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with aiid harmonises ail the faets on as to be received as what we cal
à good explansition of them. The kirnd of facts whichi chorisi& under-
takes to explain are cases ini whichi the symxr.etry of the fiower as
commonly understood %vould suggcst the expectation of one organ,
but wve actually find twvo or more, and these in an tinusual degree of
proximity ; cases in which the multitude of apparentIy distinct organs
jiroduced in close proximity seems inconsistent withi the supposition
of their belonging to successive circles ; those in n'hichi a number far
exceeding the natural number seems to be found disiinctly in one #ir-
cie, and those in which a number of similar organs are combined at
t-heir hase iii clusters, the nuniber of clusters corresponding to what
mighit have beii expected to be the number of organs. AIl these are
represented as being capable of explanation by coliateral chorisis or the
subdivision laterally of one organ into a number of organs. There is
çàlso a different class of facts, such as the occurrence of organs arising
en the face of ether organs and opposite to them: somietirnes, of lineis
,of opposite organs, ivhici, being supposed inconsistent with other
principles of structure, are explained as cases of transverse chiorisis,
or the division of a single organ into iolds like the splitting of a card
into two or even xnany similar or related organs. It cannot be denied
that the cases to which chorisis bias been applied .9s an explanation are
attended with some difficuity, and that sorne of them are even incapa-
ble of plausib!a explanation by previously established princîples.
Sorne of themn, however, appear to me quite consistent with those pria-
ciples, as 1 shiail endeavour to show when examining sorne alleged

ýI*am.ples, and altbough it cannot reasonably be affirmed that such an
operation as chorisis is inconceivable as arising from the nature of the

orf,-ans of the flower, and it seems even to be sanctioned by some facto,

yet 1 find myseif obliged at lenst to limit its application within inucli
narrower houuds than some able botannists have assigned to it. My rea-
sor~s vill be best given i ant examinatien of the particular cases brought
fCorward at least a sufficient; number of themn to justify a general opinion
,on the subjeet. I shail take the exarnpls given by Dr. Gray, who
adopts fully the theory of chorisis in bis valuable work, the Botanical
Text Book-, pp. 250-255, having reference also ta his remarksiui ",The

genera of the United States Flora, iIlustrated." Dr. Gray's first ex-
ample of collateral chorisis, on wbich hie is disposedl greatly to rely, is
founid iii the Tetradynarnous stnîmens of the natural family Bra8aica-
ceoe. This case I considered at large in a paper rcad before the Cana-
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