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IxN rEADIN-,G over '.%r. Frederick V. Coville's report of the
Death Valley Expedition, I was very xnuch pleased wvith bis
definition of the ternis, range, locality, station and habitat.
They are often misunderstood by botanists, and many have
widely various meanings for theni. For the benefit of those
who have not access to bis report, I take the liberty of quoting
his reznarks, as follows:

,,,In a discussion of' the principles of plant distribution it is
necessary that each terni technically emiployed shall have a
ivell-defined and uniform rneaning. Among those words w%%hich
have been used by varlous writers with great looseness, there
are four wh-àch are of especial importance to us, range, locality,
station, and habitat. One bas n-erely to refer to, our common
botanical textbooks and dictienaries to find the lack of clearness
in the definitions of these terni-s, wvhile an attempt to use the
words as deflned impiesses one with the nece;sity of reviewv-
ing their meaning.

«Of0£ these wvords the one iwhich bas historic precedence is
hzabitai. It bas been used at various tumes to, express the
different rieanings which are now conveyed by ail four words,
and from- this fact an unfortunate cornfusion bias arisen.
Another circumstance that lias contributed to the cloudy under-
standing of these ternis is that a technical xneaning, flot in
accoid itith its popular use, bas been ascribed to one of them.
The word referred to, is sUation. This terni is sonietiines
employed to express thie kind of place in which a plant occurs;
but its historic us-,e in the language is to indicate position
Inere]y.

'19The ineanings that should logically tUe adtacbed to these
words are as follows:

- Rizngc-The range over which a type spontaineousIy g7rows.
-LraliIy-The approxiniate geographic position of an indi-

v-idual specimen.


