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have a depression on both faces, and no raised line as in P. Persicaria.”
—J. A. WaELDON. “Is this not a form of P. lapathifolium accord-
ing to British authors; there are a few glands on the perianth, and
the seed is not trigonous.”—G. C. DRUCE.

Polygonum Persicaria, 1., var. 1 [Ref. No. 37.] Grand Havre,
Guernsey, Aug. 14, 1912. A remarkably close procumbent plant
growing at the side of a cart track—about forty plants all of the
same growth.—W. C. BartoN. “This probably comes under the
var. ruderale (Salisb. Prod., 259), Meisner in DC. Prod., 118.”—
G. C. Druce.

Polygonum minus, Huds. Shallow ditches, Barnard’s Green, near
Malvern, v.-c. 37, Sept. 17, 1912.—S. H. Bicksam and R. F.
TowNDROW.

Polygonum aequale, Lindm. [Ref. No. 5226.] Near Lacey
Green, Bucks, Aug. 1912.—G. C. Druce. Determined by Dr Linp-
MAN to be P. aequale x calcatum.

Polygonum aviculare, L., var. [Ref. No. 44.] Lerée, Guernsey,
Aug. 13,1912.—W. C. Barron. “Is a form of P. aeguale, Lindm.”—
C. E. Lixpuax.

Polygonum aequole, Lindm. (%). [Ref. No. 4908.] ILoch Leven,
Kinross, Aug. 1912.—G. C. Druce. “Is P. heterophyllum, Lindm.,
var. boreale, Lange.” —C. LiNpMAN.

Polygonum aequale, Lindm. [Ref. No. 5001.] Stanton St. John,
Ozford, with the foregoing and perhaps a hybrid of it, Aug. 1912.—
C. LinpuaN and G. C. Druce. Dr Lindman later on reported that
‘I now prefer to say P. heterophyllum, paulo cum P. aequali mixtum.

Polygonum heterophylium, Lindm. [Ref. No. 5002.] Near Stow
Wood, Oxon, Aug. 1912.—C. Linpuax and G. C. Druce. ¢ Yes; var.
genwinwm (excepto perigonio paulum abbreviato).”—C. LiNDMAN.

Polygonum heteropyllum, Lindm. [Ref. No. 5000.] Stanton St.
John, Oxford, Aug. 1912, see Report 1912, p. 177.—C. Linpuax and
G. C. Druce. “Yes, genutnum.”—C. LINDMAN.

Polygonum heterophyllum, Lindm. (%) [Ref. No. 5009.] Fril-
ford, Berks, Aug. 1912.-—G. C. Druce. “A form of P. aequale,
Lindm.”—C. LiNDMAN.

Polygonum aviculare, L., var. agrestinum (Jord.). Stream bank,
Mollington Meadows, near Chester, June 19, 1912, and lane side,
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near Mickle Trafford Station, Cheshire, v.-c. 58, July 16, 1912.—C.
‘WaTERFALL. < Bad specimens of P. heterophyllum, Lindm.”—G. C.
Druce.

Polygonum Roberts, Lois. Duddon Estuary, Askham, v.-c. 69,
Sep. 13, 1912. T can’t understand why the books say that the leaves
of this plant are flat. In Bab. Manual the word is in italics. Mr
Hodson, Flora of Cumberland, says that the plant which called into
existence the trivial Rait, was gathered on a part of the Cumberland
coast not far from here.—D. LumB.  “VYes, a new county record
for 69.”—G. C. Druce. “Is not this P. Ra#i, Bab., rather than P.
Robersi, Loisel.t! The latter is a smallfruited (2 to 3 mm. long) plant
with a distribution distinctly south European. Mr Lumb’s plant
possesses large (4 x 8 mm.) exserted fruit. In descriptions of P.
Raii, it is usually stated that the leaves are fuwf, but my experience
leads me to believe that the margins of the leaves may frequently be
recurved, as in P. litorale, Link, and Mr Lumb’s plant shows these
recurved margins.”—C. E. Brirron. “P. Reii, Bab. Loiseleur’s
species is a plant of southern Europe.”—E. 8. MarsHALL.

Rumex crispus, L., var. trigranulatus, Syme. ‘Slacks’ in the
sand dunes, Birkdale, 8. Lancs., v.-c. 59, July 7, 1912.”—J. A.
‘WHELDON. ¢ Yes ; trigranulatus is a common littoral form.”—G. C.

Druce and E. S. MARSHALL.

Rumex crispus x sanguineus, var. viridis (B. crispus x nemorosus ).
[Ref. No. 779.] Lower Morden, Surrey, July 24, 1912.—C. E. BrirroN.
¢ Looks right ; but gathered a fortnight too early to show the fruiting
character.”—E. 8. MarsaALL. ““Yes; apparently the x &. Sagorskii,
Haussknecht.”—G. C. Druck.

Rumex rupestris, Le Gall. Origin, Whitesand Bay, Cornwall,
cult., at Clifton, July 1912.—J. 'W. WHITE.

Rumex Acetosella, L., forma stolonifera. The normal form is
abundant on a stretch of sandy railway bank about seven miles from
Rugby. In places the surface soil seems composed of engine cinders,
and on these patches alone the plant becomes stoloniferous, plants
growing on sandy soil a foot away being quite normal.—TI. CumuMiNG.
“The rhizomatous character of this species has been alluded to
(Jowrn. Bot., 1893, p. 262) by the Rev. B. F. Linton. As my specimen
is only the male plant, I am unable to say to which variety it belongs.”
—@Q. C. Druce. ¢ The species is normally stoloniferous, as those whose
gardens it invades have too good cause to know.”—E. S. MarsHALL
and J. A. WHELDON, -
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Rumex Adcetosella, 1., var. acetoselloides, Bal. Nash Common,
Bucks, June 1912. In this form the calyx is not adherent to the seed,
as in angiocarpus, which is the common British plant.—G. C. DrUCE.

Fuphorbia dulcis, L. [Ref. No. 775.] 1In large patches, quite
naturalised, by the banks of the Isla, above the Kirkton, v.-c. 90,
May 21, 1912.—R. and M. CorstorrpHINE. “ Yes.”—G. C. Druck
and A. THELLUNG.

Buphorbra, Paraliss, L. For two or three miles between Haverigg
and Millom, Cumberland, this plant grows in the greatest abundance ;
it and the Marram constitute almost the whole of the vegetation.
Sept. 28, 1912.—D. Lums.

Euphorbia portlandica, L. Rocks above Oddicombe Beach, Ai)ril 8,
and from dry gravelly hillside meadow, Torquay, S. Devon, v.-c. 3,
April 17, 1912.—C. W ATERFALL.

Buxus sempervirens, L. Chalk Hills, Happy Valley, Kimble,
Bucks, May and June 1912. T thought some members might like to
have these specimens of box with fruit and flower from this ¢locus
clagsicus.” In the box woods in the Happy Valley and on the Velvet
Lawn (both in Chequers Park) the trees grow often 20 feet high.
The trunk of one in our garden has a girth of 6 feet just above the
ground, after which it divides. The fruit is popularly called here
¢ Pots and Kettles.'—F. L. Toorp-KELCEY.

Morcurialis perennis, L., var. ovats, Steud. [Ref. No. 347.]
Shrubbery, Malvern Wells, v.-c. 37, April 26, 1912; coll, R. F.
Towndrow ; comm., S. H. Bickmam. “If correctly named, surely a
very weak variety.”—G. C. Druce.

Ulmus soabra, Miller, forma. [Ref. No. U 1.] By Feeder, Llan-
daff, v.-c. 41, May 11 and Aug. 13, 1912. A long-leaved form ; also
U 2, field near Fairwater, v.-c. 41, April 27 and Aug. 14, 1912.—
H. J. Rwopeuspenr.  “Yes; U. montana, Stokes.”—A. Henry.
“Yes; I think under U. scabra, Mill (U. glabre, Huds.).”—A. B.
J ACKSON.

Ulmus montana, With. Seedlings. Millwood, Dalton-in-Furness,
v.-c. 69, Sept. 30, 1912.—D. LomB.  “Seedlings are difficult to
identify with certainty. The U. monfana seedling has two small
leaves, and is probably a hybrid.”—A. He~ry.

Ulmus scabra, Mill. [Ref. No. U 3.] Road from Radyr to Fair-
water, v.-c. 41, April 27 and Aug. 14, 1912.—H. J. RIDDELSDELL.
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“This is not true U. montana, Stokes, as it has leaves smooth and with
longer petioles than usual. It probably is of hybrid origin, U. nitens
x U. montana, but very close to U. monfane in samara, thick
pubescent twigs, buds.”—A. Hexry. “ Very imperfect material, but
apparently coming under U. scabra, Miller (U. glabra, Huds., U. mon-
tana, Stokes). »_A.B.J ACESON.

Ulmus glabra, Huds., var. major = Ulmus hollondica, Sm.
Chalk soil, Happy Valley, Kimble, Bucks, July 1912.—F. L. Foorp-
Ksercey. “Ulmus major, Smith.”-—A. HeNry. ¢ These specimens

show well the suberosity of the lower branches, but this character is of
no value for distinguishing elms. This is no doubt the Ulmus major of
Smith and is now generally considered to be U. montana, Stokes x
glabra, Miller. Dr Moss regards it as U. Aollandica, Miller. It isone
of our most distinet elms.”-—A. B. Jackson.

Ulmus glabra, Mill. Seedlings. Millwood, Dalton-in-Furness,
v.-c. 69, Sep. 30, 1912.—D. Lums. “ Probably correct.”—A. Hexgy.

Ulmus glabra, Miller. Type! [Ref. No. 15.] Oliver’s Farm,
Stanway, Essex N., July 12, 1912. I submitted several gatherings
of Ulmus to Dr B. G. Gilbert of Tunbridge Wells, and of this he says,
¢ Perhaps the only pure glabra.’ These specimens agree exactly with
descriptions of the type, their smooth, shining leaves being specially
noticeable in nature.—G. C. Browwn. “ Ulmus nitens, Moench (U.
glabra, Miller).”—A. Hexry. “Best left under U. glabra, I think,
but leaves different in texture and form of toothing to the Stutton
plant, reported on elsewhere.”—A. B. Jackson.

Ulmus. [Ref. No 5224.] Castle Hedingham, Essex N., Oct. 1912.
A form, I suppose, of Miller’s U. glabra.—G. C. DrucE.  * Ulmus
nitens, Moench, forma.”—A. Hexry. “The small-leaved Elm, U.
satiwa, Miller, I believe.”— A. B. JACKsON.

Ulmus [Ref. No. 5212.] Near Sawbridgeworth, Essex,
Oct. 1912.—@G. C. Druce. “This is a form of U. nitens, Moench
(U. glabra, Miller).”—A. Hexry. “U. glabra, Miller, I believe.”—A.
B. JacksoN.

Ulmus glabra, Miller. [Ref. No. 14.] From a pendulous-branched
tree, Stutton, Suffolk E., v.-c. 25, July 11, 1912.—G. C. Brown.
 Ulmus nitens, Moench (U. glabra, Miller).”—A. Hexry. “Typical
U. glabra, 1 should say. U. mitens, Moench, according to Dr C. E.
Moss.”—A. B. JACKSON.

Ulmus sativa, Mill. [Ref. No. 845.] West Barnes, Merton,
Surrey, Aug. 28, 1912. One tree of this, the smallleaved elm, in a
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pasture, with several trees of U. glabra, Mill. (U. nitens, Moench).
The first tree of this species that I have met with in Surrey. Detected
too late in the season to secure fruiting examples.—C. E. BrIrTOoN.
“This is a peculiar elm, possibly one of the numerous hybrids. It
resembles, in shape of leaves, Goodyer’s elm (the latter considered
to be U. manor, Miller, and which Dr. Moss calls U. sativa), but has
much more pubescent twigs, and differs in the axil tufts of the leaves,
&c. It may be possibly named U. minor, var.”—A. HENRY. ¢ Appar-
ently correct.”—A. B. Jackson. “I differ from Dr Moss in calling
this elm U. sativa, Mill.”—G. C. DruCE.

Ulmus stricte, Lindley (Ulmus Wheatleyi, Hort.). [Ref. No. 4771.]
Near Thornborough, Bucks, July 1912. —G. C. Druce.. “ Ulmus
nitens, Moench, var. Wheatleyi. This is the Wheatley elm of nur-
series, very close to but distinct in habit and leaves from the true
Cornish elm (U. nitens, var. stricta). It is a pyramidal tree, very
regular in form. It is possibly, but not certainly, the same as Ulmus
sarniensis, Loddiges. 1t is occasionally called the Jersey or Guernsey
elm.”—A. Hexry. “T have a plant similar to this in my herbarium,
which Mr Augustine Henry calls a French form of U. nitens, Mcench
(U. glabra, Miller). 1t is apparently what is known as U. campestris
in France and elsewhere on the Continent, where our English elm is
unknown.”—A. B. JACESON.

Ulmus sativa, Miller (=U. glabra, Miller, var. minor, Miller, of
A. Ley). [Ref. No. U 4.] A row of trees planted in Pencisely Road,
Liandaff, v.-c. 41, Aug. 22, 1912. I think rightly named. A probably
native specimen was found high up in the hills of Glamorganshire.
(S8ee Repor: 1911, p. 121.)—H. J. RIDDELSDELL. “ Ulmus mnifens,
Moench, var. stricta=U. siricia, Lindley. The Cornish elm, identical
with the wild tree in Cornwall.”—A. Henry.

Ulmus vegeta, Ley, = U. glabra, Miller x montana, Stokes. Two
trees by roadside near Shepperton, Surrey, v.-c. 17, May 5, 1912.—A.
B. Jacrsox and J. FrasEr. “ At first thought to be a form of the
Huntingdon elm and distributed under that name but I think only a
form of the Wych Elm.”—A. B. JacksoN.

Urtica diotca, L., var. angustifolia, Ledeb. North Stoke, Oxon,
Sep. 1912.  Growing with but keeping distinct from the type, than
which it was less ‘pungent ’ as I gathered these without being stung.
—G. C. Druce.

Betula tomentosa, Reith. and Abel. Seedlings. Millwood, Dalton-

in Furness, v.-c. 69, Sep. 30, 1912. . I am not sure about this deter-
mination.—D. LumMs. ¢ B. pubescens, Ehrh.”—E. S. MARSHALL.
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Soliz purpurea x viminalis = rubra, Huds. Formby, S. Lancs.,
v.-c. 59, June 29, 1912.—W. G. Travis. “The broad-leaved form of
§. purpurea X viminolis, which is rather nearer S. purpurea of the
:tLWO parents. Distinguished as S. rubra, var. Forbyone (Sm.).”—E. F.

INTON. ‘

Saliz ourita, L. ¢ and 4. Burleigh Meadows, langley, near
Hitchin, 1911, 1912.—J. E. Lirtie. “Yes.”’—E. 8. MARSHALL.
“Right.”—E. F. LixTox.

Populus alba, 1., 9. On right bank of the Hiz, in Beds, Cadwell
Bridge, near Ickleford, Herts; March, May and June, 1912. A fine
old tree. Height, 78 feet, 6 inches. Girth at 4 feet from ground,
12 feet, 4 inches. Spread, 73 feet. Being old, the leaves are small,
with little trace of lobing. Ome of its suckers has grown into a small
tree 10 feet high, with more lobed leaves. We have eight other large
P. alba in the district, in Herts.—J. K. Tartie. ¢ Correct, I believe.
Mr Little notes that the tree from which these specimens was taken is
80 feet high, which is unusually large for P. alba, but I saw some fairly
good specimens at Hampstead last autumn.”—A. B. Jacgsox.

Populus canescens, Sm. x tremula, L. @ (fide C. E. Moss). Grove
Road, Hitchin, Herts. March, April and June, 1912. Height,
40 feet (has lost its top). Qirth at 4 feet from ground, 4 feet, 4 inches.
Spread, 33 feet. Stigmas pink, not so dark as . tremule, and differing
in form.—J. E. LiTtLE.

Populus tremula, L. 3. Little Wymondley, near Hitchin, Herts,
Feb. 28 and Sep. 9, 1912.—J. E. LirTLE.

Populus tremule, L. Q.  Lane between Grove Mill, Hitchin, and
Hyde Mill, Ickleford, Herts. IFeb. 24 and June 30, 1912.—J. E.
LrrriE.

Populus nigra, L., var. betulifolia, ¢ (ide C. E. Moss). Left bank
of stream, at lower end of Dalbham Village, W. Suffolk, near a
P canescens, Sm. Height, about 100 feet. Spread, 40 feet. Lower
branches drooping below the horizontal. May 11 and Sept. 25, 1912.—
J. E. Lirree.  ““ Yes; very good examples of the true Black Poplar.
The shoots are pubescent, which is a distinguishing character of the
variety betulifolia. It is the common form in this country. On
different, trees, however, the pubescence varies very much in quantity.”
—A. B. JACESON.

Populus nigra, L., var. betulifolia. Cuxham, Oxford, June 1912.
Not quite typical, as they do not show in all cases the characteristic
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thick pubescent twigs, but they have the correct shape of leaf, and
pubescence on leaf and petiole; teste A. Henry.—G. C. Drucs.
“ Specimen poor. Very near the last, and possibly of the same
origin. The Poplar known as P. nigra in the Tast of England seems
to be quite different from this, judging from specimens I have received
from there recently.”—A. B. Jackson.

Populus deltotdea, Marsh., x nigra, L. Bank of the Hiz, above
Cadwell Bridge, Beds, near Ickleford, Herts, Mar. 30 and May 31,
1912. One of a series of about a dozen trees, all staminate, which
I have had under observation for two years, some pollarded, one
or two unmaimed. I believe them all to rank together. Many of
the leaves have no trace of glands at the base, but every here and
there one or two are found at or near the base of the lamina. Shoots
and buds are glabrous; petioles hairy; underside of the leaves
glabrous. Spring leaves are largely long-acuminate, with a cuneate
base, but the vigorous summer growth has an almost cordate base
and a triangular outline. For this particular tree I have not yet
procured the summer shoots.—J. K. LirtLe. ¢ Resembling very
much in texture and shape of leaf a Q tree at Bedford Park, specimens
from which I sent to the Club in 1911 under the name of P. nigra,
but which Dr Moss, when I showed him the tree last summer,
considered might possibly be P. deltoidea x P. nigra, var. viridis.
See Report 1911, p. 126.”—A. B. JACESON.

Liparis Loeselti, Rich. Chippenham, Oambmdgeshlre Coll,, A.
Fryer; ex-herb. G. C. DrUCE.

Helleborine latifolia, Druce. Gatcombe Wood, Minchinhampton,
v.-c. 34, Aug. 14, 1912. Coll, E. M. Day. These are sent to illustrate
the difficulty of fitting our forms to the received descriptions. None
of these specimens have the orthodox ‘smooth bosses’ of the species,
though they vary greatly in depth of furrows and amount of roughness.
The plants are clearly H. latifolia. Much scarcer with us in Gloucester-
shire is var. media, B. S. Marshall, the bosses of which show no essential
difference from the type, nor do the flower bracts.—IL. J. RIDDELSDELL.
“In H. latifolic the bosses are smooth. I believe this to be fine
H. atroviridis, W. R. Linton.”"—E. 8, Marsgarr. “The habit, shape
and texture of leaf, smaller flowers, etec., seem to point to var. media
rather than typical latifolia.”—C. E. Sarmon. A mixed gathering.
Two samples were E. latifolia, All.,, one was probably Z. atro-rubens,
Hoffm., and several were intermediates. The specimens were however
not well prepared for accurate determination.”—J. CRYER.

Narcissus sp. Field on slope near Llanedeyrn, v.-c. 41, April 15,
1912. Flowers all double, mostly greenish, sometimes very green, but
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usually drying a rich yellow; degenerate. I suppose a form of double
Narcissus Psewdo-Narcissus, . The same form occurred in a field
corner near Penard, Gower.—H. J. RIDDELSDELL. *‘May be V. odorus,
L., but I cannot find my Cornish examples, for comparison.”—E. 8.
MagrsEaLL.  “Not odorus, L. Mr Riddelsdell’s suggestion is probably
correct.”—G. C. Druce.

Narcissus biflorus, Curt. Naturalised in a meadow at Brompton
Ralph, near Wivelscombe, Somerset, May 1912.—Coll. for F. L. Foorp-
Krroey.

Leucojum aestivum, L. River Loddon, Twyford, Berks, May 5,
1912.—A. WEBSTER.

Maianthemum bifolium, Schidt. Hampstead, June 15,1912. A
single patch in a private wood, apparently native. It has been
known here for at least a century, and there are no records of its
introduction.—A. B. Jacgsox.

Allium  Babingtonii, Borr. Newquay, W. Cornwall, v-c. 1,
July 21, 1912. Bulb somewhat irregularly shaped, with a groove
separating it more or less into two halves about two inches by one
and a half inches, white. One group of plants I have watched several
years flowered this year for the first time. I know of five stations in
my locality, all apparently quite native ones.—C. C. Vieurs.

Scille hispanica, Mill. (campanulate, Ait.). [Ref. No.. 3694 ]
Naturalised on the border of a copse at Stoke St Mary, s. Somelset
v.c. 5, May 1911 and 1912.—E. S. MARSHALL.

Lilium pyrenaicum, Gouan. Hedge-banks in a lane at the foot of
Sheepwash Hill, near Molland, N. Devon, v.-c. 4, May 31, 1912. It
has considerably increased since Syme’s English Botany was published,
and now extends for about 200 yards. Mr James Britten and T
found another small colony almost at the top of the hill, quite three-
quarters of a mile away.—H. 8. MARSHALL.

Lilivm Martagon, L.  In great abundance and luxuriance in a -
wood at Kingston Bagpuze (See Flora of Berksﬁwe, p. 497), July
1912.—G. C. DrucE.

Juncus conglomeratus, L., var. lawus, Aschers. and Graebn,
Syn. ii., 2, 445, 1904. [Ref. No. 4972.] Anglesey, July 1912.
Varying in its degrees of diffuseness ; simulating effusus in its more
open panicles. The fruit and stem-striations are, however, typical
of conglomeratus, and 1 do not think these plants are hybrids by
buds.—G. C. DrUcE.
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Juncus articulatus, L. Waste ground, Askham, v.-c. 69, Aug. 9,
1912. 1Is this gall-influence, viviparity, monstrosity, or what?—D.
Loms. “This is a frequent condition of the plant in wet places and
is, I believe, due to a gall which Prof. Trail tells me is Livie juncor-
wm, an insect belonging to the Hemipters, Homoptera.”—G. C. Drucs.

Juncus bulbosus, L., var. Kochit, Druce. ~Woolmer Forest,
8. Hants, June 1912. This variety differs from the type not only
by its six stamens (a somewhat variable character), which is occasion-
ally found in J. bulbosus, but by its erect tufted habit. Dr Hugo
Glick tells me he considers it to be a good variety, as cultivation
under changed conditions does not affect its distinguishing character.
—G. C. Druce. “Mr Druce doubtless observed this when living as
to the characters.”—A. BENNETT.

Juncus bulbosus, L., var. [Ref. No. 4943.] Near Omagh, Co.
Tyrone, July 1912.—G. C. Drvce. “1I should name this var.
uliginosus, Roth, species sub-supinus.”—A. BENNETT.

Juncus tenuts, Willdenow. Amongst a number of aliens sent me
by Mr G. A. Holt, of Sale, near Manchester, were three fine examples
of this species. Tt occurred on the banks of the Bridgewater Canal,
between Stretford and Sale, but on the Cheshire side of the boundary,
October 1912. Along with it was growing a congested variety,
18 inches in height. I have asked Mr Holt to procure additional
examples of the type, and of the variety, as members will be glad to
have this interesting species.—C. BAILEY. :

Juncus bufonius, L., forma altissima, mihi. [Ref. No.16.] Among
long grass by pond, Little Herkesley, Essex N., v.-c. 19, July 23, 1912.
This interesting form or state is much stouter and taller than any I
have ever seen. Hooker gives height, 1 to 8 inches. This varies from
9 to 19 inches (circa 30-50 cm.), average 14-15 inches, and I venture to

. give it the name forma altissima, © Differt a typo in culmis altioribus

(circa 30-50 cm.) ramis et ramusculis longioribus attenuatis.” Mr Druce
has seen this, and says, ‘I think only a drawn up condition, but if you
have a set for the Club there would be no reason why you should not
name it as you suggest.’—G. C. Brown. ¢ This seems to come between
the type and the var. foliosus, Buchenau=J. foliosus, Destf.,, a plant
with stems 16 inches high and leaves 8 inches long, a native of Spain
and Sardinia.”—A. BENNETT. ¢ Probably the var. giganteus, Aschers.
and Graebn. Stem erect, 3-5 dem., stouter and less smooth than type.”
—G. C. Druce. “J. bufonius, L., forma umbrosa, ad var leucanthum.
A. and G. accedens "—A. Trrrrune. “I have still taller examples
from near Blackpool, which I submitted to two well-known botanists.
Both thought them only ‘drawn’ examples.”—J. A. WHELDON.
“Type; altered by the conditions of growth.”—E. 8. MARSHALL.
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Juncus ranarius, Nees. [Ref. No. 4919.] Teste Prof. Graebner.
See Report 1911, p. 35.  Dr Graebner tells me that Buchenau became
convinced that it was a good species. In the sandy hollows on the
golf course, Pyrford, Surrey, July 1912.—Lady Davy and G. C. Druck.
“ Opinions in this will differ; to me it is only a variety of bufonius.”—
A. BENNETT.

Luzula Forsteri, DC. Bank near Tidenham Railway Station,
v.-c. 34, May 6, 1911.—H. J. RippELSDELL. “ Yes; but I call it
Juncoides.”-—G. C. Druce.

Sparganium neglectum, Beeby. [Ref. No 904.] Rescobie Loch,
v.-¢c. 90, N.C.R., Sept. 11, 1912.—R. and M. CorsTorRPHINE. ‘Yes;
Dr Ostenfeld and I gathered it in this locality on the Brit. Ass.
Excursion last September. It is a new county record.”—G C. Druce.
¢ Only one specimen sent.”-—J. CRYER.

Scheuchzeria palustris, 1. On the Moor of Rannoch, associated
with Carex limosa, Drosera anglica, ete. From Mr Scarth’s locality,
where he discovered it in 1910. In some quantity over a limited area,
and fruiting freely. I collected this in somewhat trying climatic
conditions in August last, and with all care on account of its rarity ;
thus, with the exception of Sagina Boydii, I have gathered all the
Scottish plants.—G. C. Druce. * For the discovery of the plant in
Argyll, see Notes from the Royal Bot. Garden Edinb., p. b7, t. 60,
Jan. 1912”—A. BENNETT.

Potamogeton natons, L., forma. [Ref. No. 3006.] Between the
Middle and Lower Lakes, Killarney, Aug. 1911. This plant, which
appears always to be barren, was considered by the foreign botanists
on the International Phytogeographical Excursion to be a form of the
above species.—G. C. Druce. “ No form! simply the plant coming
on to maturity, and of which Fryer possessed a remarkable series.”—
A. Bennerr.  “ Apparently a deep-water form, or state, of P. poly-
gonifolius.”—E. S. MARSHALL.

Potamogeton natans, L., forma. [Ref. No. 4799.] Great Bedwyn,
‘Wilts. The bright reddish coloured young barren form sent me, in
May 1912, by C. P. Hurst ; comm.—G. C Druce.  *“Simply an early
state of the species in the form that Syme named P. polygonifolius,
var. linearis, from the Killarney Lakes, etc.”—A. BENNETT. ¢ Is not
this P. polygonifolius? 1 cannot see the joint below the lamina,
characteristic of P. natans.”—E. S. MARSHALL.

Potamogeton alpinus, Balb. Lunan Burn, near Loch Cluny, v.-c. 89,
Aug. 1911.—McT. Cowaw, jun.—“ Yes; an ordinary form of the
species.”—A. BENNETT. '
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Potamogeton heterophyllus, Schreb. Loch Cluny, Perth, v.-c. 89,
Aug. 1911.—McT. Cowan, jun. “Yes.”—A BennNerr. “Yes; the
P. gramineus, L., agg. forma longipedunculata, which I have gathered
there.”—G. C. Druce.

Potamogeton heterophyllus, Schreb. Lunan Burn, at Marlee Loch,
v.-c. 89, Aug. 1911. Mr Bennett says, ‘A dark form with much
enlarged peduncles.’—McT. Cowaw, jun. “ Yes.”—A. BENNETT.

Potamogeton heterophyllus x angustifolius, Bercht. and Presl.
Loch Rae, Perthshire, v.c. 89, Aung. 1911.—McT. Cowax, jun.
“No; this is a form of heterophyllus not common in Furope, but
abounds in N. America, especially around the Great Lakes.”—
A. BENNETT.

Potamogeton obtusifolius, Mert. and Koch, b. Auwvialis, Lange
and Mort. Loch Cluny, Perth, v.-c. 89, Aug. 1911.—McT. Cowan,
jun. “Yes; the prevailing form in the Perthshire lochs. It is
probably the B elongata, Cham. and Schlecht (1827) and var. lacustris,
Fries Herb. Nor., b, No. 81, but I have not seen specimens of these.”—
A. BENNETT.

Potamogeton. pusillus, I., var. (). Silverdale Moss, v.-c. 60,
June 1910. In abundance, but could not be found in seasons 1911,
1912, although carefully searched for.—J. Cryer. ¢ This form is
tending to the var. femuissimus, Mert. and Koch, but is not that
var. by the type specimens, though it comes near to it. It does
not exactly fit any of Fischer’s numerous forms, but seems to be
near his form b. tenwifolius, Fischer, in Ber. Bayr. Bot. Ges., xi. (1907),
115 f£”—A. BENNETT.

Potamogeton perfoliatus, L., var. Richardsonii, Journ. Bot. 1889,
p- 25, =var. lanceolatus, Robbins, in Gray’s Man. of N. United States,
1868. Mill-lade near Selkirk, alt. 350 feet, v.-c. 79, Aug. 4, 1912;
teste A. Bennett.—I. M. HavwarD. '

Potamogeton perfoliatus, y oblongifolius, Mert. and Koch. Mill-
lade, Selkirk, v.-c. 79, Aug. 6, 1912; teste A. Bennett. I found
this growing in great abundance under 5 to 6 feet of running
water.—I. M. HaywaRrD.

Potamogeton Sturrockii, Ar. Benn. Loch Cluny, Perth ; also from
Loch Marlee, v.-c. 89, Aug. 1911.—McT. Cowan, jun. ¢ Yes; this
has been found rarely in America (Morong!), and in Sable Island,
Canada (Macorn!). The above is the third station for E. Perth.”—
A. BENNETT.

et
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Potamogeton marinus, L.  Rescobie Loch, Forfar, v.-c. 89, Aug.
1911.—McT. Cowax, jun. “Mr McTaggart Cowan here uses the
name mm"mus, L. There is no specimen of marinus (i.e. filiformis,
Nolte) in the Linnean Herbarium, the one so named being a
pectinatus, L., form. In another place I hope to show why we must
now use Linnaeus’ name, notwithstanding there being no specimen in
his herbarium.”—A. BenNerr. “ P. filiformis ; which Mr Druce, like
Nyman, identifies with P. marinus, L.”—E. 8. MARSHALL.

Potamogeton densus, L. Croxton-Keyrial, Leics., v.-c. 55, Aug. 22,
1912.—A. R. Horwoon. “Such specimens are not worth drying
unless as a new record to a county. It is one of the easiest to preserve
in the genus.”—A. BENNETT.

Zostera marina, L. Sea sands at low tide near the Princess Pier,
Torquay, S. Devon, April 11 and 16, 1912.—C. WaTERFALL. * As far
as leaf material goes, this appears to be var. stenophylla, Aschers. and
Graebn.”—-E. 8. MARSHALL.

Scirpus caespitosus, L., var. [Ref. No. 4779.] Rannoch Moor,
Perth, Aug. 1912.—G. O. Druce. “ A form with the slenderness of
var. nemorosus, Roth, but not that.”—A. BenNerT. “Is the var.
germamnicus (Palla) Aschers. and Graebn. See Leport 1912, p. 180.”
—C. H. OSTENXFELD.

Scirpus filiformas, Savi, var. monostachys, Syme. Abundant on
a damp sandy flat east side of Littlesea, Dorset, July 18, 1912.—
A. B. Jacgsow and C. B. GreeN. ¢ This prostrate form of S. fili-
Jormis was found while searching for the rare S. nanus in its ‘locus
classicus.” ”—A. B. JACESON.

Scirpus maritimus, L., var. conglobatus, Gray. Sand dunes, near
Freshfield, South Lancs, v.-c. 59, Aug. 1912.—J. A. WHELDoON.
“ = S. maritimus, L., var. tuberosus, Dest., sp. 1798 ; = S. maritimus,
L., var. compactus, Hoffm., sp. 1804; = S. maritimus, L., var. con-
globatus, Gray, sp. 1821.—A. BexNerT. ‘ Yes; the var. conglobatus,
8. F. Gray.”—G. C. Druce.

Bhyncospora fusca, R. and 8. Borth Bog, Cardigan, June 21,
1910.—L. ComuiNg. “ Recorded by the Rev. A. Ley in 1886 from
the Dyfi-Estuary marshes (Becord Club Feport 1887 148.). The
opening of the estuary is only about three miles north of Borth, so
the localities are not far apart.”—A. BENNETT.

Carex Pseudo-cyperus, L. Tdge of White moor, near Ellesmere,
Salop, v.-c. 40, July 3; edge of Llyn Helig, Flint, v.-c. 51, July 13,
1912.—C. WATERFALL
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Carex acutiformis, Bhrh., var. spadicea, Roth., forma maxima,
Urban. Rawdon Wood, near Leeds, v.-c. 64." Many specimens ex-
ceeded five feet; teste A. Bennett.—J. CrYER. “ Carex acutiformis,
Ehrh., var. spadices, Roth.”—L. KUkenTHAL. (. acutiformis, Ehrh.,
scarcely my idea of spadicea, Roth., which has a prolonged beak to
the glume as long as the utricle.”—G. C. Druce. “1I can only see
C. acutiformis, Ehrh., type in this; the glumes are not nearly long
or aristate enough for spadicea.”—E. 8. MARSHALL.

Carex elata, All. Silverdale Moss, v.-c. 60, June 1912. Several
fine tufts.—J. CrRYER. * Yes; beautiful specimens.”—G. C. DRUCE.

Carex gracilis, Curt. Marsh near Fairwater, v.-c. 41, May 25 and
June 3, 1912. The white leaf sheaths are very striking. The plant
grows mostly in large clumps at one end of an extensive marsh which
is rich in Carex forms.—H. J. RIDDELSDELL. ¢ Yes; according to the
Flora a rare species in the county.”—A. BeNNETT. “Yes; a robust
form. Rouy uses' the name C. acuta, Good., but it is later than
gracilis, Curtis.”—G. C. Druce.

Carex gracilis, Curt., var. ¢ricostata (Fr.). Askbham Bogs, near
York, Aug. 21, 1912. T first noticed this in Aug. 24, 1905. It is
fairly plentiful in one corner of the bog. Teste A. Bennett and Rev.

E. S. Marshall.—J. Cryrr. “ Correct.”—L. KUKENTHAL.

Carex ! [Ref. No. 348.] Origin, Ormesby Common ; cult.,
Ledbury, v.-c. 27, July 27, 1912. This is the plant T have previously
distributed under the name of C. #rinervis, Dégland. Mr Groves
intends to send a note respecting it to the Journal of Botany, so 1 send
further specimens.—S. H. Bickram. ¢ Dried too early, but I suppose
is one of the C. trinervis forms by the stolons.”—A. BENNETT. ““ This
agrees with C. #rimervis in many respects. My example, however,
has but a single male spike, and the fruit is not in eight rows. These
characters are perhaps affected by cultivation. The female spikes
show no male flowers as is said to be usual, but singularly enough the
solitary male spike terminates in a cluster of female flowers.”—J. A.
WaerpoN. “Pfarrer Kiikenthal thinks that it may belong to C.
trinervis. I collected it in Norfolk in 1911, but it seems to be scarcely
typical trinervis.”--G. C. DRUCE.

Carex vulpina, L., var. nemorosas, Lej. Ditch at edge of wood
between Tadlow and Wimpole, v.-c. 29, May 17, 1912. A hybrid form
in habit exactly like typical C. vulpina. There was no suggestion of
hybridity, C. remota, etc., not being noticed in the locality.—R. 8.
ApamsoN. “Mr Adamson is quite right in quoting this of Léjeune,
who so called it in his Revwe de lo FI en. d. Spa., 193, 1824,
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Aschers. and Graebn. only quote it of Koch Syn., ed. 2, 866, 1844.”—
A.'BENNETT. “Yes; the var. nemorosa.”—G. C. DRUCE.

Carex paradoxe x paniculate (% C. solstitialis, Figert.). [Ref. No.
3764.] Swamp between Barton Mills and Teklingham, Suffolk W,
v.-c. 25, June 4, 1912. I gathered this in company with Dr C. E. Moss
and Mr R. H. Adamson. As the two species grew together in good
quantity, we were led to make a special search for their hybrid, which
does not seem to have been previously detected in this country. I
believe the determination to be correct; it varied considerably, the
general habit being perhaps nearer to C. paradoxe of the two, but
the characters seem fairly intermediate.—E. 8. MarsHALL. “ It may
be, but looks very small for the paniculata part. If soitis C. paradoxa
x paniculote, Haussk. Trmischia, 1881 = C. pamiculata x paradoxa( x C.
solstiialis, Tigert, in Deut. Bot. Mon., vii, 1889, p. 86).—A.
BeNNETT. ‘¢ Although the rhizome is wanting, Pfarrer Kiikenthal
thinks it may be the hybrid suggested.”—G. C. DrucE.

Carex orenoria, L., var. remota, Marss. Churchtown, South Lanes.,
July 1912. New to v.-c. 59.-—J. A. WrELDON. ¢ C. arenaria, var.

remota, recti,”—L. KUEENTHAL. ¢ Yes; but not extreme.”—G. C.
Druce. ¢ Only two specimens sent.”—J. CRYER.

Carex divisa, Huds. By R. Colne, Wivenhoe, Essex N., v.-c. 19,
June 26, 1912.—G. C. Brown. “Yes.”—A. Bexyerr. ¢ Yes.”—
G. C. Druce.

 Panicum glabrum, Gaud. Sandy field, Compton, Surrey, Sept. 7,
1911.—C. E. SaLmoN.

Spartinae Townsendi, H. and J. Groves. Mud flats, Hayling
Island, South Hants, v.-c. 11, Aug. 1912.—J. Comsrr. ¢ Yes.”—
E. HACKEL.

Phalaris minor, Retz., var. [Ref. No. 30.] With type on waste
ground, Lerée, Guernsey, Aug. 13, 1912. Growing with the type.
A most distinct looking plant in growth, leaves, and spike.
P. canariensis grew close by, but I see nothing to suggest a hybrid.—
W. C. Barron. ¢ P. minor.”—E. HACKEL.

Phalaris minor, Retz., type and var. [Ref. No. 30 (a).] With -

type on waste ground, Lerée, Guernsey, Aug. 13, 1912. Growing on
cultivated ground some 200 yards from No. 30. A stouter plant, but
still quite distinct from Phalaris minor, type, among which it grew.—
W. C. BartoN. “The type P. minor. Ref. 30 (a) is forma gracilis,
approaching P. gracilis, Parl.”—E. HackzL,
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Phleum pratense, L., var. nodosum, L. Chalk pit, Whiteleaf, near
Risborough, Bucks, July 8, 1910.—F. L. Foorp-KELCEY. * Yes.”—
G. C. Druce. “ P. pratense, L., var. nodosum, Sm.”—E. HACKEL.

Phleum pratense, L., var. stoloniferum, Bab. Donibristle, Fife,
v.-c. 89, July 21, 1912.—McT. Cowax, jun. “Yes; but it seems a
condition rather than a true variety.”—G. C. Druce. * P. pratense, L.,
var. stoloniferum, Neilrich.”—E. HAcKEL.

Agrostis verticillata, Vill. Roadsides and quarries, on diorites or
syenites, near Vale Castle, Guernsey, Aug. 14, 1912. This plant
seems to be confined in Guernsey strictly to the Guernsey ¢granite’
(diorites or syenites), and appears only in the quarries or at the sides
of roads constructed of ¢granite’ or in ditches that drain such

‘roads.—W. C. BARTON. “Yes; it is thoroughly established, if not

native, in Guernsey. See Report 1906, p. 199, and Journ. Bot. 1906,
p- 320.”—G. C. Druce.

Agrostis verticillata, Vill. St David’s, Fife, v.-c. 85, July 10,
1911.—McT. Cowan, jun. “No; Adgrostis alba, L.”—J. CrYer and
A. B. Jaceson. “Is not this 4. alba, L., var. coarctate, Hoffm, 17—
E. 8. MagsmannL. “No; this is 4. alba, var. coarciata, Hackel, as
F. Hackel agrees, but the var. coarctate, Hackel, is not the same
as coarctata, Hoffm.”—G. C. Druck.

Agrostis alba, L., var. major, Gaud. (!) Cornfield, Walton, S.
Lancs., v.-c. 59, July 1912.—J. A. WaerpoN. “Yes.,”—E. HackEL

Agrostis canina, L., var. mutica, Doel. Auchmore, Killin, v.-c.
88, Sep. 13, 1911.—McT. Cowax, jun. “Yes.”—CG. C. Druce and
E. HAcCREL.

Agrostis retrofacta, Willd.  Sewage tip near Bradford, v.-c. 64,
July 7, 1908. This Australian grass appeared in considerable abun-
dance in the season of 1908. In 1909 there was a diminution in
quantity. It however has appeared each season since, including this
last. Named by Mr A. B. Jackson.—J. Cryer. ¢ Correct.”—E.
Hackrr. “My specimen appears to be a form of dira caryophyllea,
L., or a nearly allied species; perhaps there has been an accidental
transfer of labels.”—E. S. MarsaarL. ¢ Mr Marshall’s specimen was
Agrostis retrofacte, Willd. There was no transfer of labels.”—J.
CrYER.

Calamagrostis epigeios, Roth, (V) var. densiflora, Ledeb., FI. Al
i, p. 87, 1829. I name this provisionally as above, as it agrees with a
plant so labelled in Kneucker’s Gramineae Hrsiccotwe, xvii, Lieferung,
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1905. The spikes are denser than in other specimens of C. epigetos
which T possess, but they were apparently gathered before flowering. —
-A. B. Jacgson. “This comes indeed very near that variety.”—E.
HacxkzL.

Aira caryophyllea, 1. [Ref. No. 4930.] A small pretty form
growing with Hypochaeris glabra at Frilford, July 1912.—G. C.
Druce.

Dactylis glomerata, L., var. b. congesta, Gren. and Godr. TLan-
cresse Common, Cuernsey, Aug. 8, 1912.—W. (. Barrox. “Yes;
the older name is abbreviata, Bernh.”—G. C. Druce. ¢ Just like the
plant so called, from the Great Orme’s Head. A recent visit has con-
firmed my belief that this is nothing but a starved state.”—E. 8.
MagrsHALL.  “D. glomerata, var. abbreviata, Drejer.”—E. HACKEL.

Poa Chaizii, Vill. Millwood, Dalton, v.-c. 69, July 15, 1912.
This grass is well established here. T can’t make even a plausible guess
at the mode of introduction. The narrow-leaved parts distributed are
from plants in deep shade. For three seasons these plants have pro-
duced no flowering culms, while those on what might be called the
‘edge of shade’ have flowered luxuriantly. The plants maintain the
deep glossy ivy green colour, which is very different from that of any
other grass known to us, all the winter. The asperities causing the
roughness seem to point upwards on the actual culm and downwa,rds
on the sheaths. I hope some member, whose opinion is a weighty one,
will agree with me and put on record that ‘glabrous” is a misleading

- description of the veins on these lower pales.——D. Lums. ¢ Yes; and
corroborated by Prof. Lindman and E. Hackel. It is a new county
record. I have deleted the term glabrous from my Pocket Book ; the
veins are often, but not as these specimens show, entirely g glabrous.”—

G. C. Dzruce.

Poa palustris, L., var. ¢ffusa, Achers. and Graebn. [Ref. No. 349.]
Old clay-pits. the Rhydd near Upton-on- Severn, ‘Worcester. Coll.,
R. F. Towndrow, July 10, 1912. The specimens sent last year Were
too far a,dva,nced; I send a set gathered earlier.—S. H. BrckHAM.

Poa pratensis, L., var. subcoerulea (Sm.). Sand-pit, St Martha’s Hill,
Guildford, Surrey, v.-c. 17, June 1912.—J. CouBER. ¢ Yes.”—G. C.
Druce and E. HACKEL.

Poa nemoralis, L. Damp wall in deep shade, Millwood, Dalton,
v.-c. 69, Sept. 11, 1912. TIs this type —D. Lums. < Var. coarctata,
Gaud., or between that and the type. Collected too late in the
year.”—E, S, MaRsHALL, “ Var, subuniflora, Reichb.”—E. HAcCKEL,




REPORT FOR 1912. 297

Poa nemoralis, var. Wood on Cooper’s Hill, v.-c. 33, July 1, 1912.
A highly glaucous form, growing with other forms of the species;
spikes and spikelets small.—H. J. RippELSDELL.  “ Only weak, shade-
grown type.” — E. S. Magrsmarn. “Var. subuniflora, Reichb.”—
E. HAackEL.

Poa compressw, L. Askham Ironworks, v.-c. 69, July 9, 1912.
Is this type? This grass grows so isolated here that I am constrained
to think that it is an introduction direct from the Continent.—
D. LouB.—“Yes.”—G. C. Druce and E. HackeL.

GQlyceria declinata, Bréb. Marshy ground in old quarry, near
Little Crosby, 8. Lancs., v.-c. 59, July 12, 1912, New to v.-c. 59.—
J. A, WreELpoN. “Correct.”—E. 8. MarsHALL. @, plicate, Fries,
var. friticea, Lange, forma minor.”—E. HACKEL.

Glyceria procumbens, Dum. Waste ground, Langenhoe Marshes,
Essex N., v.-c. 19, May 30, 1912.—G. C. Brow~. ¢ Yes; the combina-
tion G. rupestris is invalid. There is no evidence to show that the
publication of Withering’s Poa rupestris was prior to Poa procumbens,
Curtis, which Dr Jackson agrees with me was published in 1795, one
year before Withering’s Arrangement appeared.”—G. C. Druce.
“Yes ; the Schlerochloa procumbens, Beauv.”—E. HACKEL.

Festuca elatior, L., var. pseudo-loliacea, Hackel. [Ref. No. 118.]
Esk above Musselburgh, v.-c. 83, June 12, 1911.—McT. Cowax, jun.
“ F. elatior, L., sub-species pratensis genuina, ad var. pseudo-loliaceum,
Hack. vergens (but this has only one spikelet on each node of the
rachis).”—E. HACKEL. '

Feostuca ——? Fringe of salt marsh, Aberlady, v.-c. 82, June 3,
1911. Skirting the salt marsh there is a belt of this grass some yards
wide and forming in some cases an almost pure association.—McT.
Cowax, jun. “ZF. rubre, L., var. genutna, Gaud.”—-E. HACKEL.

Festuca ——1 [Ref. No. 108.] Shore meadow, Aberlady, v.-c. 82,
Aug. 23, 1911. Spikelets hairy, but not, I think, F. rubra, var.
barbaie, Hackel. —McT. Cowax, jun. . rubra, L., var. vulgar:s,
sub-var. barbate, partim. Some peduncles have glabrous spikelets.”—
E. HackzL.

Festuca rubre, L., var. [Ref. No. 103.] Caenlochan Glen,
Forfar, v.-c. 90, July 23, 1910. Ref. Nos. 102 and 103, both from
2,500 feet. In this place there were three distinet forms growing side
by side, one with spikelets almost glabrous, one with spikelets with
long hairs, and one with very long awns, These are two of them.
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Also Festuca ——? Near Dalmeny, v.-c. 84, June 6, 1911. —
McT. Cowax, jun. “F. rubra, L., var. genwina, Gaud.”— E.
HAacgEL.

Festuca rubra, L., var. barbate, Hack. Freshfield, S. Lancs.,
v.-c., B9, June 29, 1912.—W. G. Travis. “Yes; Hackel published
it as a sub-var. which I think is synonymous with the var. pubescens,
Gren. and Godr.”—G. C. Druce. “Yes.”—E. HAcCKEL.

Festuca. rubra, L., var. arenaria, Fr. Sandy shore, St Osyth,
Esgsex N., v.c. 19,.June 13, 1912.—G. C. BrowN. “ F. rubra, L.,
var. vulgaris, Gaud., sub var. grandiflora, Hack.”—E. HACKEL.

Festuca rubra, L., var. duriuscula, Syme. [Ref. No. 116.]
Duddingston, v.-c. 83, June 2, 1911.—MCcT. Cowax, jun. ¢ F. rubra,
type.”—G. C. Druck. “Var. fallax, Hackel (F. fallax, Thuill.). My
plant is very weak, and probably shade grown.”—E. S. MARSHALL.
“ F. rubro, L., var. vulgaris, Gaud.”—BE. HACKEL. ’

Bromus tectorum, L. "Waste ground, Wakefield, v.-c. 63, July
1912. Growing with Hypecoum pendulum, L. Abundant this year.—
J. Cryer. “Yes.”—G. C. Drucg and E. HACKEL.

Bromus wunioloides, H. B. K. Sewage tip, Bingley, v.-c. 64,
Sept. 4, 1912. In abundance. J. Cryer. ¢ Yes.”—G. C. Druce
and E. HackEL

Bromus secalinus, L. Banks of Esk, Musselburgh, v.-c. 83,
June 6, 1911. Outer palea much less obtuse than usual.—McT.
Cowax, jun. ¢ .B. commutatus, Schrad.”—E. HACKEL.

Bromus racemosus, L., forma. Banks of River Esk, near Inveresk,
v.-c. 83, June 6, 1911. A form approaching B. commutatus.—
McT. Cowaw, jun.  “B. hordeaceus, var. leptostachys, Beck.”—
E. HAcREL.

Bromus kordeaceus, L., var. [Ref. No. 4885.] Crowell, Oxford,
May 1912. Near the leptosiachys, Persoon.—G. C. Druce. “B.
hordeaceus, L., var. leptostachys, Beck.”—E. HACKEL.

Bromus hordeaceus, L., var. Banks of Esk, Musselburgh, June
1911.—McT. Cowan, jun. ¢ Bromus hordeaceus, L., var. leptostachys,
Beck.”—E. HACKEL.

Bromus hordeaceus, L., var. microstachys, Duval-Jouve. [Ref. No.
4798.] Near Louth, Lincoln N., May 1912.—G. C. Druck. “ Var.
leptostachys, Beck., forma microstachys.”—E. HAcKEL,
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Bromus hordeaceus, L., var. glabratus, Doell. [Ref. No. 4790.]
Woodstock, Oxon, May 1912.—G. C. Druce. :

Bromus hordeaceus, L., var. d. nanus, Weig. Exposed coast,
Lancresse Common, Guernsey, Aug. 14, 1912.—W. C. Barron.
“Merely a starved state of the glabrous plant, var. leptostachys =

glabratus.”—E. 8. MARSEALL. “B. hordeaceus, L., var. leptostachys,.

Beck., forma nana. (The var. nana of Weigel has hirsute spikelets.)”
—FE. HACKEL. :

Lolium temulentum, L. Amongst oats, Askham, v.-c. 69, Aug. 2,
1912. Mr Hodgson, in-his Flora of Cumberland, has a very interesting
paragraph concerning the association of ZLolium temulentum and
Raphanus sativus. 1t seems very strange that after forty-two years,
and in practically the same corner of the country, the same unusual
plants should be growing together. The Raphanus was the lilac-
coloured form ; most of that growing in the adjoining gardens was
nearly, if not quite, white. Among the same oats were growing
Hordeuwm hexastichum, H. distichum, H. jubatum, Secale cercale,
Triticum wulgare, var. barbatum, T. wvulgare (with densely hairy
spikelets), Lolium arvense, one plant of Polypogon monspeliensis,
Avena fatua, and 4. sterilis.—D. LuuB. “ Yes.” —G. C. Druck and
E. HacgeL. “Yes ; var. macrochaeton, A. Br.”—J. A. WEELDON.

Loliwm temulentum, L., var. arvense, With. Growing with the
type among oats, ete. Askham, v.c. 69, Aug. 2, 1912.—D.
Lome. I suppose so, although with rather more numerous flowers
in the spikelets, and sterile basal shoots. Tt is in good fruit, or these
latter might suggest intercrossing.”—dJ. A. WHELDOV “Yes but
Withering described it as a species.”—G. C. Druce. © Correct.”—
E. HAcKEL.

Lolium multiflorum, Lam. Waste ground, Askham, v.-c. 69, Oct. 1,
1912. Is this type?! The young leaves, for some time after emerging
from the sheaths, seem to be convolute, one edge being free. ltalicum
is frequently so too.—D. Lume. ¢ Rooting at nodes and looks as
though perennial. Is it not a state of L. stalicum, although so untypical
looking 1”—J. A. WrELDON. “ Correct.”—E. HackEL.

Agropyron ——(%).  [Ref. No. 126.] Inveresk, July 8, 1911.—
McT. Cowax, jun. 4. pungens, R. and S.”—B. HACKEL.

Agropyron pungens, R. and 8., var. aristatum, Hack. In great
abundance at the mouth of the small river Kerr, Carnforth, v.-c. 60,
Aug. 1912. Named by Mr A. B. Jackson.-——J. Cryer. “— 4. pun-
gens, Reichb.”—E. HACKEL.
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Agropyron juncewm X repens. Burton Bradstock, v.-c. 9, July 18,
1912. Scarce. —H. J. RippELspELL.  “ Yes; Tritecum laxum, Fr.”—
E. 8. MarsHEaLL.  “Yes; under my x A. Hackelii, but super
junceum.”—G. C. Druce. “Yes.”—E. HAckEL.

Agropyron (B [Ref. No. 124.] Inverkeithing, Fife, v.-c. 85,
July 4, 1911. Rachis covered with a thick pubescence. Is this the
var. lasiorachis, Hackel? I do not know it.—McT. Cowan, jun.
“ Forma, trichorachis, Rohlens in Bolun Ges. Wiss. 1899, xxiv., 5, 8.”—
E. Hacket. ¢ Practically identical with 4. repens, var. lasiorachis,
Hackel.”—G. C. Druce.

Agropyron repens, Beauv. [Ref. No. 122.] Turnhouse, v.-c. 83,
June 29, 1911.—McT. Cowaxw, jun. “ Var. Leersianum, Gray =bar-
batum, Duval-Jouve.”—E. S. MARSHALL.  “ 4. repens, Beauv., var.
Vaillontianum, Reichb.”—E. HACKEL.

Agropyron repens, Beauv., var. [Ref. No. 123.] Near Blackford
Hill, v.-c. 83, July 11, 1911.—McT. Cowaw, jun. “A. repens, Beauv.,
var. arvense, Reichb.”—E. HACKEL.

Agropyron repens, Beauv., var. [Ref. No. 188.] Turnhouse,
v.-c. 83, Sept. 29, 1911.—McT. Cowax, jun. ¢ 4. repens, var. dume-
torum, Reichb.”—E. HAcCKEL.

Agropyron repens, L., var. Leersianum, S. F. Gray. Shore of
R. Mersey, Hale, S. Lancs, v.-c. 59, Aug. 1912.—W. G. Travis.

Agropyron pungens, R. and 8. [Ref. No. 127.] 8t David’s, Fife,
v.-c. 85, Aug. 10, 1911.—McT. Cowan, jun. 4. repens, var. dume-
torum, Reichb.”—E. HACKEL.

Elymus arenarius, L. Sea coast, Mostyn, Flint, v.-c. 51, July 13,
1912.—C. WATERFALL.

EBquisetwm palustre, L, forma (or hybrid?) Sandy ground near
Altcar, S. Lanes., v.-c. 59, July 1912. Procumbent, or main stem
erect with procumbent long lower branches. All the branches are
deflexed, then ascending. Both Z. palustre and E. arvense are abun-
dant in the vieinity. I have observed it for two years without seeing
any signs ‘of fructification.—J. A. WHELDON.

‘Near Southport Dr Graebner pointed out to me in 1911, what
he considered to be &. litorale, but although I have specimens I have
not had time to make the requisite sections. Both the assumed
parents were in the vicinity.—G. C. Druce.
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Equisebum variegatum, Schleich.  Poolson sand hills, Ainsdale, S.

Lancs., v.-c. 59, April 27, 1912.—C. WargrraLL. “No; thisis £. -

palusire, L, var. nudum, Newman, or very near it.”—F. S. MARsHALL.
“One stem of E. wariegatum and several of K. palustre, on my sheet.
The latter is in a simple, slightly branched or entirely unbranched
form.”—J. A. WreLpoN. “My specimens were mixed.”—G. C.
Druce.

Pteridivm aquilinum, L., var. lanuginosum (Bory), vel Peris aguil-
wna, L., var. lanuginosa, Bory. Stow Wood, Oxon, with Dr Stapf and
Dr Domin, Oct. 1912. This form characterised by the hairs on the
under surface of the pinnae. Dr Domin pointed it out to me. See
Reporg 1912, p. 185.—G. C. Druce.

Aspleniwm marinum, L. Carboniferous limestone rocks, facing
sea, Puffin Island, Anglesea, v.-c. 52, May 18, 1912.—~C. Warsz-
FALL.

Lastrea alping, Wollaston. Origin, rock clefts on Braeriach at
2800 feet, Easterness, July 1909. Cult., Walton, 1912. This remains
constant in cultivation. Its habit is strikingly different from that of
L. aristata, the lowest pair of pinnae being placed at a different angle
from the other, giving the frond a shuttlecock-like appearance. This
is not evident in dried specimens. See RHeport 1911, p. 145.—J. A.

WHELDON.

Isoetes hystriz, Durien. Damp ground, near Fort le Marchant,
Guernsey, Aug. 8, 1912.—W. C. BarTtonw.

" Azolla filiculoides, Lam. Woodbastwick, Norfolk. . I noticed this
last year, but did not collect it, and too rashly assumed it was 4.
caroliniana, Willd. Dr Ostenfeld, who took some, names it as above
(see Report 1912, p. 186). I owe these specimens to the kindness of
the owner of Woodbastwick, J. Cator, Esq., M.P., who sent me them
in late August when the plant was fruiting freely. When in fruit
the glochidia which are without septa offer a definite means of
identification. In caroliniana (teste N. E. Brown) the glochidia
are septate.—G. C. Drucs.

Azolla filiculoides, Lam. In brackish water near Queenstown
Junction, Co. Cork. Noticed but not collected by me on the Internat.
Phyt.-Geog. Excurs. and assumed to be 4. caroliniensis, but those
specimens kindly supplied by R. H. Beamish, Esq., Oct. 1912, prove
it (teste N. E. Brown) to be the above species.—G. C. Drucs.

Nitella gracilis, Agardh. Perranzabuloe, West Cornwall, v.-c. 1,
Oct. 19, 1912.  Coll,, F. RrrstoNE and C. C. Vigurs. “Mr Rilstone’s
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discovery of this very rare sﬁecies in Cornwall represents a notable
extension of its known distribution.”—J. GrovEs.

Nitella ——- 1 Sparingly in Amberley Wild Brooks, Sussex,
July 18, 1912. V. prolifera is given for this locality on Mr T. Hilton’s
authority in 1900 in Arnold’s Sussex Flora.—A. WEBSTER.  Toly-
pella prolifera, Leonh.” - J. GrovEs. _

Chara Bmumli, Gmel. Canal near Reddish, 8. Lancs., v.-c. 59,
Aug. 10, 1891.—J. A. WHELDON. “Small to the fruit gatherings.”—
A. BeNNETT.

Chara longibracteata, Kiitz. Ditech near the shore, Churchtown,
8. Lancs, v.-c. 59, July 1912.—J. A. WrELDON. “ = C. wuigaris, L,
var. longibracteata, Kiitz., Sp. 4lg., 1849.”—A. BENNETT.

Chara baltica, Bruzel (fide H. and J. Groves). Bay of Voy, Loch
of Stenness, Sandwick, Mainland, Orkney, Aug. 20, 1912. Native.
Plant slightly feetid.—H. H. JornsrTox.

Chara aspera, Willd. Pools near the shore, Leasowe, Cheshire,
v.-c. 58, Aug. 1903.—J. A. WazrrLpox. “Not given for county in
Flora of Cheshire, 1899, but C. hispida is for same locality. The
authority not conclusive.”—A. Ben¥uTT. ¢ Yes.”—J. GROVES.

Chara fragilis, Desv., var. delicotula, Braun (fide H. and J.
Groves). Stony bed at bottom of running water in a burn 250 feet
above sea level. Burn of Selta, Stromness, Mainland, Orkney, Aug. 23,
1912. Plant slightly fetid. —H. H. JomxsToN.

Mr 8. H. Brogeam kindly sent a series of packets of seeds for
distribution :—Isatis tinctoria, Hypericum wundulatum, Bupleuwrum
falcatum, Sonchus palustris, and Stachys germomica ; and Mr D. Lums
an interesting series of dwarf plants growing on slag at Askham, on
the Duddon estuary. But the exigencies of space forbid details.
Mr C. E. Sarmox suggests the Sagina procumbens is S. apetala, the
Arenaria serpyllifolia is A. leptoclados, the Centawrium wmbellatum
is C. Litorale, and the Matricaria inodora, var. maritime is the
var. salina.

Mr HuxNyBUN’s present address is Camperdown, Alpine Road,
Ventnor, Isle of Wight. ‘




