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GARDENERS’ CHRONICLE, July bth, 1879,

In my last I described Messrs. Veitch’s new strain of Rhododendrons, and
exFlained that the two species first used as parents were R. JASMINIFLORUM as
pollen-parent and R. jAvANICUM as seed-bearing parent.

Later on Mr. Taylor mingled the blood of two other species in the strain,
viz.,, R, LoBBiI (named after Mr. Lobb, the collector for Messrs. Veitch), and
R. BROOKEANUM (named after the well-known Rajah Brooke, of Sara.wa]c.
These two species, as will be seen, are stated to be closely allied wit
R. javanicum,

In devoting a few words to their description I am merely, so to say, going
over the ground I myself traversed when I admitted their progeny into the list
of my favourites,

As there was, and is, very great difficulty in procuring, or even in seeing the
blossoms of the parents, I wished to find plates and accounts of what had lproducgd
20 much beauty, and, as fond friends do, to trace the features of the parents in
the children, or to marvel at the differences. 1 am bound to confess that I have
never yet seen in the flesh the flowers of either R. LoBsir or R. BROOKEANUM,
nor do I know where they are to be seen. Dried specimens of Rhododenérons
are wholly unsatisfactory.

R. LoBeu is mentioned in the GARDENERS' CHRONICLE, of October 14th,
1871, as a brilliantly flowered stove shrub, with bright crimson flowers, intro-
duced from Borneo by Messrs. Veitch & Soms. It is figured in the FLORAL
MAGAZINE, plate 10, and is there depicted of a bright yellow colour; but
Messrs, Veitch have two coloured representations of the plant they used in
breeding, one painted for them by Mr. Chandler, and the other in one of their
own catalogues. ,

In these the flowers are red, and not very showy, and in size approaching
nearer to R. JASMINIFLORUM than R. javaNicuM. In Regel’s GARTENFLORA,
Vol. X., R. LoBBIANUM is thus spoken of : ‘‘ Dieser schéne Strauch mit gelber
Blume steht in der Mitte zwischen R. javanicuM und R. BROOKEANUM und
wurde sogar Anfangs nur als eine Varietdt dieser letzten Art betrachtet. Th.
Moore hilt sie jedoch fiir eine gute Art " (stands between R. yavaNicum and
R. BrookEaNUM). (The R.LosBiaNuM, Moore, FLORAL MagazINg, F.10 (1861),
is not the same as the red-flowered plant alluded to in the above paragraph.

It wag exhibited by Messrs. Veitch as R. BROOKEANUM FLAVUM, but being judged
distinct, was named R. LoBB1aANUM when figured, How another plant came to
be 8o called we cannot tell, but the latter was never published. At the time of
the appearance of these hybrids, this bright red small-flowered plant was said to
be an unnamed species from Borneo.-—I. Moore).

R. BROOKEANUM is figured in various quarters; in the GARDENERS'
CHRONICLE, for February 25th, 1871, and the JoURNAL oF THE HoORTI-
CULTURAL  SOCIETY OF LoNDoN, Vol. III., p. 81, uncoloured; and in the

- BOTANICAL MAGAZINE, Vol. LXXXII., tab. 4935, and elsewhere, coloured.
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disinclined. And the same variation may exist in the case of R. JASMINIFLORUM
(Mr. Anderson-Henry has a blush-coloured variety). Indeed, extraordinary
variation seems to be a feature of the Malayan Rhododendron flora ; Dr. Beccari
(MALEsIA, part 111.), saying: ‘' Dalle mie osservazioni particolari apparisce
che quasi ogni cima di montagna in Borneo ha le sue forme speciali che non
sembrano diffondersi nemmeno sulle montagne prossime.” The results of
Mr. Taylor’s labours seem most encouraging for fresh experiments in the same
field.

A great variety of floral beauty, very novel and very striking, has been
attained by intercrossing with four Malayan species, three of those species being
said to be closely allied with one another. Let no one suppose, however, that
there are not many more species to be drawn from the same region for
the instruction of botanists, the delight of horticulturists, and the material for
hybridisers. Dr. Beccari mentions twenty-seven species inhabiting the Malesian
and Papuan Archipelago, and one of them, R. Konori, discovered in New Guinea,
he says: ‘' Essa ¢é forse la pia bella specie di Rhododendron dell’ Arcipelago.”
Of the Bornean Rhododendrons alone he says: ‘' Con le specie da me adesso
gescritte i Rhododendron conosciuti di Borneo ammontano a 15 specie ben

istinte,”

As to the possibility of crossing this Malesian tribe with other members of
the genus, inhabiting other regions of the globe, 1 know next to nothing, and
should be very grateful for information.

The Messrs. Veitch have from time to time most kindly and liberally supplied
me with pollen of their hybrid strain. I find that in 1876 1 used it upon four
different Rhododendrons, on AZALEA AM&ENA, three kinds of AZALEA INDICA, and
AzZALEA PONTICA of five varieties, wholly without result. In 1877, I used it
upon two seedlings of R. MOLLE (what used to be AZALEA MOLLIS, at Kew, is now
R. MOLLE), and on various Azaleas and Rhododendrons and hybrids, again
without success.

In 1878, I used it upon R. MULTIFLORUM X CILIATUM X VIRGATUM, CILIATUM,
FORMOSUM, MADDENII, GLAUCUM, MOLLE, ‘ PRINCESS ALICE,” and ‘ SESTERI-
ANUM,” and on AzZALEA AM®NA and many others.

This year I have used it upon most of the above again, and also upon
R. DALHOUSLE, CALOPHYLLUM, PENDULUM, ' LADY SEFTON,”’ GIBSONII HYBRIDUM,
and GLAUCUM HYBRIDUM (the last three raised by Mr. Davies, of Ormskirk),
BOOTHII, CAMPYLOCARPUM, LEPIDOTUM, TRIFLORUM, and a number of hardy
hybrids and others.

So far (and I have omitted my work with Malayan species), I see no sign
of success ; but I must not yet wholly despair as to the experiment of this year.

I have found, by careful observation, that a month, on an average, is the
time required for the journey of the quickening influences of the pollen down
the style of Rhododendrons and Azaleas, and the resulting and (with a lens)
obvious expansion of the ovary. All botanists know that plants differ very
much in the time required for this operation ; and perhaps some day you will
give me leave to explain how Rhododendrons differ among themselves,
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When I was in Edinburgh, in the May of this year, I examined the batch
growing ‘n the open garden, with many trusses half, and one fully expanded.
The plan s seemed quite hardy, and the numerous blossoms which 1 have since
received were very perfect and unscathed by frost.

The parents are stated to be R. Auckranpir (pollen-parent) and ‘ Joun
WATERE®,” a so-called ‘“hardy hybrid” (seed-bearer); and knowing both
parents very intimately, I have no doubt whatever that the statement is correct.

The calyx and the scent, and the diminished stamens—which, by the way,
are full of pollen—as well as the larger flowers and the looser truss, bespeak
unmistakeably the pollen-parent, which in the case of alleged hybrids is the
parent to be always specially doubted.

Quite apart from their beauty, I think these seedlings deserve notice in your
paper, as tending possibly to throw some light on the subject of Rhododendron
alliances, in such a ‘‘ confronts ”’ (?) of the species as Dr. Beccari thinks so
desirable.

I hope that Mr. Scott has tested their fertility inter se; for “ Joun
WATERER " being a hybrid between R. ARBOREUM and probably R. cataw-
BIENSE (Mr. Waterer cannot inform me precisely), these seedlings, it will be
observed, unite the Blood of three species. ‘* JoiN WATERER™ is a very late
blossoming, deep crimson variety ; and be the parcntage what it may, the
crimson colour is derived from R. ARBOREUM, and the hardiness and late habit,
etc., from another type (? CATAWBIENSE),

The late habit was very properly selected to correct the early tendency of

R. AuckLaNpn, with only partial success however, for the blood of R. ARBOREUM
uniting with that of R. AucKLANDII (both precocious) has apparently compelled
the seedlings to bloom much earlier than might have been anticipated from the
tardy habit of “ Joun WATERER.” I would advise all Rhododendron lovers, who
do no: know R. AuckLanDII, to lose no time in examining Sir Joseph Hooker’s
book, and better still, to visit Kew next May, in which month R. AUCKLANDII
is generally in bloom there. Magnificent, however, as is the portrait, taken
from blossoms in their native land, it is scarcely worthy of the plant as since
rown in England.. Nor does the description quite do justice to its merits ;

or instance, it is called ‘‘ scentless,” whereas the GARDENERS' CHRONICLE, of
May 18th, 1878, very properly describes the flowers as ‘* of the richest fragrance.”

Again ‘‘ flowers from three to five together in a truss '’ are far below the
standard.

Your issue, quoted above, describing flowers grown by Mr. Boscawen, says :
** It is difficult to find an adjective sufficiently expressive of the majestic loveliness
of the flower. The truss consists of nine flowers, each on a delicately frosted or
primrose stalk, and having at the base a large pink calyx and a broad open bell-
shaped corolla five inches and more across ; of a clear white colour.”

Mr. Boscawen’s plant, as I understand, grew and flowered in the open air
(but in Cornwall), and 1, 600 feet above the sea, and far more to the North, have
found the species, in some senses, hardy. During the past winter I adopted the
plan of breaking off and examining the buds every week or two. The autumnal
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and winter frosts had no ill effects ; all went well till Easter, but then 2 too
precocious buds, though scarcely showing they were swelling, received within
the fatal and blackening stroke.

It is curious to observe how Mr. Scott’s seedlings vary from nearly white to
a deep rich crimson.  IFor my own information I have made an elaborate note
of all the peculiarities, but 1 need not trouble you with it here.

Suffice it to add that the pollen-parent by no means asserts an universal
supremacy ; although, as it contributed one-half of the blood as against one-
fourth each of the two other factors, such a result might have been expected.
The habit of the plants is compact and bushy, the size of the flowers midway
between the parents, the scent fainter than that of R. Avckranpi, but very
perceptible, If these seedlings prove to be as hardy southwards as they have
shown themsclves to be in Edinburgh, they will be real beaut y-acquisitions to all
Rhododendron cultivators, beyond their interest from a scientific point of view.

The moral of this paper is that there is much 1o be done and much to be learnt
in the cultivation of my favourite plant.

The cross which 1 have celebrated may have been (perhaps by Mr. Luscombe,
perhaps by Mr. Boscawen), effected elsewhere, but I would use it merely as an
illustration of the deep and varied interest which gathers around these floral
experiments. Ilow many subjects have been glanced at which might provoke
to unending thought and observation a v »sle army of Rliododendron growers,
or, indeed, earnest cultivators of any plant. As we advance, Nature is always
presenting fresh problems for solution. So much the better, provided we arm
ourselves with intelligent and industrious research, and German concentration,
to meet the emergency.

;. H M
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other writers, but each writer has dealt with his own class of plants, and each
class has probably its own peculiarities, so that it is dangerous to generalize too
much from particular instances.

With regard to Rhododendrons, almost a volume might be written on the
various influences of various pollens. Mr. Anderson-Henry is quite right in
saying that some pollen seems to burn or poison the stigma to which it is applied ;
other pollen burns as it goes, and yet fertilizes. Some works slowly and yet more
effectually than the speedy worker, and some seems to require frequent
applicatior to the stigma to produce any result. Perhaps the most curious
observation 1 have made is the tendency ot the pollen of one Rhododendron on
another Rhodordendron to produce seedlings with three instead of the normal
number of cot: dons.

But I have trespassed long enough on your ace for the present w  my
special subject.

J. H. M.
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Here again is an error, the female parent of ‘“ COUNTESS OF HADDINGTON "
being R. ciLiaTuM, and not R. ForRMosUM. Thus one of your contemporaries
wrote many years ago :—

* Among new plants by far the most striking was the lovely seedling
R. ‘CountEss oF HADDINGTON,” exhibited by Mr. Lees, of Tynninghame
Gardens. Thisis a real gem, being a cross between R. ciLiaTuM and DaLnousLE,
showing the stiff compact habit of the former, with vastly superior foliage, and
the sweetness and beauty of the latter.”” I quote this passage as the first to hand,
\})ut thelfpedigree has been often given correctly, and I think the plant speaks

or itself.

J. H. M.
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R. ForTUNE], as I saw it growing in the open air at River Hill, Mr. Roger’s
place, ought to be the ancestor of a splendid race of hardy plants, scented,
floriferous, and coloured. Mr. Luscombe has, or had, the same excellent type,
scarcely inferior (the BoTaNICAL MAGAZINE says superior) to R. AUCKLANDII,
The variety at Kew, on the other hand, is vastly inferior, and indeed contemptible.

Such is an illustration of the puzzles connected with Rhododendron judging.
R. AuckrLANDII presents the same diversity of type (see remark in Hooker's
RHODODENDRONS) ; so does R. DaLnoustz, R. THOMSONII, and, indeed, nearly
every species.

It is impossible to mention R. ForTuNEl without -adding a few words on
R. AuckrLanpil, which T seem this year to have proved to be absolutely hardy
against winter frosts, The two species are very nearly allied, although the
latter comes from Sikkim, and the former from a remote part of China; but
then we know next to nothing of the country lying between.

Mr. Boscawen grows magnificent trusses of R. AUckLANDII in the open air,
of which the GARDENERS’ CHRONICLE (see number of May 18th, 1878), says:
" It is difficult to find an adjective sufficiently expressive of the majestic loveliness
of the flower "’ ; and Mr. Otto Forster has kindly sent me a photograph of a
plant which, in his winter garden at Augsburg, bore 122 trusses of bloom.
Unfortunately there is no illustration that I know of which does justice to the
splendour of the flower. As the GARDENERS' CHRONICLE, cited above, remarks,
even Sir J. Hooker’s plate falls very far short of the reahty

J.H M.
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GARDENERS’ CHRONICLE, March 19th, 1881,

The rich and glossy foliage of R, AUCKLANDII is one of its charms. '* The
bush " is described as being in its native haunts ‘' copiously leafy,” a character
by no means too common among Himalayan Rhododendrons.

R. ForTUNET has inferior foliage, more flimsy, and generally paler ; but the
two species are so often confounded when judged by the leaves that it may be
worth while to be a little more particular. Purchasers of the rarer Rhodo-
dendrons can very seldom see in blossom the plants they propose to buy, The
first thing, therefore, for a fancier is to study to recognize the leaves. Many
nurserymen have collections of young Rhododendron plants raised from unnamed
seeds sent from India (I know of several most inviting collections of this sort,
and notably one at Mr. W, Bull’s, at Chelsea), and tallies get frequently misplaced
among plants which live so many years before blooming; hence a critical
knowledge of the foliage is very desirable, almost absolutely necessary, for a
fancier,

The faculty is acquired by practice, and excites sometimes great astonishment,
as I have found, among the uninitiated. I have taken some trouble in procuring
and comparing the foliage of the two species named above.

. The leaves of R. AUCKLANDII, are thicker, darker, larger, and more elongated
than those of R. ForTUNEI, and I have observed that the veins branch from the
mid-rib at a wider angle. The under side of the leaf, examined under a lens,
seems moreover of a coarser texture. This is my experience, but I speak subject
to correction, for a comparison of the plates and descriptions in the BoTANICAL
MaGaziNg, and Sir J. Hooker's RHODODENDRONS, is enough to drive one
to despair.

Rhododendron species are undoubtedly variable even in their native wilds,
but there remains for the writers of the future much to be done in classification
and correction of nomenclature. Perhaps some of your readers know whether
the two species I have named interbreed. I do not know, but it seems most
probable. Both breed very freely with our hardy hybrids, with R. poNTICUM,
and I should imagine with R. ARBOREUM. I liave already, in your columns, sung
the praises of a breed raised between R. Auckranpn and the hardy hybrid
“ JouHN WATERER,” in the Lawson Nursery.

- Last spring, I received a truss from one of the seedlings possessed ~f even a
stronger perfume than that of R. AuckrLanbpil, the scented parent (t.us more
than confirming the views of Dean Herbert and Gértner), and yet perfec.iy hardy.

A plant of the same cross is now swelling for blossom here under ; lass, and
very numerous plants of almost similar parentage are planted in the woods in
every possible aspect. It is curious and interesting for a naturalist t» observe
the prepotency of R. AuCKLANDIL, the pollen parent, in the character ¢’ the leaf.

mn
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In the flower, so far as I have been able to observe, the crimson of ‘* JouN
WATERER "’ has a hard task to contend with the white of R. AUCKLANDII,
although the seedlings vary much in respect of colour.

I have another strain, however, kindly supplied by my friend, Mr.
Anderson-Henry, in which the contest is between species and species, and not
between species and hybrid. The cross in this case is between R. AUCKLANDII,
and R. THOMSONII, the latter being the seed-bearer. The donor says most truly
with regard to this breed : * The vigour of TIHHOMSONII'S progeny is wonderful, the
'leaves being enormous.” 1 believe they have not yet bloomed, but Mr. Luscombe
has bloomed several seedlings of a cross between R. THoMsoNII and R. FORTUNEL,
the fame of which has reached German science, and one of which at least is, in
my humble opinion, truly splendid, although inclining to the paler tints. 1 have
some plants of this strain which I hope to bloom, under glass, in a week or two.

Meanwhile Mr. Luscombe (than whom there has been no more enthusiastic
Rhododendron grower), informs me that ‘* his first flowering plant disappointed
him sadly, but three really good ones, out of twelve or fourteen, have (uite
satisfied him.”

One seedling, named DivoNIENsE, has heen presented to Mr. Harry Veitch,
and Mr. Luscombe has some hundreds still to bloom. It remains to be
seen whether these plants will prove hardy under our skies.

I shall have great interest in pitting the FORTUNE! hybrids of Devonshire
against the AuckLanDpi1 hybrids of Edinburgh, and both of them against my
own hybrids of both strains, hopefully trusting to Girtner’s dictum: ‘' most
hybrids can bear a more intense degree of cold than their parents, and have more
tenacity of life.”

It is known that the late Mr. Standish raised seedlings between R. AUCKLANDII
and some of his hardy varieties. Two of these appeared last year at the Horti-
cultural Gardens, and one received a First-class Certificate.

Nothing was said as to their parentage, but to a practised eye it was obvious.
The plants were not very well grown, but were said to have stood the severity of
winter. They should be shown in better form again.

R. TuowMsoNII, mentioned above, and named after the distinguished and
lamented botanist, whom I had the pleasure and the honour to know, deserves
more favour than it seems generally to find. The Dbrilliant crimson of its colour
is well nigh unrivalled, and the graceful fall of its bells in a well-grown plant is
indeed beautiful. It has shortcomings, nevertheless, which invite to diligent
culture for improvement. Seed of this species has been often introduced from
various localities in India, and among others by Mr. Elwes, and, still better,
plants have been raised from English-grown seed.

Enthusiastic hybridisers seem to forget how much in the way of variety and
improvement may be effected by merely breeding their species in Europe true
for several generations.
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Under the altered circumstances of cultivation and climate, see 1gs of
Rhododendrons, although bred true, vary inm an extranrdinary degree. Long
ago Sir W. Hooker observed that ‘ no one who has ¢ vated the Himalayan
Rhododendron on a large scale can fail to be struck w the numerous sports
which have already started off from R. CILIATUM, I)ALHOUSIE, CAMPANULATUM,
and ArRBor:UM, and which will no doubt soon be accounted as species by
nurserymen.”’  The accuracy of this observation has been abundantly preved

by much that I have heard and seen.

As far as I can gatber, England and Sco nd ard Irelar and Belrium and
Germany and Italy, w: soon have interesting and  ffering tales to t

J. H,
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GARDENERS' CHRONICLE, April 9th, 1881,

What shall I say of R. DaLHOUSLE, named after the unfortunate Lady
Dalhousie,* who died of sea sickness on her voyage home from India? Thelarge
scented flowers, often compared with the white Lily, L. candidum, command
‘universal admiration ; but then the habit of the plant is frequently so bad, so
leggy, and so shapeless, that people tire of growing it. The reason of the habit
is well explained by the frontispiece to Sir J. Hooker’s SikxkiM RHODO-
DENDRONS, where the plant is seen as an epiphyte on the branches of a tree,

stretching out to reach the light. Alter the habitat, and you may perhaps
modify the habit.

As a fact T have seen many specimens of R. DaLHOUSIE, shapely and fairly

compact, and in a few more generations of plants we may probably reap the fuller
result of terrestrial cultivation.

Several other Himalayan Rhododendrons, as distinguished from the Malayan
species, often grow as epiphytes, although Focke seems ignorant of the fact.

R. EDGEWORTHII, PENDULUM, and NUTTALLII are instances; whereas on
R. camMpYLOCARPUM an Orobanche in turn grows parasitically.

R. DALHOUSLE is comparatively familiar to the Anglo-Indian, for it is one of
the four species which grow in the vicinity of Darjeeling. This is probably the
species which Colonel Godwin Austen saw growing on trees in parts of Assam.
In the HiMaLaYAN JouRNals,t we find the following description: “On the
branches of a Magnolia, and on those of Oaks and Laurels, R. DALHOUSLE grows
epiphytically, a slender shrub bearing from three to six white lemon-scented
bells, 44 inches long, and as many broad, at the end of each branch. In thesame
woods R. ARBOREUM is very scarce, and is outvied by the great R. ARGENTEUM,
which grows as a tree 40 feet high, with magnificent leaves 12 to 15 inches long,
deep green, wrinkled above and silvery below, while the flowers are as large as
those of R. DaLHoUSLE, and grow more in a cluster. I know nothing of the kind
that exceeds in beauty the flowering branch of R. ARGENTEUM with its wide-
spreading foliage and glorious mass of flowers.” It suffices to say, in passing,
that R. Darnousi®, under cultivation, has improved upon this description,
whereas R. ARGENTEUM has fallen short. But of this latter T shall have more
to notice presently.

Here is another description of R. DaLnousi®: ‘‘ Epiphytes were rarer "
(at Pacheem, near Darjeeling, at an elevation of nearly 7,300 feet), ** still I found
white and purple Ccelogynes and other Orchids, and a most noble white Rhodo-
dendron, whose truly enormous and delicious lemon-scented blossoms strewed
the ground.”

* Susan, wife of first Marquis of Dalthousie, Gov.-Gen. of India, 1847-56.
She died 6th May, 1853.
t Vol. L, p. 126. .

14







The Rhododendron SHocicty Notes.

habit is exaggerated. In GARTENFLORA, Vol. X1V, 21,a R. “ [.INDLEYL,"” raised
by Stanwick, is mentioned, which seems to be a dwarf type of R. DALHOUSLE.

In two different places double flowers* of R. DaLnoUsLx: have been produced.
I have not seen them, but they are much praised, and indicate the tendency of
the species towards variation.  Mr. William Bull and Messrs. Henderson have
some interesting seedlings. The best grown plant of the species known to me in
the neighbourhood of London is now about to bloom in the Nursery of the
Messrs. Jackson, of Kingston ; but 1 shall be very glad to hear of other hne
specimens, and any peculiarities connected with them.

J. H. M.

* Mr. Knight, of IFloors Castle, reported a double-flowered R. DALHOUSLE in the
GARDENERS’ CHRONICLE, for June 6th, 1880.
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2nd.—All the well-known and vigorous hybrids are derived from unions wi
scaly species. Unions with scaleless species are, I confess, not unknown to me,
but they are far more difficult to accomplish, and produce weaker offspring ;
whereas the seedlings of the other cross are often even more vigorous than true-
bred secdlings of cither species. It must not, however, be supposed that I am in
a position to lay down any general law, at all events at present, on this point.

J. H. M.

P.S.—Since writing the above I have been to Kew, and find that the small
plant of R. Auckranpi has burst into bloom, and such bivom ! Mr. Binder
measured for me a single flower, and it was 6! inches across.

Four trusses have seven flowers eacl, and others less. The unopened fiowers
have a tinge of rose.

80









The Riobodendron Hociety FPotes.

GARDENERS’ CHRONICLE, June 11¢h, 1881,
RHODODENDRONS AT LAMORRAN.

A journey from London to Truro is no joke, but I determined to take it a
fortnight ago for the purpose of seeing Mr, Boscawen’s Rhododendrons.*

Apart from his kind and very hospitable invitation, I felt that I was bound
to pay my respects to one who had long preceded me in the culture of our favourite
plants, who *‘ had been collecting the species and hybrids for nearly forty years,"”
and who was, doubtless, able to show me many interesting specimens, and give
much valuable information. Fresh from the Rhododendrons of North Britain,
I was well pleased to see those of Cornwall also. I broke my journey at Exeter,
where I visited the very excellent flower show.

: Mr. Robert Veitch took me over his nursery, which carried off at Kensington

the other day a First-class Certificate for R. EXONIENSE. Of this hybrid
(R. ciLIATUM crossed by R. VEITCHIANUM) I saw a plentiful young stock. I had
previously seen the show plants in town, and hailed the award as an encourage-
ment to Rhododendron growers. 1f my opinion is of any value, I can testify to
the accuracy of the description, having myself raised seedlings of the same cross.
The size of R. VEITCHIANUM is lost, but the plant is compact, neat, and very
floriferous, and the foliage is highly ornamental.

Mr. Boscawen lives some eight miles from Truro. My drive from thence lay
through woods blue with Bluebells, and hedgerows pink with the red Lychnis,
and then through Lord Falmouth’s Park. A steep dip through woods brought
me to the house, which stands near the bottom of the narrow valley, with a sheet
of purest water, famed for trout, below. The Rhododendrons and the Pinuses
clothe the steep slope behind the house, and the former fringe the wooded heights
on the other side of the water. This narrow wooded valley opens into the
valley of the river Fal, and the sea is a mile or two away. The soil is not naturally
favourable for Rhododendrons, but Mr. Boscawen has found, as I have, that
leaf-mould and cow-dung can do wonders. Good peat is scarce and very
expensive, and yet many of the plants seemed to be models of health and vigour,
with very little peat, I fancy, to grow in. The winters, too, are not so gentle,

* Rev. The Hon. John Townshend Boscawen, the brother of the late Lord
Falmouth and Rector of Lamorran, a very sma.’ living within the grounds of
Tregothnan. He died in 1889, and his Rhodadendrons and other plants
were then sold. A large majority of them thus passed into Cornish hands
and many are still alive.—C.C.E.
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can never be properly worked up ?  Still winding up the grassy slope, where the
Rhododendrons and Azaleas were ever and anon varied by a Palm, a crimson
Maple, or clumps of Lilium giganteun, with last year’s flower-stalks towering
aloft, we reached R. FULGENS, in great beauty, not of blossom but of foliage,
the young shoots brilliant with crimson bracts.*

The plant was a picture of health, although no fine blossoms were visible,
nor the curious plum-coloured capsules so characteristic of the species.

For the former I was too late, for the latter doubtless too early. Alongside,
to my utter horror, stood the blackened skeleton of what I had long hoped to see,
that plant of R. AUCKLANDII, over trusses of which the editorial pen of this
journal (May 18th, 1878), had indulged in unmeasured ecstasies.

The classic plant seemed not absolutely dead, but blasted and black. Was
it the frost? Was it an untimely removal? Was it lack of nourishment?
My host seemed in doubt. Who can describe our lamentations over the ruins,
which I am to try, however imperfectly, to replace out of my home nursery ? A
consolation was at hand. Hard by I spied the most charming little bush of
R. camMpyLocarRPUM I ever beheld. No wonder that Sir J. Hooker fell in love
with thespecies ! About three feet high, I think, the bush was covered thick with
its primrose bells, not quite so yellow as those I had seen in Edinburgh, but
exquisitely lovely. This sight alone well rewarded me for my long journey, and
I must impress upon my readers that this species seems to be exceptionally hardy.
With me the young shoots, often tenderer than the blossoms, have resisted frosts
before which those of R. THOMSONII, its nearest ally (the sheep browse on both
on their native mountains), have succumbed.

Still I must beware of falling into the common error of generalizing from an
experience of only four or five plants of either species. I cannot too often repeat
that seedlings from even the same batch of seed greatly vary in point of hardiness,
and that different years affect different plants in an inscrutable manner. One is
taken and another left, we scarcely know why. The moral of courseis: ‘' Grow
plenty of specimens, and plant them in different situations.”

Two plants of R, THOMSONII were next examined, and various smaller ones of
Sikkim and Bhotan species, but I saw no more in bloom. Mr. Boscawen has
much valuable lore on the early history of Rhododendron culture in this country,
and I dare say the garden at Lamorran wiil often furnish me with a fact or an
illustration in a future paper, but I feel I must not now trespass longer. As we
retraced our steps I was able to identify for my host a flowerless branch of
R. ForTUNEI, obtained in the neighbourhood (which I hope next year to explore
with him), and I was astonished to learn that R. ForMosuM had weathered
many winters in the open air.

A word on this before I close. R. FORMOSUM is, be it observed, a native of
comparatively low mountains in a hot climate (I am now hunting up in Griffith’s
ITINERARY and journals and elsewhere all I can find about it), and I have
always assumed it to be a tender species. It never rains, however, but it pours,

* Not bracts but scales of the leaf bud.—I.B.B.
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for on my return from Cornwall I found a plant, almost leafless, but blooming,
in a Torquay garden, and in the pages of a contemporary I saw last week the
species recorded as hardy in Argyleshire. Moreover, Mr. Charles Smith, Jun.,
of Guernsey, famous for his Ixias, and a most intelligent young man, to whom
it was a real pleasure to show my plants, informed me that R. FORMOSUM was
hardy in his island. -

It would be very interesting to obtain, and I should be grateful for any
further information tending to show the hardiness of this species, which is
sometimes called R. ForMosuM and sometimes R. GiBsonI1 ; but let informants
be careful to identify the species. I was once mightily amazed to hear that
R. MADDENII was hardy ; on enquiry and inspection it turned out that the plant
was not R. MADDENTII at all, but a hardy variety called MADDEN’s ARGENTEUM |

J. H. M.
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GARDENERS' CHRONICLE, June 18¢h, 1881,

Each time I visit the Edinburgh Botanic Garden I admire them more and
more, although on the first occasion Professor Balfour kindly did the honours,
and showed me all the treasures, including magnificent views over the modern
{\tl}:ns_.l But I must confine myself to Rhododendrons, as I saw them early
in April,

In the shrubberies there was blooming R. pauricuM, which often gives, and
gave me this year, a gleam of brilliant colour across the snow. This species
and RHODORA CANADENSIS should be oftener seen than they are. I did not
observe very many signs of havoc among the hardy Rhododendrons. Indeed,
I have learnt to envy, in some respects, the climate of North Britain for these
plants. The foliage of many, however, and the buds of some, told the tale of
the cruel winter through which we have passed, but from which we are emerging,
if the truth be told, better than we expected.

In the houses I found that Rhododendrons were not neglected, R. NIVEUM
and several of the ARBOREUM and caucasicUM type were in bloom, and there
was good promise of bloom from R. NuttaLLil and DaLHousLE, I have since
received stamens of both these species, but containing little or no pollen, strikingly
different in this respect from those received from South Britain.

I observed last year the same imperfect development of the stamens of
R. NutrtaLLll, received from Edinburgh. Is it attributable to the climate, in
which I am told KALMIA LATIFOLIA has ceased to bloom ?

A large plant of R. “WALKERL" (so-called) came, I believe, from the
famous collection of Miss Walker, which was broken up and sold at her death.

In a house in the garden of the Lawson Company the beautiful primrose bells
of R. cAMPYLOCARPUM were opening. Sir J. Hooker says of this that ** when
loaded with its inflorescence of surpassing delicacy and grace it claims precedence
over its more gaudy congeners, and it has always been regarded by me as the
most charming of the Sikkim Rhododendrons.”

Messrs. Dickson & Co. take a lively interest in the culture of greenhouse
Rhododendrons. A very fine plant of R. THOMSONI! was in bloom, and there
were large specimens of R. LoNcIFoLIUM* and R. Hobcsonrt, which last is
a rare and beautiful species. R. LONGIFOLIUM is perhaps the shyest among all
the shy bloomers of Sikkim Rhododendrons, and I do not recommend it to
elderly amateurs, to whom, however, the grand foliage, silver beneath, offers
no slight compensation.

Grafting may doubtless mend this habit, but I have painful recollection of
the many years Mr. Binder, of the Temperate-house at Kew, and I, have watched
for bloom on our respective seedling plants of the species. Messrs. Dickson

* R. rLoNGIFOLIUM was one of Booth’s plants, see Article from THr GARDEN,
April 8th, 1882, below.—1.B.B. Figured in BoT. MaG. 6948.
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have many more Rhodocendrons which well deserve notice, and among others
a seedlins bybrid with scented leaves, the blossoms of which were kindly sent to
me fere, : arrived, unfortunately, in too imperfect a condition to enable me to
ju e ol zir excellence.

Before my pen leaves Scotland, let me thank Mr. Ienry Knight for his
remarks on hybrid Rhododendrons, and their powers of endurance. 1 hope
before long to furnish my readers with a list of the hardiest of the hardy hybrids.
I, too, have been astonished this spring to observe the glorious scarlets and
purples and whites offering so brilliant a display.

On my return South, 1 visited Messrs. Backhouse’s Nursery at York, and
was interesting to find that Mr. Backhouse, too, had a strong taste for Rhodo-
dendrons, but the Alpine species were naturally his special hobby. He was
anxious to learn all about R. FuLGrns, which was growing, though not
blooming, on his rockery, and in a private corner he showed me young plants of
R. curysaNTnum, that very rare yellow species.  This seemed the very place
for the Himalayan Alpine kinds, such as R. N1vaLE and R. rumiLuM, and other
tiny beauties to thrive in company with R. Cuamacistus and the well-known
Rosks pEs ALPES, of which 1 bought a white variety. IFrom these reminders
of the abodes of snow I stepped into a house, and found before me an unusually
fine plant of R. VEITcHraNUM, which carried me at once to the tropics, so truly
catholic is this genus and so calculated to intercst every type of horticulturist
with some one or more of its 130 (see GENERA PLANTARUM) known species |

J. H. M.
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GARDENERS' CHRONICLE, July 9th, 1881,

A lover of Rhododendrons visits, as a matter of course, Mr. Anthony
Waterer’s Knap Hill Nursery, near the Woking Station. So well known is this
garden, that T need almost an apology for saying anything more about if.; yet,
perhaps some who have seen Mr. Waterer's Rhododendrons in Hyde Park and
the Botanic Gardens, may fancy that they have seen all that they could see at
Knap Hill. Such is not the case, however. Acres upon acres at the Nursery
are covered with the finest specimens, and the most interesting and beautiful
seedlings. The mass and breadth of colour, the variety of tints, the luxariance
and “ abandon "’ of growth, the happy intermixing of Pinuses and other trees,
raise the place to the dignity of one of the show places of England. As spring
rasses away into summer, the prevailing tints of this fairy spot shift and change
ike those of the dying dolphin. In the earliest days of early summer (and before),
all is aglow with the crimson hues drawn by the subtle hybridist from Rhodo-
dendron ARBOREUM and its allies. At such a time, in olden days, before the
commons were curtailed, one saw with the laureate—

‘“ A crimson cloud,
That land-like slept along the deep,”

the deep being the Heather in its dark and gloomy spring attire. As summer
advances, the purple tints derived from R. PONTICUM and CATAWBIENSE, Wwith
bold patches of dazzling white, obtain predominance. Then, too, the oranges
and yellows and scarlets of the AzaLEAs feast the eye, and perfume fills the air.
Last of Flora's gifts comes the coral KaLMiA, red or pink, according as it is bud
or blossom, and resting on its cool dark green foliage; and then, as notable a
sight as any, the uprising and unfolding of the young and tender shoots of the
tens of thousands of Rhododendron trees and bushes. Some are of the teaderest
green, others yellow-brown or rich with pink or ruddy hues. Some wave bright
scales which presently wither and fall away, and all cover up their now rotting
and unsightly blossoms with this fresh development of beauty. I know not but
that this is as interesting a sight as any.

The name of Waterer (both of the Knap Hill and Bagshot Nurseries), has
been so identified with the culture and extraordinary improvement for gardening
purposes of our most showy shrub, that I have often wondered that it Eas not
been embalmed as the name of some Rhododendron species, which will live when
hybrids, however showy and magnificent, have been superseded, and John and

elen and Frederic and Michael Waterer have yielded to newer names. It
had rained all day till 4 o’clock, but the clouds cleared ofi and the sun shone as
my brother and I reached Knap Hill, and did homage to the splendid Douglas
Fir near the gate. '

The crimscn period of the garden was just changing into the purple, As
proof of this, a gigantic bush of an early ponTICUM flanked by two whites at
once caught the eye. The effect was surprisingly s.perb, and taught the lesson,
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GARDENERS’ ‘CHRONICLE, July 9th, 1881.
RHODODENDRON CALIFORNICUM.

In the American Forests Report which appcared in your last number,
Professor Sargent speaks of RIIODODENDRON CALIFORNICUM, and asks ‘“ has this
plant been cultivated ?"” Yes. It was collected by Lobb, Messrs. Veitch’s
collector, and shown in 1855, and has been generally i<tributed by that firm ;
it is delicate pink with very dark leaves. My plant omed this year. T-st
year I crossed it wi  hardy hybrid JouN WATERER, and have a potf of
seedlings. (See BotanicAL MAGAZINE, tab. 4863).

J. H. M.
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ARBOREUM hybrids), you have the thick, succulent, tomentose leaf derived from
the Indian stock. Somewhat flimsy, on the other hand, but copious and wind-
withstanding, is the leafage derived from R. ponTICUM, which asserts its presence
in some of our best whites. Daler, blunter, rounder leaves, with revolute edges,
speak of CATAWBIENSE and cAUCASICUM blood, the former predominating in many
of our hardiest favourites, and the latter generally imparting a very short petiole,
and a dwarf and early habit.

R. MAXIMUM may manifest its influence by viscid stalks, a tight truss, leaves
curiously curled together in frosty weather, and an uncomfortable habit of
prematurely thrusting up its leaf-shoots among the blossoms,

Traces of CAMPANULATUM’S densely tomentose leaf (the species was selling
some forty years ago at five guineas the plant), are to be found in some gardens.
These and such-like discriminations may perhaps appear rather too nice and
speculative in view of the complicated crossing and re-crossing, which has taken
place among our modern Rhododendrons. Nevertheless no speculations are
misplaced which, in the multitude of our hybrids, make us think of the species
whence they come, and lend a charm to our travels wherever Rhododendrons
are found wild, even on such beaten tracks as near Gibraltar, and the countries
in the neighbourhood of Constantinople. In those two spots—or, to speak more
correctly, at the two ends of the Mediterranean basin, and nowhere else between
{a fact commented on by M. A. de Candolle as ‘‘ un fait curieux et d’une trés
grande importance pour la géographie botanique ”’), R. PONTICUM appears under
diverse forms and names. On searching the authorities, say from the plate of
Pallas downwards, and examining herbaria and living plants, a host of interesting
questions arises which one longs some day to solve on the spot. So is it with
the North American R. MAXIMUM and CATAWBIENSE, after a study of Pursh
and Bigelow and Asa Gray, etc.; and so is it still more with the puzzling R.
cAucasicuM, of which so many shams are in cultivation ; but the greatest subject
of our would-be travels and researches is not reached until we arrive at the vast
range of that last but mightiest factor, the grand R. ARBorrUM. Of this, for
the present, I must say no more than that, as 1 apprehend its prodigious range
and its numberless forms, I am persuaded that its history has yet to be written.
Along the west and east Himalayan slopes, through the Khasya Hills, on the
Nilgherries, in Ceylon, in Assam and Burmah, this species shows its glowing
fireball now to the eternal snows and now almost to the plains. But more of this,
I hope, anon.

Before concluding, one last word for Mr. Waterer's plants. We owe him
infinite thanks for the new phase of beauty which they have furnished fer our
gardens and our woods. With their aid many a barren hungry spot has this
year been blossoming like the Rose, and while the species have been damaged by
the winter, the hybrids have laughed Boreas to scorn. Nor let the jealous
botanists complain of the mixing and confusion of tle species.

Depend upon it that he who intelligently cultivates hybrids, or raises hybrids,
will be often thinking, both at home and abroad, ¢’ the specific types; from
species he will probably rise {o genera, from gener . to the whole science of
Botany, and perhaps contribute some day to extend its triumphs and its truths.

J.H M
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have escaped the observation of collectors who have gathered the same species
from different localities, from different elevations, or perhaps from different
sides of the same valleys. Such an explanation is surely more philosophical
than the notion that so many variations have arisen—not gradually, but all of
a sudden—from cultural influences. My readers will apprehend how interesting
botanically it is to find such a variety of types packed together in so small a
compass, for instance, as Sikkim; but they will, of course, remember the
character of the country and its climate, where Alpine and almost tropical
conditions occur side by side.

The Heaths at the Cape of Good Hope give an example of great variation
in the same family, but Dr. Beccari’s* remark on the Rhododendrons of Borneo
offers the best, and a very curious, analogy. His words are very striking :
* According to my personal observations it appears that almost every mountain
top in Borneo has its own special forms, which do not seem to spread themselves,
at least on the adjoining mountains.”

J.H M,

* Dr, Odoado Beccari’s work  Malesia,” to which Mangles so frequently refers, was
published at Genoa in 1877-1890 (3 vols).
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GARDENERS’ CHRONICLE, April 8th, 1882.

RHODODENDRON DALHOUSIA.

Will ynn nermit me to mention in vour journal, as I did to the Scient:

Committe: owed russ of R, ALuousixz to Messrs. Downie & Laird,
of Edinbu 'se ma cent plant 1 saw 'ast year in their Nursery. The
greenish-y m, as stated by Sir  Ho er, is the most ¢ mon in ¢ |-
vation, ar n its native haunts. The white form, curiously enough, is

10st exactly presented by a hybrid raised by Mr. Anderson-Henry be:zween
true species and R. FORMOSUM.

J.H. M
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THE GARDEN, September 241h, 1881,
THE GARDEN FLORA.

Plate CCCIII.—RHODODENDRON AUCKLANDII.
(Drawn in the Temperate-house at Kew, 1881).

Some years ago I wrote : ““ T would advise all Rhododendron lovers who do
not know R. AUCKLANDII to lose no time in examining Sir Joseph Hooker’s book,
and, better still, to visit Kew in May, in which month R. AUCKLANDII is generally
in bloom there.” Those who followed this latter advice last May, surely found
their reward in beholding the glorious bush, which bore the flowers figured on
the accompanying plate. In the Temperate-house a fine collection of Himalayan
Rhododendrons flourishes under the care of Mr. Binder, a true lover of the

enus, and among them all none surpass, and few equal, the species named by
Sir Joseph after Lord Auckland, once Governor-General of India, but which the
. BotaNicaL MacazINE, later on, described as a variety of R. GRIFFITHIANUM
(Wight).. (See tab. 5066.)

I have examined in the Kew herbarium the specimens of R. GRIFFITHIANUM
from Wight’s herbarium, from that of the late East India Company, and from
riffith himself, the discoverer), and although the flowers and the foliage are
ludicrously small in comparison with our plant and the AUCKLANDII specimens,
yet it is impossible not to observe a close technical resemblance. The same may
be said of the plate in Wight's ‘‘ IcoNEs.”

Whether this herbarium R. GRIFFITHIANUM has ever been cultivated is very
doubtful. I have never seen it, and my friend, Mr. Anderson-Henry, who has
plants labelled respectively R. AUCKLANDII and R. GRIFFITHIANUM, writes me
that there is no difference between them. Further, it is extremely probable that
all the plants which have hitherto bloomed in Europe are derived from Sir
J. Hooker's original consignment of seed, for, although the species does grow
within British territory, I believe with Mr. Sykes Gamble, conservator of Indian
forests (to whom I am indebted for seed), that it is very rare and difficult to come
by. Hence, for present horticultural purposes, we may keep out of sight
Griffith’s inferior Bhotan plant, and also the tree, 40 feet high, from which Mr.
C. B. Clarke, the eminent Indian botanist, gathered specimens. With Sir J.
Hooker this species is always a bush. He found it in two different localities
at least, in Sikkim-Himalaya in one with large flowers, in the other, * conspicuous
for the abundance rather than the large size of its blossoms.” Sir Joseph seems
to have gathered his seed where the larger type prevailed.

Nevertheless, the cultivated plants differ in certain respects among
themselves, although the difference falls very far short of what is observable in
their native haunts; The corollas are not quite alike in size or colour ; in some
the calyx is green, in others pink ; in some there is a strong and delicious scent,
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From Cantair Rogers, of River Hill, came R. FaLcoNEr1, with purplish
wers, a six  be corolla and twelve stamens. IFrom Mr. Luscombe (gardener,
Mr. Dawe), came trmsses of R. FORTUNEI, su osed to be crossed with
R. THoMsonII, but = parentage, so far as the atter species is concerned,

was not obvious.

Mr.  ngles also showed flowers of a hybr raised in . Pa i1's nursery
at Tooting, between ‘* CouNTESS 07 HappiNGtoN” and R. | GLWORTHIL
The flowers are .rge, tubular, white, with a dash of lemon at the base, and
sweet-scented.

R. + mxEcistus, a dwarf Al @ lime-loving species, with charming p
flowers.
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