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•nd I much regret that I should hsve been the cause of hia not
"w?* *J**

holotype at hand for comparison.
Whether hu two species belong to OUawacrinua at all is a Ques-tion that might be raised. If ttey do, then my prn^t iKpretation of that genus wHl not hold. But more'^^S any of

Ki? fhT^^*lf f^^''^''''ti"
the relation of the arms to the cS"

Inn nf Kn Ji ? '*u*rT/'*^ ^^f" Structures clearly falls at the

lK?«Li^^P'''*" '''"''h Mr Springer caUs radials, tut which Inthe present paper are termed inferradials.

worth Jfhfi" '^"* *•"* ?"'!^** "'^ **"«* '°">"t'» 0' description

^^^2J 7« K- ^»^f *«.»» OUawacrinua a form, or a series of

-IfL ?.!«^'°* "! *''**
"»u*^» ".""«' Inadunate Crinoid« there

7^ K
'"?d'*"«'»t«'' morphological distinction between radialsand brachials and that the horizontal suture between suTr'

t^^%t°„'*"^"™^jf^?'''^°^*'^«'^'°« ""t"" <" the joint bs-

ir^^^ K
""Pe^adial and the proximal brachial? This con-

«n? iS?f
however revolutionar>' it may sound, would be consist-ent with that view; as to the origin of Crinoid brachia to which

in"Sn'^o^o^^'*"^X ^^ ^y^oti* (1900 "Treatise on Z«,C''
hiW/ '

1
^' ""^ '° connexion with a species of that genus Ihope before long to revert to it.


