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other Caryophyllaceous plants. This is more like a case of real de-
doublevient or unlining, a partial separation of an inner laniella froni
the outer, and perhaps may be so vieived." But the close relation of
tAie petal to the stamien, and the many instances of a condition inter-
inediate betwecn the two arc well kinown, and it secima easy and natu-
rai enough to regard the crown as an imperfect development of anthers
'whilst the expansion above it corresponds with tlic petal-like erilarge-
ment of the conneetive in some stamens, and the claw with tlic fila-
ment. Ilere then, we neeLi no new principle, and find no real exception
to recognised iaws. The appendage to thec stamen iu Larrea and other
Zygophyllaceae is perhaps as good a case as eari be found for the ap-
plication of the stipule theory whieh lins hiere not a littie plausibilityP
although when we consider flic modifications of development iu a
single petaloiti organ as shown iii ianuticulus ivith its petal scales,
Ilelleborus with its nectariferous cup ; some species of Lilium with their
protrusions onthe surface, and again the cassao-tegasso
awns wbich are the midribs of the glumes or paicem to whichi they be-
long, departing at some distance below the apex, we, pcrhaps, ought
not to coasider the appearances as inconsistent, with the supposition of
one organ developed in an unusual marner. Perhiaps the appendages
nt the base of the auther in Erica are quite as strange as if they occur-
red nt the base of the :filament, and the stamen growing frora flic ex-
tremity of a petaloid process iii Campanula not mucli less anomnalous
than if it rose fromn the same lower down, or at the base. Then we
have the stamen of Asclepias with iLs extraordinary appendages which
is as like the unlining of an organ as anything we are acquainted with,
yet undonbtedIly is no more than a m-ode of development of the one
miodified leaf.

The next example is taken from the genus Parnassia %vitli iLs curious
and beautiful appendages [nectaries of LiunaiSus] opposite to tAie peLais
ÏImediately w'ithin them, and thence inferred to bc derivzd from them,

or, as it were, a part of the same organ. These appendages may be
some justification of collateral chorisis though the multiplication of
parts is incorapiete, but 1 coîîfess 1 eau flnd no reason for denying

them to be a circle of parts originating distinctly in the torus, although
the'v are piaced opposite to t le exterior circle. Ilhave given reasons f6r

believing that oppositeness aJonc is nio argument for ideîîtity of origin iii

orgyars, and if it were, the fertile circle of stamenis in iPamassia mnust

be accouuted only a transverse chorisis of the carpels, as tAie membets
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