G. C. Drucs.: .

Hordewm wiolaceum Boissier, Selkirk, v.-c. 79, Ocbober 1913,
Alien, Asis Minor. Det. A. Hackel. In this later gathering of 25th
October, the beautiful blue¢ shade is not so apparent as in my August
specimens, owing possibly to the want of sunshine.—I. M. Havwarp.
“Yes, a beautiful grass, which, through Misg Hayward's generosity,
was figured in our last Beport.”—G. C. DRUCE.

Athyrium Filivfeming Roth, var. incisum Newm. [Ref No.
4804]. Four Slips Copse, Northants, August 1903.—G. C, Druce.
“Yes.”—F. W. SPANSFIELD.

Polystichuwm angulare Presl, ? var. Brownii Spenner. Hedgebank
near Newquay, Cardiganshire, May 14, 1914.—J. W. Wmte. “The
more slender of these fronds is typical angulare. The denser one has
some resemblance to Braunii, but in my opinion is a setose form of
ongulore going very slightly in the direction of aculeatum. . The true
Braunii of the U.8. America is very easily distinguished in the young
growing (spring) state by both surfaces as well as rachis being thickly
clothed with fine Hinear scales which are shed when the frond reaches
maturity. I shall be pleased to send Mr White a fresh frond of true
Brauni later in the season if he cares ‘for it. I am sceptical of
Braunii as a British fern. It seems to me to have affinities with 2.
setosum, although quite distinet from it.”—F. W. Sranspiern. “I
have never seen this; but Mr White’s plant differs greatly from
ordinary P. angulare, which abounds in my parish, and agrees fairly
well with the descriptions of Koch and Rowy. Aspidium Brawndt
Spenner is retained as a full species by Nyman, under the earlier, but
precccupled name 4. angulere Kit. ; -Rouy makes 1t a sub-species.” —
E. 8. MARSHALL.

Dryopteris eristate A. Gray.  SBcoulton, Norfolk, August 1904.—
G. C. Druos.  “Yes"—I. W, SraNsPFIELD.

Lastrea glondulose Newm. Ankerbury Bog, v.-c. 34, June 2,
1913. Stipes usually thickly glandular; fronds glandular beneath
but not very thickly. The scales are not ss dark as those of dilatata;
the fronds may be described as broadly lanceolate : at any rate they
are not those of true dilséate. In a very wet piece of wood below a
bog on Arnkerbury Hill, Lydbrook, W. Glos. Whether this is the
place first made famous by Mr Purchag’s discoveries or not, T am
uncertain ; the houses now come within a hundred vards of it, and
the bog has shrunk. A number of circamstances make me doubt

whether the name is correct ; and I have never seen an authenticated
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specimen of Newman’s glandulosa.—H. J. RipDrLspELL.— L.
glondulosa Newm. is described by Newman as having concolorous
scales, while those of this specimen are maculated. Glenduloss and
colling Newrn. are both forms intermediate between dilatate (aristaic)
and spinufose. There are many such Intermediabe forms, and they are
by no means well defined. T should call this specimen L. colling
Newm., as having somewhat of the habit of spinulose with the
bicolorous scales of dilatate.”—F. W. STARSFIELD.

Dryopteris rigide Underw. HButfon Roof, Westmoreland, August
- 1909.—G. C. Dpuce.  “Tagree. It was very abundant forty years
ago in the stafion.”—F. W, STANSFIELD. -

Hymenophyllum tunbridgense Sm.  Rocky wood in 'W. Glos.,
June 1, 1914, Coll. H. H. Kxwaar. A few scraps just to establish
the record. I believe I recorded it somewhere in 1911, when Mr
Knight first showed me the plant. He tells me now that the fern is
in fair quantity on rock faces, in very dark parts of the wood. Some
of the sheets Dbear fruit.—H. J. RipprrspeEnn. “Yes'—F. W.
STANS#IELD.

Nitelle opaca Agardh. Twoe Pool, Cornwall, July 1904.—G. C.
Druce. o

Nitelle hyolineg Agardh. Carminow Creek, Looe Pool, Helston,

W, Cornwall, August 28, 1914. I think this iz the right plant, though

they are smaller than other specimens I have —Coll B. Taurston ;
comm. C. C. Vigurs.

Tolypelle glomerata Leonh. Marcham, Berks, June 1891.—G. C.
Drucs. .

COBRECTIONS IN DISTRIBUTOR’S REPORT
FOR 1913.

Page 444, Ranuncwlus Flommula 1. Tn second line, for ¢ Kir-
bisiry 7 read “XKirbister.”

Page 471. Hedera Heliw L., var. borealis Druce. In fifth line
omit “ Lieutenant,” and in sixth line, for  Bethsdale ” read * Berrie-
dale.” :







