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Preface

This monograph is based on my studies of two skts o
early botanical books, namely™2 editions of W.
Baxter’s British Phaenogamous Botarn({.834-43) and
J.E. Smith & J. Sowerby'&€nglish Botany(1832-40),
once the property of John Ruskin and re-ordered and
annotated by him. The volumes were purchased by the
Guild of St George in 2015. The monograph comprises
two papers that document my researches.

The first paper, originally published in the Gudd’
journal The Companioif2016), is a relatively short, non-
technical account of the research and serves as an
accessible summary of the detailed paper whiclovid!

The second paper, originally published in tReaskin
Review and BulletifvVol. 12, no. 1, 2016), documents a
detailed survey carried out in the Ruskin Library,
University of Lancaster, where the books were hduse
temporarily during 2015.

Minor corrections and editorial changes have beadan

to the two papers before publication here and new
Figures, commissioned from the photographer Hazel
Drummond to illustrate both papers, have been dlace
between them.

David Ingram

Lancaster & Edinburgh, 2016
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John Ruskin’s Botanical Books -
New discoveries and work in progress:
a summary

(The following short account, first published irhe
CompanionNo. 16, 2016, pp. 7- 11, is republished here,
with new figures and minor editorial changes and
corrections, to serves as an accessible summaieof
detailed survey which follows. | thank the EditérTtie
Companion for granting permission to reprint the
article.)

In August 2015 the Secretary wrote to Companiork wi
the exciting news that the Guild had purchased sets

of botanical books, which had once belonged to John
Ruskin. The books were subsequently transferred,
temporarily, to the Ruskin Library in Lancaster [b]
enable me to carry out a preliminary survey, baytare
now permanently housed in the Guild’'s Ruskin
Collection in Sheffield.

The first set turned out to be a missing link ia th
chain of Ruskin’s botanical studies, which ultinhate
found full, idiosyncratic expression in the two woles
of Proserpina(Works25). It comprised the six volumes
of a 2nd editionof British Phaenogamous Botany
[Flowering Plants], by William Baxter (Curator, @x&l
Botanic Garden), published between 1834 and 1843.
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Ruskin’s copy, which is listed in James Dearden’s
catalogue of Ruskin’s Library (2012), and mentiothgd
Collingwood inRuskinRelics(1903), is also referred to
by Ruskin in a letter dated 1855, to Jane Carliie,
which he says that while writinglodern Painters... |
became dissatisfied with the Linnaean, Jussieuad, a
Everybody-elsian arrangement of plants, and have
accordingly arranged a system of my own; and untoun
my botanical book, and rebound it in brighter greeith

all the pages through other, and backside foremast..
am now printing my new arrangement in a legible
manner, on interleaved foolscap. | consider this
arrangement one of my great achievements of the.yea

The copy ofBBaxter | studied Fig. 1, front
cover) was indeed bound in green half-calf, the
individual volumes being numbered and letterediih g
on the spine. The contents, if not ‘backside forstmo
were certainly not as Baxter intended. His origisi
volumes included all the plates, arranged in theloan
order in which they had been produced, with eachgbe
followed by a description of the species illustdaté&
series of indexes in the final volume then unifibe
whole work, taxonomically and alphabetically. In
Ruskin’s copy, all the descriptions had been sépdra
from their corresponding plates and bound together
Volumes 1 to 3, in their original order and witheith
original page numbering. The coloured plates were
bound separately, in Volumes IV to V$i¢), and had
been completely re-ordered and re-numbered.



It was evident that the volumes had once
belonged to Ruskin’s mother, Margaret, since séadra
the early pages of Volume 1 had been signed byirher
black ink and dated 1837Fi§. 3). Some of the
signatures show evidence of cropping, which
presumably occurred during Ruskin’s rebinding o th
work. The signatures were confirmed to be those of
Margaret Ruskin by the author, Stephen Wildman and
James Dearden, by comparison with signatures on two
letters in the Ruskin Library, written during th86Ds.
Although the Baxter was signed over thirty years
previously, there is no doubt that the signaturesevby
the same hand. The date 1837 is significant (Henry
Noltie has suggested) since Ruskin went up to @xifor
that year and it is possible that he and his mother
purchased the volumes together during his first ysa
an undergraduate.

Ruskin clearly intended that the re-ordered
Baxtershould be put to good use, for he took great care
in numbering and cross-referencing the descriptamns
plates. He retained the original page numbers ef th
descriptions of genera and species in Volumes 3, to
which were sequential throughout, but gave eachoa t
part cross-reference number comprising the newrvelu
and plate number for the illustration of the gerass
species referred to. Moreover, since the plates in
volumes IV to VI had been re-ordered, each wasmgae
new plate number and a two-part cross-reference
number, the latter leading the reader back to efevant
volume and page in Volumes 1 to 3.
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Thus, for example, page 1 in Ruskin’s Vol. 1 of
Baxter, which carries the description of Fritillary, hae
cross-reference number 5.8. This leads the reamler t
Ruskin’s Volume V, Plate 8, which is a coloured
engraving of the typical chequer-patterned flowefs
Snake’s Head Fritillary Kig. 4). The accompanying
cross-reference number 1.1 then leads the readkrtba
the description of Fritillary on page 1 of Volume 1

For me, the most thrilling discovery was that the
plates in Volumes IV to VI had been re-arranged by
Ruskin into entirely new Classes and Orders with
interleaved sheets of pale blue foolscap papetocsize,
just as he says in his letter to Jane Carlyle. Algh he
had retained the Linnean genus and species nammes (t
binomials) used by Baxter, he completely ignored
existing taxonomies for the higher levels of clasation
and grouped the plates into five Classes of his own
devising: I. Foils (flowers with un-joined petals);
Bells (with bell-like flowers); 1ll. Hoods (with hmded
flowers); IV. Grasses (true grasses and plants |tukt
like grasses); and V. Waywards (plants which hddcou
not fit into the previous four classes). Each loése
Classes was then subdivided into ‘Orders’, the
equivalent of modern plant Families, on the bagia o
variety of unrelated, idiosyncratic and subjectiviéeria
including, variously: petal number, shape and aglou
plant size or form; habitat (dry/wet land or water)
flower form or similarity to the apparel of partlau
people; inflorescence structure; uses, especiady a
medicines or food; undesirable properties (e.g.
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poisonous, weedy, spiny); and supposed represemtati
of particular human traits or conditions (e.g. tihass,
spitefulness, gender or old age). Explicity male
(stamens) and female (pistil) characters, whichewer
used in most scientific classifications at the timere
completely ignored.

Most of Ruskin’s criteria (characters) were too
variable, too subjective and therefore too unréiab be
used as the basis of a scientific classificaticat thkes
proper account of biological relatedness amonglfesyi
genera and species. Nevertheless, the scheme does
provide a witty and picturesque, rough and readyote
criteria that a non-scientist wishing to put a namen
un-named plant specimen might find useful.

It is not possible to reproduce the details of the
whole of Ruskin’s new classification scheme hend, b
Fig. 5, which is the page describing his ‘Class 1 (Fpils)
Order 1: Land Cing-foils’gives a sense of how the
descriptions were laid out on the pale blue intersl
pages,Fig. 6 shows a plate of ‘Trailing dog-rose’, a
typical example of a ‘Land Cing-foil’, anéig. 7 shows
a plate of ‘Ragged Robin’, a more unusual examphe.
following transcription of the Orders included ihet
class ‘Hoods’, however, gives a glimpse of Ruskin’s
medieval fantasy (and sometimes offensive) taxonomi
language of knights, dragons and monks.



Class 3. Hoods
Orders:

1. Monk’s Hoods. ‘Apt to be dangerous,
and connected with Snaps of Dragons, and Gloves
of Foxes. Type, the Arum; when ... [unreadable
word] ... and well hooded as the Arum, very
beautiful.” [E.g. Monk’s-hood and Purple
Foxglove.]

2. Knight's Hoods ‘Known by the
attached Spurs.’ [E.g. Columbine].

3. Sailor’'s Hoods ‘Arranged in clusters on
Masts, above leaves set like Mast heads on
“Tops”.’ [E.g. White dead-nettle].

4. Monkey’s Hoods‘Having a strange gift
of Imitation.” [Mainly Orchid family; e.g. Bee
Orchid and Monkey Orchid.]

5. Clustered Hoodg[E.g. Blue-bottle (now
Cornflower).]

6. Branching Hoods [Common
Marjoram.]

7. Old Ladies’ Hoods'Generally stooping
or creeping; and very good for making tea, or
medicinal draughts.” [E.g. Wild Thyme.]

8. Young Ladies’ Hoods ‘Generally
pleasant to behold, and serviceable in households
[e.g. Dyer's Green-weed]; but apt to be very
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troublesome in the form of Tares [e.g. Prickly
Rest-harrow]. Sometimes showing inclinations
towards gay bonnets’ [e.g. Everlasting Pea].

The pages oBaxterare also scattered with cross-
references and marginal and textual notes written i
black ink in Ruskin’s unmistakable hand. The most
common, over forty, are cross-references to what is
cryptically referred to as ‘F'Higs. 8 & 9. These are
always in the form of a number sequence, but writte
various ways, including, for example: F.6.922; F. V
722; F.972 (6); F. 758/V; F.V.722; F. 7. 1/90 [=0D9
and F. 8. 1266. The identity of ‘F’ was a puzdédéegin
with, for it could refer to any one of a numberfloiras
and other botanical books in Ruskin’s library, byta
process of elimination | found that it always reéerto a
plate inFlora Danica a flora of great beauty in which
most of the plants illustrated are reproduced dife. |
was able to find a copy of this enormous, classickyw
edited by G. C. Oeder between 1776 and 1865, in the
Library of the Royal Botanic Garden Edinburgh.
Moreover, the plates in this copy were grouped in
exactly the same volumes as in Ruskin’s own copy.

The reasons for these cross-references were
rarely given, but most were to a plant of the sa®eus
as that described iBaxter ‘Conf.” and ‘conf.’, which
sometimes precede ‘F’, presumably mean ‘Confirmed’,
referring maybe to an identification, etymological
derivation or idea. Since Ruskin did not acquire dopy
of Flora Danica until 1866, it is presumed that these
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cross-references were inserted during or after 1i3@6e
than ten years after the volumes were re-orderetl an
rebound. The cross -referencing may have occurred
during a period of feverish botanical activity foling
Ruskin’s acquisition of such an important and emgit
work asFlora Danica

Most other cross-references and annotations in
Baxter were to other botanical or Classical works in
Ruskin’s Library (as listed by Dearden, 2012) oe ar
comments on the text, sometimes in Greek s¢Rgs.

11 & 12). Most concern the origins of botanical names
or terms, a popular subject of study at the time, a
evidenced by the large number of Baxter's own
etymological footnotes. Others concern the mediaina
practical uses of various species or are aesthetic
observations. | will quote just a few that stand ioumy
mind.

A typical etymological cross reference may be
seen on the plate oAndromeda polifolia Marsh
Andromeda, where Ruskin has written * ... Named
Andromeda by Linnaeus, because its haunts [mountain
marshes] are so exposed and desolate ... For acabunt
it, see Loudon’s Arboretum p. 1105. [In Greek
mythology, Andromeda was the daughter of Cepheus
and Cassiopeia. Her mother having said she was more
beautiful than the Nereids, Andromeda was chaioea t
rock to be ravaged by a sea monster, in orderaoapd
Poseidon. She was, however, delivered from thisulawf
fate by the hero Perseus, who subsequently manged
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After death Andromeda was placed among the stars.]

A most delightful non-etymological cross-
reference is to Ruskin’s first edition oBerarde’s
Herball, published in 1597. On page 334 Bhxter,
which deals with the genu&ubus (Blackberry R.
fruticosuy and Raspberry R. idaeup, Ruskin has
written: * ... Gerarde 1089. Note his odd taste 10R0.
(Fig. 8). Again | located a copy in the library of the
Royal Botanic Garden Edinburgh and much enjoyed the
privilege of looking up Ruskin’s reference in this
legendary herbal. On Page 1089, Gerarde refer®fo
the Bramble or black Berrie Bush’ an®&ubus ideus
(sic) The Raspis bush, or Hindberrie.” In the firstejot
on p. 1090, he alludes to the taste of ‘Bramblebeing
‘between sweet and sower, very soft and full ofirgg'a
and the taste of ‘Raspis or Framboise’ as ‘of tamste
very pleasant’. Odd taste indeed, as Ruskin suggest

The most intriguing cross-reference is to ‘My
Flora 1.21’, on the page daxterthat deals with the
GenusDelphinium No reason for the cross-reference is
given. The fact that no author is mentioned suggast
personal collection of pressed plants or botanical
drawings. It is not, however, thdora of Chamounithe
only book of pressed plants by Ruskin that | kndw o
nor, so far as can be ascertained, to 3asoy Flora
referred to in the diary notebook for 1856-9. Tthenitity
of this work therefore remains a mystery.

An example of an internal cross-reference forms
part of the description on p. 201 of the gebuiesera—
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the Sundews — which are insectivorous (i.e. carows)
plants. Beside Baxter's footnote about the [protein
degrading enzyme] exudates from their leaves Ruskin
has written in the margin ‘Conf 209’, a referenceat
page concerned with another genus of insectivorous
plants, Pinguicula—the Butterworts. At the top of this
page Ruskin has written ‘Conf. Drosera. 201’, tgkin
him back taDrosera This is notable for being one of the
very few annotations suggesting any scientific @sity

and also because several plant®wiguicula one with
characteristic violet flowers, appear in the bottoght
foreground of the portrait of Ruskin by John Everet
Millais, started in 1853 during their ill-fated grito
Scotland and completed in 1854.

A nicely calculated insult to an artist occurs on p
177, verso, where a footnote marked by Ruskin thks
story of how the seventeenth-century French artist
Charles Le Brun left a painting with a thistle inet
foreground to dry outdoors, resulting in the canveisg
eaten by a passing donkey. The writer suggested_tha
Brun well deserved this high praise from nature{ bu
Ruskin clearly disagreed and added: ‘!! Of Le Bairmall
men! The least able or willing to do a bit of shiiié.’

In addition to the annotations on the text, twenty-
four plates are annotated to greater or lessemgxie
particular the first few plates in Volume IV. Rusle
hand-written notes and comments are fitted arotmed t
illustrations and mainly relate to the habitat, tragins
of names or uses. Typical examples are showigs.
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13 &14. It seems that having written comments on these
few plates Ruskin lost interest in the enterpriséoand
another, more attractive project to absorb hisgiasr

Conspicuous by their absence in the annotations
and cross-references in the re-ordeBeckter, or in the
new classification itself, are any references @ works
of the many eminent late eighteenth- and early
nineteenth-century plant taxonomists. By turning hi
back on earlier classification schemes and the vadrk
contemporaries, and by failing to recognise anddbam
their strengths, Ruskin missed the opportunity hkat
re-classifying the plants illustrated Baxterand later in
writing Proserpina (1875-86), to make an enduring
contribution to plant taxonomic study. However, as
Collingwood observes iRRuskin Relics‘[His botanical
books all showed] his purely artistic and unscfemti
interest in natural history’, and it is Ruskin’sapt
classification from the point of view of a ninetéen
century artist, art critic, social thinker and nefer, and
writer, rather than a scientist, that makes therdered
Baxter, like the two volumes ofProserping so
fascinating and revealing.

The most significant cross-reference of all
appears on p. 14 of the descriptions, which is tbel/to
the Willowherbs, where Ruskin has written ‘Sowethy
495 ... (Fig. 9). This leads us to the second set of books
purchased by the Guild: the first seven volumesl{dg
with flowering plants) of a second edition of J.Snith
& J. Sowerby’s English Botany published in parts
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between 1832 and 1840, and usually known simply as
Sowerby(Fig. 2, back cover) Ruskin is known to have
owned first and third editions oSowerby but this
second edition has not previously been listed. Boun
with the Sowerbyis a seventh edition ofhe London
Catalogue Of British Plantspublished in 1874 by The
London Botanical Exchange Club, showing that the
Sowerbycannot have been re-ordered before this date.
This short work of only 32 pages, with each species
listed being numbered in sequence, was edited &y th
great taxonomic editor, H. C. Watson, and was ohten

as a standard for botanists, especially amateurs,
assembling and classifying their own herbaria and
collections and exchanging specimens with fellow
enthusiasts.

Volume | of the re-ordered and re-bound
Sowerby comprises, firstly, the unaltered.ondon
Catalogue followed by the descriptions of the genera
and species of all the flowering plants includedthe
first seven volumes ofowerby in the order in which
they were originally printed, but with all the pat
removed. Each of the pages of descriptions has been
numbered, in pencil, in a hand that resembles ohat
Ruskin, in sequence up to number 646.

Volumes [I-VIlI contain all the plates of the
flowering plants described in Volume I, but reaged
in the order in which the species are listed e London
Catalogue Each plate has been given a number, in
pencil, this being the number Tthe London Catalogue
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of the species illustrated. The numbers appearetinb
Ruskin’s hand, the distinctive sevens and eighiagoe
particularly useful in coming to this conclusion.

Bound in at the end of Volume | are several
narrow-lined manuscript pages divided into columns
with faint pencil lines. Listed in these, in blaok, in
‘Ruskin’s best hand writing’ (according to Stephen
Wildman) are all the Genera, in alphabetical order,
together with the number of the Volume in which the
plates for the genus may be found, the plate nuraber
the first or most familiar species of that genlissirated
and the page number in Volume | where the genus is
describedFig. 15).

There are also numerous, scattered marginal
annotations written lightly in pencil in Volume h@ on
the plates in Vols. II-VII. Many of these refer ptaces
close to Cambridge and appear to be in the hamd(s)
someone other than RusKifig. 16).

Perhaps, by 1874, all Ruskin’s creative and
critical botanical energies had been exhaustedhe t
writing of Proserpinaand by illness, so that he was
willing to accept without challenge H. C. Watson’s
elegantly uncomplicated and pragmatic, but ceryaioit
simplistic, 1874 scheme of classification of plamsis
London Catalogue Whatever the reason, he was
apparently prepared to re-order a second edition of
Sowerbyaccording to its recommendations and to devote
considerable time and energy to compiling a detaile
comprehensive and neatly written index to fac#ittte
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use of the volumes. In short, the re-ordefaverby
seems to provide a gentle and clear end point 8kiRs
botanical explorations.

To return to the significance of tH&owerby
cross-reference iBaxter, which had been re-ordered in
1855 or earlier: this is a reference to Plate 485,
Chickweed Willow-herb (actually in Volume 3, notad
Ruskin mistakenly wrote) in the re-ordered second
edition of Sowerbypurchased by the Guil@Fig. 10).
The cross-reference iBaxter must have been inserted
after 1874, the earliest date for the re-bindingttu#
Sowerby and provide strong evidence to support the
assumption that Ruskin owned and re-ordered the
volumes of bottBaxterandSowerby A previous owner
of the books has noted this important cross-reterefor
a note on a slip of paper has been inserted a P& of
Sowerbywhich reads ‘Cross-ref. from Baxter 1.14.

Finally, and intriguingly, slipped into one ofeth
volumes of Sowerbywas a separate, four-page, hand-
written letter, dated ‘October 3rd 1920’, addressed
‘Dear Frank’ (who seems to have been a Cambridge
botanist) and signed ‘W.G.R.’, of Aston Botter&hlop.
Most of the text is taken up with lists of plantghich
were found while the writer was with the recipient
between ‘Aug 26 and Sept 11'. Some species areadark
with a ‘w’, which the writer says ‘stands for Wiake
(the fen near Cambridge). It is possible that ‘kiramas
responsible for some or all of the pencil annotetim
Sowerby many of which link particular species with
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locations close to Cambridge, but this cannot be
concluded with certainty. The identities of ‘W.G.Bnd
‘Frank’ (there were at least four eminent botanmstsed
Frank with Cambridge connections alive in 1920) a@m

to be discovered, as does the authorship of theilpen
annotations irsowerby—work still in progress.

Note

| thank the Master, Clive Wilmer, and former Seangt
Stuart Eagles, for making the transfer possible ted
staff of the Ruskin Library, University of Lancastéor
their invaluable help and support throughout theoge
of study. | also thank the staff of the Royal Batan
Garden Edinburgh Library for providing access te th
early botanical books mentioned. A full accounttiod
research was published in the Spring 2016 issubeof
Ruskin Review and Bulletin

David Ingram is Honorary Professor, Edinburgh and
Lancaster Universities.
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Illustrations

Fig. 3.

Margaret Ruskin’s signature and the date, 183#henitle page of
the original Volume Il ofBaxter, now part of the rebound and re-
ordered Volume 1.
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Fig. 4.

il ? q
Aprtl @l el he seeuh neealocs -
Zibpeinn . (Uit ondley ety o\ i Bl
Gomoca Frilille ce . aeeel Telipen)
‘k,' - (R

TRITILLARIA MELEAGRIS.~ SWAKE'S HEAD. U

by Wb Btanie Gorden Ofind 1173

Annotated Plate 8 iBaxter, showingFritillaria meleagris, Snake’s
Head (Fritillary). Note the cross reference, indimg that the
description of this species may be found on pagd Yolume 1
(sic.), and the hand written plate number in thp tmght hand
corner.
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Fig. 5.

The first of Ruskin’s intercalated, hand writtem (blue foolscap)
pages from Baxter. This page introduces his Cla@soils), Order
1: Land Cing-foils.
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Fig. 6.

6%4 arvvgnacs. flwﬁiy@‘}&wa Y

Cllathema Dl f5e;, Pubgy WEwiter etante Gemion Oyfird 763

Rosa arvensisTrailing Dog-rose (now Field Rose), a typical fica
Cing-foil', Plate 1 (Volume 1V) of Ruskin’s reorded and rebound
Baxter
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Fig. 7

LYCHNIS ¥LOS CUCULL RAGGED ROFIV. L
e

£ 3tabhews, D15

Plate 20 ofBaxter showing Lychnis flos-cuculi Ragged Robin,
which, according to Ruskin, ‘is exceptional in foffor a Cing-foil]

but would not go into any other class’. One of floavers has been
outlined with a pentagon, presumably to emphasizefive-petal

form.
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Fig. 8.

Cross-references on page ‘(334) Rdxter,to ‘F.V. 788’ (Ruskin’s
copy Flora Danica, Volume V, Plate 788 Rubus idaeus
Raspberry]) and the 1st edition (1597) Gierarde’s Herball
concerning ‘Bramble or Black Berrie Bush’ ariRiubus ideus(sic.)
the ‘Raspis bush or Hindberrie’. See text for dstdilote that the
hand written cross-reference ‘4.16’ above the pageber refers
the reader to Plate 16 in volume IV Béxter (‘Rubus fruticosus
Shrubby  Bramble. Common  Blackberry.  Bumblekites.
Scaldberries’.).
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Fig. 9.

L. &8

(14.) ;f‘weuc») k. 495~
EPILO'BIUM*. (ad. T, 6.922

Linnean Class and Order. OcTA'NDRIAT, MoNOoGY'NIA.

Natural Order. ONAGrARIE. Juss.—Lindl. Syn. p. 107.;
Introd. to Nat. Syst. p. 56.—Rich. by Macgilliv. p. 522.; Loud.
Hort. Brit. p. 513.—Oxa’Gra, Juss. Gen. PL p.317.—Sm. Gram.
of Bot. p. 166.—EriLosia’cE®, Ventenat.

GEN. Caar. Calyx (fig. 1.) superior, of 1 sepal (monosepalous),
deeply divided into 4 oblong, pomted, coloured segments, which
fall off after flowering. Corolla of 4 petals (tetrapetalous), which
are dilated upwards, more or less cloven, spreading, and inserted
between the divisions of the calyx. Filaments 8, awl-shaped, from
the throat of the calyx ; 4 alternate ones shorter. Anthers oval,
compressed, blunt, attached by the back. Germen (fig. 2.) in-
ferior, cylindrical, slightly 4-cornered, very long. Style t_hread_
shaped. * Stigma thick, blunt, either undivided, or usually in four
deep, recurved segments. Capsule (fig. 3.) very long, bluntly
4-cornered, furrowed, with 4 cells, and 4 strap-shaped valves, with
central partitions. Seeds (fig.4.) numerous, small, oblong, each
crowned with a tuft of hairs. Receptacle (placenta) very long,
strap-shaped, 4-cornered (quadrangular), pliant, coloured, its angles
meeting the central partition of each valve.

Herbaceous plants, with simple, generally toothed, /leaves.
Flowers purple or rose coloured, axillary and solitary, or terminal
in leafy clusters or spikes. Seed-down silky.

The superior, deeply 4-cleft calyx ; corolla of 4 petals; and the
elongated, 4-celled, 4-valved capsule, with many bearded seeds ;
will distinguish this from other genera in the same class and order.

Nine species British.

EPILO'BIUM ANGUSTIFO'LIUM. Rose-bay Willow-herh.
Persian, or French Willow.

Spec. CHAR. Leaves scattered, strap-spear-shaped, veiny,
smooth. Flowers irregular, somewhat spiked. Stamens bent down

Cross-reference on page (14) of Baxter, (whichgdedth the genus
Epilobium Willowherbs), to ‘Sowerby’ and ‘F'Rlora Danica).
Significantly, the reference to ‘Sowerby’ is to ®la195 in the re-
ordered and rebound'®edition of Sowerbythat forms part of the
present study (see caption to Fig. 10 for furthetails). The cross-
reference to ‘F. 6. 922’ is to Volume 6, Plate @t2Ruskin’s copy
Flora Danica which is of Epilobium montanum(‘Broad-leaved
Willow-Herb").
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Fig. 10.

Plate 495 Epilobium alsinifolium ‘Chick-weed Willow-herb’) of
the re-ordered second edition 8bwerbythat forms part of the
present study. The plate is numbered in penciRuskin’s hand, in
the top right corner and is actually in Vol. 3, nbt as Ruskin
mistakenly wrote in his cross reference Baxter (see Fig. 9).
Epilobium alsinifoliumis species number 495 ifthe London
Catalogue(also part of the present study). The insertqucflipaper
indicates that a previous owner of the books hss @cognized the
importance of this cross-reference — see text éoaits.
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Fig. 11.

Fl. Scot. p. 77.—Grev. Fl, Edin. p.52.—Walk. FL. of Oxf. p. 60.—Mackay’s
Catal. of the Plants found in Ireland, p.23.— Fiola Martia inodora sylvestris,
Ray’s Syn. p. 364.—FViola canina sylvestris, Johnson’s Gerarde, p. 851.

LocaviTies.—In woods, thickets, hedge-banks, and heathy ground.—Very
common.
Perennial.—Flowers in April and May.

Root somewhat woody. Stem at first none, or very short ; after-
wards rising to the height of from 6 to 8, or 10 inches ; it is some-

ripe Capsule, and Style.—Fig. 3. Ripe Capsule, showing the three Valves, and
the Seeds. | |

# ¢ According to some, from Jon, (being the food of the metamorphosed Zo, )
the Greek appellation.—* 4 vi olendi,” (from the power of its scent,) accord-
ing to others.—And again, ¢ quod juxta vias nasci amat;’ because it loves
to grow by way-sides, where it introduces itself to the notice of passengers.”
Dr. Hooxkr.

Fig. 1. The five converging Anthers and two Spurs.—Fig. 2. The Calyx, un- i '
W\ }

CYR &:M Loy, Hhe dek cieleh . w2us

1 ~ . , §
ks ‘(‘“-J""YS‘ g)/ ﬂ\cw-o(fa. VA% L[Ié[ﬁ‘\ A 7-.5’((~ Henoede

J(r‘J(‘ Ay ‘tuJ: oﬂo“’\‘%(“'c . /}5‘ e "’yf”"&h o

IJ oy Ny >

The Greek/English manuscript annotation concertifigla canina
[Heath] Dog’s Violet’, on page 4 dBaxter— for explanation, see
text.
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Fig. 12.

The Greek manuscript annotations concerrifenziesia polifolia
‘Polium-leaved Menziesia’ (a Heath), on page 44®Bakter— for
explanation, see text.
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Fig. 13.
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TULIPA SYWESTRIS - wazp ropze

Extensively annotated Plate 9 Baxter, showingTulipa sylvestris
Wild Tulip.
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Fig. 14.

b 74 /L
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HYACINTHUS NON-SCRIPTUS. .HARE-BELL. UL
WA DilamelteDel.  Pub 4y W Baxter, Botenie Genden ogford. 1852, aMethamS:.

Extensively annotated Plate 11Baxter showingHyacinthus non-
scriptus,Hare-Bell (sic.). Note that Ruskin dedicated thpsaes to
St. George.
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Fig. 15.

~EAS Vol Aake Page :
Acen. 3 208 240 frsearia
Aceras 4 1241, 6%z Armeria
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Aronition 2 44 934 Arnodenis
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Aclea 2 4s 322 Arkamcaq 4 676
Achinocanfirs 4 1255 228 Y
Adian frerm / 1300 315 Aruwdo 517 b4
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The first page of Ruskin’s hand written index te tie-ordered and
rebound volumes ddowerby
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Fig. 16.

Anemone pulsatillaPasque Lily, Plate 6 in the re-ordered and
reboundSowerby Faintly visible at the top of the page is a pkenci
note indicating that this species was observecerchalky dyke of
the Devil's Ditch, an ancient earthwork near Camgpel. The hand
written plate number may be seen in the top righher of the plate.
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Ruskin’s Botanical Books:
A Detailed Account

Two early nineteenth century illustrated botanigarks,
said to have come from the library of John Ruskame
to light in private handsearly in 2015. These were later
acquired by the Guild of St Geofgand were made
available for study at the Ruskin Library, Lancaste
University, until late November 20f5.This is a
preliminary survey of the works, which are as foléo

W. Baxter, British Phaenogamous Botany; or Figures
and Descriptions of the Genera of British Flowering
Plants, 2" edition (Oxford: published by the author
1834-43). This comprises six volumes bound in green
half-calf, all lettered in gilt on the spinésland Plants.
Baxter. The individual volumes are also numbered and
lettered on the spine, in the sequené®l. 1; Vol. 2;
Vol. 3][sic. Arabic numberals]Vol. IV. Foils; Vol. V.

1 E. and T. Heydeman, whom I thank for their kindniesallowing
me to visit their home to examine the works betbesr sale and for
providing information about them subsequently.

2 Details may be found in a letter to Companionshef®uild of St.
George from the then Secretary, Dr. Stuart Eaglagd 21 August
2015. | warmly thank Dr. Eagles for first drawirigetvolumes to my
attention, the Managers of the Guild for agreemtheir purchase,
and the Master, Clive Wilmer, and Dr. Eagles failfeating their
temporary transfer to the Ruskin Library, Univeysif Lancaster.

3 | thank most warmly the staff of the Ruskin LibrgProfessor
Stephen Wildman, Ms. Rebecca Patterson, Ms. Digter &nd Ms.
Jennifer Shepherd) for their generous and unfasingport and
advice throughout the period of study. The bookshsw been
returned to the collection of the Guild of St. GgmrSheffield, UK.
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Bells. Hoods. Vol. VI. Waywards [sic. Roman
numerals] These volumes are hereafter referred to,
collectively, aBBaxter(Fig.1; front cover).

Also

J. E. Smith & J. Sowerb¥nglish Botany; or, Coloured
Figures of British Plants, With Their Essential
Characters, Synonyms and Places of Growth. The
Second Edition Arranged According to the Linnaean
Method, With the Descriptions Shortened, and
Occasional Remarks Addéidondon: Printed by Richard
Taylor, Red Lion Court, Fleet Street, for the Prefar,

C. E. Sowerby, 3 Mead Place, Westminster Road, -1832
1840), bound together with:

The London Catalogue Of British Plants. Published
Under The Direction Of The London Botanical
Exchange Club. Adapted For Marking Desiderata In
Exchange Of Specimens; For An Index Catalogue To
British Herbaria; For Indicating The Species Of labc
Districts; And For A Guide To Collectors, By Shogvin
The Comparative Rarity Or Frequency Of The Several
Speciesed. by H. C. Watson, Seventh Editiithe date

of publication, 1874, written in pencil after this]
(London: George Bell and Sons, 4, York Street, @Qbve
Garden) This is referred to hereafter dhe London
Catalogue.

Together these comprise seven volumes, bound in
green half-calf, all lettered in gilt on the spine:
Sowerby’s English Botanylhe individual volumes are
also lettered on the spine, in the sequeriet. I.

32



Description of Plate§including The London Catalogie

Vol. 1l. 1-272. Ranunculaceae-Linacea¥ol. Ill. 273-

551. Geraneaceae-Saxifragacead&/ol. V. 552-823.

Umbelliferae-Campanulacege. Vol.V. 824-1093.

Ericaceae-Chenopodiaceae. Vol. VI. 1094-1351.

Polygonaceae-EriocaulonaceaeVol. VII. 1352-1601.

Juncaceae-Gramina. These volumes are hereafter
referred to, collectively, asSowerby (Fig. 2; back

cover)?

The inside front covers of the first volumes of
Baxter and Sowerby indicate that they were once
purchased from Heffers, Cambridge, at a price &-£1
12-0 @Baxte) and £10-10-0 Fowerby. This was
probably about 70 years ago, the purchaser being
William Palmer (father of E. Heydem&na botanist at
Homerton College, Cambridge.

Detailed Description of Baxtér

* The original 2“ edition included four additional volumes dealing
with the non-flowering plants, but there is no &vide of these
having been owned by Ruskin.

®E. & T. Heydeman, personal communication.

® An unaltered ?' edition ofBaxter(l thank the staff of the Library
of the Royal Botanic Garden Edinburgh for allowing to examine
a copy there) comprises six volumes of engraveplaf British
flowering plants arranged in a numbered sequengdntyandom
taxonomic order. Each plate is followed by a sirgage printed on
the front and verso with the author’s taxonomiccdigsion of the
plant depicted. The facing pages of the descrigtare numbered
in sequence with the same numbers as the platelsith they
relate, but the versos are un-numbered. The LinGéass, Order
and Latin binomial of the plant described is gietithe head of
each page of text, together with the name of therabOrder
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Each of the first three volumes of Ruskin's re-
ordered and re-bound copy &axter comprises two
volumes of the descriptions only (all of the platesing
been removed) of the plant species covered in the
original work, each with its own index and numbered
sequentially through all the original volumes, bdun
together as follows: Vol. 1, the original Volumes |
(1834) and Il (1835); Vol. 2, the original Volumés$
(1837) and IV (1839); and Vol. 3, the original Volas
V (1840) and VI (1843). The pages have not been re-
ordered or re-numbered.

The title-page of Volume | of the original work is
signed at the top right with the name Margaret Ryshk
black ink. The final page of this volume is simijar
signed (bottom left), together with the date 1885 are
the title-page (bottom), the dedication page (tayty
and the final page of descriptions (bottom left) of
Volume Il (Fig. 3). The date beside the first sigma in
Volume | appears to have been cropped completely
during subsequent rebinding and two of the other
signatures show evidence of slight cropping. Ndnibe
subsequent volumes is signed.

(equivalent to the modern Family) to which the plaelongs and
the names of the authorities relating to this. Baslhme has
indexes of Latin and English names. The final vadumas an index
for all six volumes, giving volume and folio (plteumbers of
genera, arranged according to the Linnean Systeptant
classification. There are also overarching alphaakindexes of
Natural Orders, genera, species and synonyms, agiiske common
names, respectively. Thus the indexes of the finalme unify the
contents of all six volumes, taxonomically and alpétically.
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The signatures have been confirhembe those of
Margaret Ruskin by comparison with her signatunes o
two letters’ and although thdaxter was signed over
thirty years previously, the signatures are cleashthe
same hand. It is likely, therefore, that the editiof
Baxter re-ordered and rebound by Ruskin was once
owned by his mother (see footnote 16). The dat& 183
significant (drawn to my attention by Henry Noltie)
since Ruskin went up to Oxford in that year andsit
possible that he and his mother purchased the \asum
together during his first year as an undergraduate.

Volumes IV, V and VI ofBaxter include all the
coloured Plates of the plant species referred tohen
rebound Volumes 1-3 (i.e. the six original Voluméds)t
these have been re-ordered and divided up intoegnti
new ‘Classes’ and ‘Orders’, presumably devised by
Ruskin, by interleaved pages of wide-lined blue grap
(some with evidence of a Britannia [foolscap]
watermark), each bearing a manusérigescription of
the appropriate category in black ink (see below).
However, significantly, the original genus and spec
binomials used by Baxter have been retained thrawugh
These volumes are smaller than Volumes 1-3 and have
clearly been significantly cropped during bindirnged
footnote 12).

" By the author, Professor Stephen Wildman and &ned
Dearden.

8 To Mrs. Richardson, one with the address Norwaatidated 2%
June 1862 and the other from Denmark Hill and dagtNov.
1864; Ruskin Library, Lancaster University (L6).

® Confirmed to be in the hand of John Ruskin by &sér Stephen
Wildman and Dr. James Dearden.
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Other manuscript annotations in black ink in
Ruskin's han are: page and plate numbers and cross-
reference numbers; marginal cross references tespag
the same work and to other works, mainly in Ruskin’
own library!* and marginal and textual notes and
comments. It seems likely that the page and plate
numbers and the details of the new classificatibthe
plates were inserted at the time of re-binding, thete
are clear indications (see below) that some, pearhap
most, of the other annotations were inserted latet
possibly at different times.

The volumes ofBaxter are almost certainly the
ones referred to by Ruskin in a letter to Thomabs.
Carlyle? probably written in 1855, in which he states
that: ‘... ... During the above mentioned studies of
Horticulture [in  connection with writing Modern
Painter§ | became dissatisfied with the Linnaean,
Jussieuan® and Everybody-elsian arrangement of
plants, and have accordingly arranged a systemyof m

19 Confirmed by Professor Stephen Wildman.

1 James Deardeithe Library of John RuskifThe Oxford
Bibliographical Society, 2012).

12 This letter is quoted in the Introduction to Volei of the
Library Edition, page xlix, as being to Mrs. Carlyle and is also
referred to as being to Mrs. Carlyle in Volume XXK¥yage 183, in
the introductory remarks to the letters writtemfr®enmark Hill in
1855. A transcript is also includedTine Correspondence of
Thomas Carlyle and John Ruskéd. by George Allan Cate
(Stanford University Press, 1982), where it is saibe from
‘Ruskin to Carlyle’ and dated ‘ca. October 1855,

13 Carolus LinnaeusSpecies Plantarurtl753); Antoine Laurent de
JussieuGenera Plantarum, secundum ordines naturales ditpos
juxta methodum in Horto Regio Parisiensi exara{dmg9).
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own; and unbound my botanical book, and rebourd it
brighter green, with all the pages through otherd a
backside foremost — so as to cut off the old paging
numerals; and am now printing my new arrangemeat in
legible manner, on interleaved foolscap. | consithes
arrangement one of my great achievements of the.yea
..." This letter clearly fixes the date of the re-ertg
and re-binding as being during or immediately befor
1855.

Collingwood also mentionsBaxter in Ruskin
Relics** where he writes (my italics): ‘... The rest of his
library representsiot so much his professed occupation
as what you might call his hobbiego the left, within
reach of the writing-table all is Botany, and
[significantly] not very modern botany either ...
Opposite you find more botany; the nineteen massive
folios of Florae Danicae Descripto [referred to
extensively in Ruskin’s annotations @&axter — see
below]... the three dozen volumes and index of
Sowerby’'s English Botany [but not the edition that
forms part of the present study - seewerby below],
the six volumes of Baxter'lsland Plants ... ... and so
forth; all showing his purely artistic andiriscientifi¢
interest in natural history.’

Baxter was described by Dearden (2012)and
later in his 2015 Suppleméftfollowing the emergence

4 W.G. Collingwood, ‘Ruskin’s Library’, Chapter Xih Ruskin
Relics(London: Ibister & Co., 1903) p. 188.

15 See note 11, No. 170.

16 James Dearden, First Supplemerithe Library of John Ruskin
The Ruskin Review and Bulletifol. 11, No. 1, Spring 2015.
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of the volumes in private hands. He notes the Garly
letter, the mention iRuskin Relicand a reference in a
letter to Lady Trevelyad dated 1865. (I presume that
the letter referred to is the one dated ‘Summel5186
which Ruskin asks for Lady Trevelyan’'s opinion on a
variety of ‘Golden rod’, stating that: ‘I can’t fhit in
Sowerby. Baxter says the stem of G.R. is angulais iB
round and the leaves are jagged — not smooth-eqiged
his drawing and Sowerby’s’. It is interesting ta@that

in a previous letter to Lady Trevelyan, dated ‘Eofd
May 1865’ [also see Note 17] which does not reter t
Baxter, Ruskin nevertheless states that: ‘I wantuto
botany upside down — it is so stupid as it is’.¢ fidrther
suggests that an entry in John James Ruskin’s atcou
book in 1844 for £2 2s. could refer to the finallMoe

of the set [i.e. the original Vol. VI, includinggiks].

Numbering and Re-numbering of the Pages and Plates
in Baxter

Each of the facing pages of the descriptions of
genera and species in Ruskin’s Vols. 1-3 Bxter
retains the original page number, printed in pdresgs
near the top. These pages were numbered sequentiall
throughout all of Baxter’'s original six volumes and
since they were not re-ordered by Ruskin, did aquire
new manuscript page numbers. Each of the pages of

" Reflections of a Friendship: John Ruskin’s LetterPauline
Trevelyan, 1848-66d. by Virginia Surtees (London: George Allen
& Unwin, 1979), letter no. 197, p. 248 (see alsdieano. 196, pp.
247-8).
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descriptions has also been given a two-part maipiiscr
cross-reference numb&tjmmediately above the printed
page number. This comprises the new (i.e. assityyed
Ruskin) volume and plate numbers for the illustrags)
of the genus or species referred to.

Each of the re-ordered plates in Ruskin’s Vols. IV-
VI has also been given a manuscript plate numbeéraan
two-part, manuscript cross-reference number. Ttierla
leads the reader back to the volume and page for th
descriptions of the appropriate genus and species i
Ruskin’s Vols. 1-3.

Thus, for example, page (1) in Ruskin’s Vol. 1 of
Baxter, which carries the description of the genus
Fritillaria, has been given the manuscript cross-
reference number 5.8. This leads the reader toiRask
Vol. V, Plate 8 (Fig. 4), the plate number beingtten
close to the top of the plate. This is the plate fo
Fritillaria meleagris, Snake’s Head (Fritillary). The
manuscript number on this plate has another maipaiscr
cross-reference number, 1.1, which leads the rdazatz
to page (1) of Vol. 1, which carries the descripsicof
Fritillaria andF. meleagris.

Re-classification of the Plants lllustrated in Bagt
Although Ruskin retains the binomials used by

Baxter, he completely ignores existing plant taxuoies
for the higher levels of classification and re-grsuhe

18 Which appears to be in Ruskin’s hand.
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plates into five Classes: | Foils [plants havingwfers
with un-joined petals]; Il Bells [plants with bdike
flowers]; Ill Hoods [plants with hood-like flowers]V
Grasses [true grassesind plants that look like grasses]:;
Waywards [plants which, for various reasons, henoain
fit into the previous four classes]. Each of th€dasses

is subdivided into what Ruskin calls ‘Orders’, pgpk an
attempt to create new groups equivalent to Natural
Orders or modern Families. This is done on théshafs

a variety of unrelated, idiosyncratic and subjextiv
criteria including, variously: petal number and sfa
flower colour; plant size; habitat (dry land, weindl,
water); flower form or similarity to the supposeguparel

of particular groups of people (monk’s hoods, ktigh
spurs, young ladies’ hoods or bonnets); infloreseen
form; whole plant form; use to humans, especially a
folk medicines or for food; undesirable propertiesm

the human standpoint (e.g. poisonous, weedy, spiny,
ugly); and supposed representation of particulandmu
conditions or traits (e.g. old age, chattinessefpiness,
tiresomeness and power of mimicry). With the exicept

of general characters relating to pollination, sastpetal
number and colour, flower form and the presence of
spurs containing nectaries for attracting insects,
explicitly male (stamens) and female (pistils) cluders
are completely ignored. Most of the characters wsed
too disparate and many too variable, too subjeciive
therefore too unreliable to be used as the basia of
scientific classification. Nevertheless, Ruskintheme
does provide a delightfully witty and picturesquagh
and ready set of criteria that a non-scientist wgho

9 Modern family Poaceae (syn. Gramineae).
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put a name to an un-named plant specimen mightouse
reduce to a manageable level the number of illtistra
to be looked at for comparison. It is not, howe\wr,
classification with a sound scientific basis thakes
account of natural affinities among species or gsoand
has little value other than as an aid to identifora

The approach to plant classification bears some
similarities to the approach used iRroserpina —
particularly the rejection of overtly sexual chdeas, the
use of characters relating to utility and undesiitgb
and the use of subjective characters. It diffemsnfrt,
however, in the unchanged binomials, the omissibn o
moral characteristics and the use of English, almos
medieval-sounding nomenclature, derived from a avorl
of knights, dragons, monks, bells, sailing shipsods
and bonnets, rather than names based on the Glassic
languages. The nomenclature used might easily geovi
the basis for a humorous, cartoon-based book aft pla
identification for children.

The initial, hand-written pages of Ruskin's
taxonomic groups are transcribed below, with Ruskin
punctuation, or frequent lack of it, spelling ansk uof
upper/lower case, but not with his original, ewati
spacing. | have emboldened some of the heading&lto
the reader in navigating the text. Most of the
nomenclature used is self-explanatory, but whefeel
that a comment or explanation might be useful, this
given in square brackets. Where | give examples, ial
square brackets, these have been chosen mainly to
illustrate the range of species involved and foeirth
probable familiarity to readers. The names andliggsl
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used by Baxter on his plates have been given fer th
scientific and common names of the examples.

Vol. IV. FOILS.
Class 1 Foils
Order 1 Land Cing-foils [land plants with five petals; Fig]

Round leaved [i.e. petalled]

Represented by the Wild rose. Distinguished frorar-8iils by
having their petals rounded or blunted at the exitye

Arranged in order of colour.

1. White. [E.gRosa arvensisTrailing Dog-rose; Fig. 6.]

2. Yellow. [E.g.Ranunculus acrisAcrid Crowfoot [now Meadow
Buttercup].]

3. Lilac [E.g.Polymonium caeruleunBlue Jacob’s Ladder.]

4. Red. [E.gDianthus caryophyllusClove Pink.]

5. Blue. [E.gMyosotis palustrisfWater] Forget-me-not.]

The pinks especially the Ragged Robitydhnis flos cucu)j are
exceptional in form, but would not go into any atletass [Ruskin
has drawn, in black ink, a rough pentagon around of the
‘ragged-petalled’ flowers of this species in tHastration; Fig. 7.]

[This is a large and wide-ranging Order, includisgecies from
various dicotyledonous [dicot%families.]
Order 2. Starfoils.

2 The dicoytyledons (dicots.) are plant speciesliicivthe
embryos have two cotyledons (seed leaves) - mdinbad-leaved’
plants. They have traditionally constituted on¢hef two major
groupings of flowering plants, the other being tihenocotyledons
(monocots.), in which the embryos have one cotyledmainly
narrow-leaved plants such as the bulb-forming sseand grasses.
See D.S. Ingram, D. Vince-Prue, & P.G Greg@&gience and the
Garden,3" edition (Oxford: Wiley, Blackwell, 2015), Chapter
and Glossary.
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Have petals sharp at the ends; so as to look l&&a[e.g.Borago
officinalis, Common BorageAllium ursinum Ramsons]; some of
their petals cloven at thends so as to form double points. Or else
they have more than five petals (as anemone nemdfogemone
nemerosaWood Anemone]) so as to approximate to a staeshap
[Includes species from a range of both dicot. andiaoot. [see note
20] families.]

Order 3 Quatre-foils

All flowers in this order have four petals [incligdepecies from a
range of dicot families, especially the Brassicacegyn.
Cruciferae]; e.g.Exacum filiforme Least GentianellaCapsella
bursa pastoris Common Shepherd’s Purse;Epilobium
angustifolium French Willow [now Rosebay]; but the largest, and
smallest examples are kept out, and put in ord®r 6",

Order 4. Reverted Foils [i.e. plants with reflexed petals]
[Includes plants from various dicot. and monocetmilies; e.g.
Solanum dulcamara Woody Nightshade, Lilium martagon
Martagon Lily;Cyclamen hederaefoliynvy-leaved Sow-bread. ]
Order 5. Green Foils [i.e. plants with greenish petals]

[Includes plants from various dicot. and monocatmilies; e.g.
Ruscus aculeatudButcher’'s-broompParis quadrifolia, Herb-Paris;
Viscum albumMisseltoe [sic.].]

Order 6 Smallest Land-Foils

[Small herbaceous plants from mainly dicot. famnsiliee.g.
Coronopus ruellii,Common Wart-cress [no®. squamatusSwine-

cress]; a small ‘Quatre-foil'],Spergula arvensisgcorn spurry [a
small ‘Cing-foil’.]

Order 7. Largest Foils.
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Both land and Water, Foils, connecting the twos#as

[Large herbaceous plants from mainly dicot. famsilie.g. large
Land Foils -Paeonia coralline[now P. masculy Entire-leaved
Peony; large Water FoilsNuphar lutea,Yellow Water-lily.]

Order 8 Water Cing-foils

[Mainly dicot. water plants; e.ddottonia palustris Water Hottonia
[now Water Violet] andParnassia palustrisisrass of Parnassus]

Order 9. Water-Tre-foils.

[Mainly monocot. water plants; e.ddydrocharis morsus ranae,
Common Frog-bit anttis pseudacorusyellow Water-iris.]

Order 10". Smallest Water-foils.

[Small dicot. and monocot. water plants; eSamolus valerandi
Water Pimpernel [now Brookweed] andemna minor, Lesser

Duckweed.]

Vol. V. BELLS, HOODS.

Class Il Bells

Order 1 Crocus Bells

[Monocot. and some dicot. herbaceous plants with-sbaped

flowers; e.g. Gentiana pneumonantheylarsh Gentian;Crocus

nudiflorus Naked- flowering Crocus [now Autumn Crocu$]lipa

sylvestrisWild Tulip.]

Order 2 Hyacinth Bells

Differ from Crocus Bells by being arranged in clrst

[Includes dicot. and monocot. species; eMuscari racemosum,

Grape-hyacinthCampanula rotundifoliaRound-leaved Bell-flower
[now Harebell] andPrimula veris,Common Cowslip.]
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Order 3 Heather Bells

Several forms, such as that of Frankenia laevisn{@on Sea
Heath] are included in this class, not properlyl Behped, but yet so
connected with the true heather as to be betteeglaere than in
any other class.

[Dicots., especially but not exclusively members thé family

Ericaceae [Heaths]; e.g Erica tetralix, Cross-leaved Heath;
Linnaea borealisNorthern Linnaea [now Twinflowerfscophularia

nodosa Knotted Figwort [now Common Figwort].]

Order 4 Bad Bells

[Mainly herbaceous, poisonous or ugly dicots.; elatura

stramonium,Thorn-apple;Helleborus foetidusStinking Hellebore;
Hyoscyamus nigerBlack HenbaneAtropa belladonna,Deadly-

nightshade.]

Class 3. Hoods

Order 1. Monk’s Hoods.

Apt to be dangerous, and connected with Snaps afj@rs, and
Gloves of Foxes. Type, the Arum; when...[unreadaptebably a
single word]..., and well hooded as the Arum, vergsuddul

[Dicot. and monocot. herbaceous species with hbeghad flowers;
e.g. Arum maculatum Cuckowpint [sic.]; Aconitum napellus,
Monk’s-hood; Digitalis purpurea, Purple Foxglove;Cypripedium
calceolusLady’s Slipper.]

Order 2. Knight's Hoods

Known by the attached Spurs.

[Herbaceous dicots. with flowers having one or maeurs
containing nectar; e.g.Viola canina, [Heath] Dog's-violet;
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Delphinium consolidakield LarkspurAquilegia vulgarisCommon
Columbine.]

Order 3. Sailors Hoods

Arranged in clusters on Masts, above leaves setMRst heads on
HTOpS"

[Herbaceous dicots. with clusters of flowers up $tems, mainly
members of the family Lamiaceae [syn. Labiateaej. Ajuga
reptans, Common Bugle; Lamium album, White dead-nettle;
Echium vulgareViper's Buglosg

Order 4 Monkey's Hoods
Having a strange gift of Imitation.

[Mainly members of the family Orchidaceae; e@prallorrhiza
innata [now C. trifida], Spurless Coral-rootQphrys apifera,Bee
orchid; Orchis tephrosanthognow O. simia, Monkey Orchis;
Aceras anthropophorfnow Orchis anthropophoruimn Green Man-
orchis.]

Order 5. Clustered Hoods

[Herbaceous plants, from various dicot. familiesithwhooded
flowers in clusters at the top of the flower staékg. Centaurea
cyanus, Blue-bottle [now Cornflower]; Scabiosa succisgnow
Succisa pratensjs Devil's-bit Scabious; Trifolium pratense,
Common Purple Trefoil [now Red Clover].]

Order 6 Branching Hoods

[Herbaceous dicots. with hooded flowers arrangedbianched
inflorescences, from various families; eXeronica chamaedrys,
Germander Speedwell@riganum vulgare Common Marjoram;
Verbena officinalisCommon Vervain.]

Order 7. Old Ladies’ Hoods
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Generally Stooping or creeping; and very good fakimg tea, or
medicinal draughts.

[Low-growing, herbaceous dicots. with hooded flosyefrom
various families, with medicinal or restorative pesties; e.g.
Ornithopus perpusillusCommon Bird’s-foot; Polygala vulgaris,
Common Milkwort; Thymus serpyllumyild Thyme.]

Order 8 Young Ladies’ Hoods

Generally pleasant to behold, and serviceable wsdloolds [e.g.
Fumaria officinalis,Fumitory [medicinal],Genista tinctoria Dyer’'s
Green-weed [yellow flowers produce green dye whemhined
with Woad]]; but apt to be very troublesome in foem of Tares
[e.g.Ononis antiquoruninow O. spinos§ Prickly Rest-harrow]
Sometimes showing inclinations towards gay bonfegisLathyrus
latifolius, Everlasting Pea].

[Herbaceous dicot. species, from various familieéth hooded
flowers.]

Vol. VI. [Grasses and] Waywards

Class 4 Grasses

Order 1 Reed Grasses

[Monocots. from various reedy [but not true grakshilies; e.qg.
Sparganium simplefnow S. emersuin Burr-reed; Myriophyllum
verticillatum, Whorled Water-milfoil;Potamogeton natanBroad
Leaved Pond-weedTypha angustifolia Narrow Leaved Reed-
mace.]

Order 2. Spike and Plume Grasses

[Monocots. from mainly true grass [Poaceae; synan@meae]
families and some grass-like families; eMglica nutans Mountain

Melic Grass; Spartina stricta, Twin-spiked Cord-grassZostera
marina, Common Grass-wrack [now Eelgrass].]
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Order 3 Simple Plantain Grasses

[Mainly true grasses [Poaceae] and plants fromratihe@nocot. and
dicot. grass-like families with flowers in a simpkpike, e.g.
Ammophila arundinacefnow Ammophila arenarip Common Sea-
reed [now Marram GrassRBlopecurus pratensidyleadow Fox-tail
Grass;Carex recuvalnow Carex flaccd Glaucous Heath Sedge;
Plantago majoy Greater Plantain.]

Order 4. Complex Plantain Grasses

[Mainly grasses [monocots., Poaceae; elglium perenng
Perennial RyegrassSetaria verticillata Rough Bristle-grass;
Panicum crus-galliinow Echinochloa crus-galli Loose Panic-
grass [now Cockspur Grass] and one anomalous [Beditornia
herbacegnow S. europaeh Herbaceous Glasswort.]

Order 5. Branching Grasses

[True grasses (monocots., Poaceae) with brancbeeiflheads; e.g.
Arrenatherum avenaceufnow A. elatiug, Oat-like Grass [now Tall
Oat Grass]; Briza media Quaking-grass;Dactylis glomerata
Cock’s-foot-grass.]

Class V Waywards

Order 1 Chatty Waywards

Small flowers, that have got together to talk; sunded by leaves
somewhat of the shape of tongues: When thesetmkewt may be
gathered that the talk is profitable; but when didd, scandalous.
They nearly always are divided.

[Herbaceous dicots., mainly members of the famisgetaceae [syn.
Compostae]; e.g.Bellis perennis Common Daisy; Matricaria
chamomilla Wild Chamomile; Leontodon taraxacum[now
Taraxacum officinale Common Dandelion.]

Order Il. Spiteful Waywards
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Closely connected with the preceding family: butegi to more
wicked scandal: sticking as Burs; and laceratisghéstles.

[Herbaceous dicots. from various families with ttwed flower
heads, spiny or burred; e.Garlina vulgaris, Common Carline
Thistle; Arctium lappa Burdock; Eryngium maritimum Sea-holly;
Polygonum bistorta Bistort or Snake-weed;jasione montana,
Sheep’s-bit Scabious.]

Order 3. Useful Waywards.

Including carrots [Daucus caroty parsnips Pastinaca sativg and
parsleys [various species]; mixed with some dangemretenders,
as hemlockConium maculatuin

[Mainly members of the largely aromatic dicot. fhmApiaceae
[syn. Umbelliferae.]

Order 4 Tiresome Waywards.

Do not seem to have made up their mind what theyldvitke to be,
or what would be their wisest way of life. Mosttbése running into
seedy spikes.

[A catch-all group of herbaceous, dicot. speciesmfrvarious
families that Ruskin was not able to fit easilyoirgny of his other
categories; e.gHypericum perforatumCommon St John’s-wort;
Eupatorium cannabinumdiemp Agrimony;Valeriana rubra, Red

Valerian; Beta maritime Sea BeetAsparagus officinalisCommon

AsparagusPrtica dioica, Great Nettle.]

Order 5. Climbing Waywards

[Climbing dicots. from various families; e.gristolochia clematitis,
Common-birthwort; Clematis vitalba, Common Traveler’s-joy
[sic.]; Humulus lupulusCommon HopHedera helix,Common lvy,
Bryonia dioicg Red Berried Bryony [now White BryonyJ,amus
communis, Black Bryony; Lonicera periclimenum, Common
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Woodbine [now Honeysuckle],Convolvulus arvensjs Corn
Bindweed]

Order 6 Greater Waywards

[Large woody dicot. shrubs and trees, includingwioing and
coniferous families; e.g. Quercus robur Common [now
Pedunculate] OakBetula alba, White Birch; Corylus avellana
Hazel-nut; Prunus cerasuys Wild cherry; Crataegus oxycantha
Hawthorn; llex aquifolium,Holly; Cotoneaster vulgarjsCommon
Cotoneaster;Pinus sylvestris Scotch Fir; Juniperus communis,
Common Juniper.]

Examples of cross-references in Baxter:
Cross references to F

The most common cross-references take the form

of number sequences prefixed by the letter F (ntfoa|

40 in total; see Figs. 8 and 9). These are written
various ways, including, for example: F.6.922; 642;

F. V. 722; F.972 (6); F. 758/V; F. 7. 1/90; F. 268;
Conf. F.3. 378; conf. F. 687. IV.; and F. 7. 1/&Yy.
process of elimination | have determined that thease
two references to ‘FD’ (on page 149 and Plate 64 )a#l

to plates inFlora Danica?* presumably Ruskin’s own
bound copy. This work, although an important wofk o

*! See note 14 rRuskin’s Relicspresumed to be G. C. Oedsral,
Icones Plantarum sponte nascientum in regnis Dastd€orvegiae,
1776-1823; 10 Vols + Supplement of 9 volumes (1828-with
some loose plates, etc., Dearden 2012, No. 19@7alselcones
Florae Danicae Dearden, N0.1908.thank the staff of the Royal
Botanic Garden Edinburgh for allowing me to consiuét bound
copy there.
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great beauty and distinction, was already out &é da
1855. Also, and of great significance, accordiog t
Dearden (2012), it was not acquired until 1866, enor
than ten years after the re-ordering of the Bagtates.
Unless Ruskin used a library copy lora Danica it
must be assumed that the cross-references wemteithse
during or after 1866, perhaps as part of a peribd o
excited botanical activity following his acquisiiof the
work.

The single Roman or Arabic numerals (shown here
in bold, for clarity) following F, e.g. FV. 722 and F6.
922, or in parentheses at the end of the completeer,
e.g. F. 972(6), refer to specific numbered volumes,
presumably to help Ruskin locate particular plates
rapidly in his own bound copy of the flora (the wwle
numbers are, in fact, irrelevant, except for comsece,
since allFlora Danicaplates are numbered sequentially,
regardless of how many volumes are bound together).
The second number following the Volume number, or
following F, usually of two, three or four digithdre
shown in bold), refers to a specific plateHiora Danica
(e.g. F. V.722. Numbers over 1000 are sometimes
written as a fraction (e.d/81=1081;1/90= 1090).

Such references are usually to a plate of a plant o
the same genus or species as that described siralied
by Baxter, or to a plant of a different specieshi@ same
genus or, rarely (as in the case of the spetiasa - see
below) to plants in different genera, but with geme
species hame.

Conf. and conf.,which sometimes precede &e
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presumed to be abbreviations of the word Confirmed
(confirming, for example, an identification or idea

Sometimes two F cross-references close to one
another appear from the handwriting to have been
inserted at different times. Thus on page 390 @f th
descriptions (relating to the genugagopogol), the
cross reference to F. 6. 9Q@ferring to plate DCCCCVI
[906] of Flora Danica, i.e. Tragopogon pratensgeis
written more heavily (and probably with a differgan),
than the cross reference to Conf. V. 7®@&ferring to
plate FD DCCLXXXXVIl [797], i.e. Tragopogon
porrifolium).

The only example of the use of a cross-reference to
Flora Danica relating to non-taxonomic scientific
curiosity is on page 298, which deals with the genu
Urtica. The paragraph beginning:Urtica dioica.
Dioecious Nettle. Great Nettle. Common Stinging-
Nettle.” has the word Dioecious (meaning, in botany
having male and female flowers on different plants)
underlined in Ruskin’s hand, followed by ‘Why. coft
687. IV.and792. V'. These numbers refer, respectively,
to theFlora Danicaplates depicting/aleriana dioica—
Marsh Valerian (687) and Lychnis dioica (modern
synonym Silene dioich — Red Campion (792), both
dioecious species but unrelated to one anotheo &f. t
dioica. Ruskin is clearly musing about the meaning or
significance of the word Dioecious, a point empbadi
by his having written on the inside cover of Vol |
‘Dioecious plants. 298’
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Other cross-references:

Most other cross-references in Baxter, which are
all far less frequent than the cross-referencds and in
most cases mentioned only once or twice, are presum
to be to other books in Ruskin’s library (as listeg
Dearden, 2012). These include:

Gerarde (Gerarde’s Herball 1st edition, 15975
c. four instances. For example, on page 334 (Fig. 8
which deals with the genu&ubus (Blackberry R.
fruticosug and Raspberry R. idaeud, Ruskin has
written: ‘Conf. raspbury. Rubus Idaeus F. V. 78l a
Gerarde 1089. Note his odd taste 1090. 1.” ThugePla
788 (DCCLXXXVII) of Flora Danica Vol. 5 is of
Rubus idaeyspage 1089 ofserarderefers to ‘Of the
Bramble or black Berrie Bush’ andubus ideugsic.)
The Raspis bush, or Hindberrie.” In the first notepage
1090 Gerarde refers to the taste of Bramble asgbein
‘between sweet and sower [sic.], very soft and aill
grains’ and the taste of Raspis or Framboise asasik
not very pleasant’. Odd taste indeed, as Ruskigestg.

Encycl.(Encyclopaedia Britannica3® edition, 18
volumes, 17975 For example, on page 118 (which
concerns the gen@rataegus- Hawthorn and relatives),
referring to the Greek origin ofrataegus as cratos
meaning strength, Ruskin writes: ‘Conf. Encycl. 188.
B.

22 5ee Dearden, 2012, No. 1011.
2 bid. No. 843.
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Herod. (Herodotus, Historiathe 7 volume edition
of 1816, Gr. Et Laf* the only other edition of
Herodotusin Ruskin’s library was in only 2 volum&s
and Ruskin’s reference is to Vol. 4). For example,
page 135 (which describes the gerfesbia and the
speciesR. peregrina, Wild Maddegr referring to a
footnote concerning the Greek derivation BRibig
Ruskin writes éreuthédanoerod. 4. 189%°

Liddell (presumably, Henry George Liddell, and
Robert ScottA Greek- English Lexicon, Based on the
German work of Francis Passow" edition, Oxford,
1869)%’ For example, on page 272 (which describes the
genusScandixand the specieS. pectin-venerjsvVenus’
Comb), concerning a footnote referring to Hooker’s
comments on the Greek meaning of the n&tandixas
being to prick, the footnote has been bracketed by
Ruskin, with the comment: ‘!, ? ! But Liddell giseno
deriv.’ Since the date of publication of this eafit is
1869, it is possible that the reference to it waslenafter
that date, unless Ruskin owned an earlier editdnch
he subsequently replaced.

Loudon (John Claudius LoudonrArboretum et
Fructicetum Britannicumor the Trees and Shrubs of
Britain, Native and Foreign. London, 1838, %

2 |bid. No. 1250.

%% |bid. No. 1249.

| thank Professor G. Horrocks, St John’s Collé@embridge,
who writes: ereuthédanor madder’ Rubia tinctorurh- he cites a
reference to its use by the historian Herodotuddaok 4 of the
'Histories', Ch. 189.

" See Dearden, 2012, No. 1545.
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edition)?® For example, on Plate 21 (3. 361 text
reference), concerningAndromeda polifolia Marsh
Andromeda, Ruskin has written ‘May to September; in
mountain marshes. Named Andromeda by Linnaeus,
because its haunts are so exposed and desolate.
Sometimes called Marsh Holy Rose. For account,of it
see Loudongrboretump. 1105'.

My Flora For example, on page 297 (dealing with
the GenusDelphinium), there are cross-references to
Flora Danica, as F. 4.683 (which is the plate for
Delphinium consolidaand My Flora 1. 21." No reason
for the cross-references is given. The fact thaaubor
is given suggests that the reference is to a patson
collection of pressed plants or botanical drawing$e
reference is not, however, to théora of Chamounf®
the only book of pressed plants by Ruskin thatdvkiof,
nor, so far as can be ascertained, to his Savaa.#lo

Pliny (the Elder, probably, 1723y.For example,
on page 149 Ruskin has written, in connection vaith
footnote concerning?olymonium (Jacob’s Ladder) as a

*% |bid, No. 1600.

29 Ruskin Library, University of Lancaster (MS 65).

% professor Jim Spates, personal communicationlleddhat one
of Ruskin's diaries from the late 1850s had thedwlora on the
cover, but knew of no Ruskin book in America witlat kind of
focus. Professor Stephen Wildman, personal comratiait,
commented: ‘This must refer to the diary notebodk M (1856-
59) which has at the bottom of the upper cover€gbbtany cut out
was my ‘Savoy Flora’ done chiefly at Mornex.” Budyr example,
of ‘My Flora 1.21’, doesn't fit since page 21 casijournal entries
for 1856.’

31 See Dearden, 2012, No. 2027.
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cause of war: ‘From Polemonium in Pauliis. Plivgl
II, p. 368. note to 28'.

Also, in Baxter’'snotes following the description of
Ornithogalum umbellatumon pages 124 and the
unnumbered versdhere is a reference to Dioscorides
and Pliny referring to the fact that the word
ornithogalum means Bird’'s-milk and that O.
umbellatum when boiled, was eaten by the poorer
inhabitants of Palestine, leading to its common @am
being Star of Bethlehem. In the margin, Ruskin has
underlined ‘Pliny’ and has written ‘Vol Il p 251fire].

16'.

Salmon (William Salmon Botanologia: The
English Herbal 1710)* For example, on page 149
Ruskin has written, with reference to the shapehef
leaves of Polymonium caeruleumJacob’s Ladder:
‘(Salmon, 1211. Not much.)'.

Sowerby (James Sowerby (with J. E. Smith)
English Botany.36 Volumes, 1790-181%) For
example, on the verso of page 1, as a referena to
footnote dealing with the family Liliaceae, Ruskin
writes: ‘Liliaceae, all altered since then. See ESiy.
Page 128'. This is not a reference to the re-octiefe
edition dealt with below.

Sowerby(A most important cross-reference since it
refers to the re-ordered®edition which forms part of

32 |bid. No. 2358.
33 |bid. No. 2542.
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the present study). For example, at the head of idg
(which deals with the genuspilobium —Willowherbs)
Ruskin has written ‘Sowerby 4. 495 Conf. F. 6. 922’
(Fig. 9). The F reference, telora Danica, is to plate
922, which is ofEpilobium montanumBroad-leaved
Willow-Herb). The reference t8owerbyis to Plate 495
(Fig.10) of the re-ordered second edition, numbened
pencil in Ruskin’s hand; actually in Vol. 3, not(ds
Ruskin mistakenly wrote), which is oEpilobium
alsinifolium Chickweed Willow-herb, species number
495 inThe London Indexalso part of the present study.

Thus, this cross-reference Baxter (presumably
re-orderedbefore 1855- see note 12) must have been
inserted after 1874, the date of publication of e
edition of The London Cataloguewhich is bound in
with Ruskin’s re-ordered" edition ofSowerbyand was
used as the basis for re-ordering and re-numbehag
Sowerbyplates (see below). The cross reference also
provides strong evidence to support the assumption
made throughout this paper that Ruskin owned and re
ordered the Volumes of botBaxter and Sowerby A
previous owner of the books has noted the impoetarc
this cross-reference, for a note on a slip of pdpes
been inserted at plate 495 &owerby which reads
‘Cross-ref. from Baxter 1.14.

Internal Cross-references

There are scattered internal cross-references, two
examples being as follows.
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On page 201, verso (which is part of a description
of the genuProsera — the Sundewsarnivorous plants)
the footnotes dealing with the properties of thefgin
degrading, enzymatic] exudates from the leaves have
been marked by Ruskin, who has written in the nmargi
‘Conf 209’, which is an internal cross-referenceptage
209, concerned with another genus of carnivoroastg)
Pinguicula — the ButterwortsAt the top of page 209
Ruskin has written ‘Conf. Drosera. 201’, taking him
back toDrosera A second cross-reference on page 209
is to ‘Conf. F. 6. 1/21’, this bein§glora Danica plate
1021, ofPinguicula vulgaris This is one of the very few
annotations suggesting any scientific curiosityheot
than those concerning taxonomy and nomenclatuis. It
interesting to note that plants &inguicula one with
characteristic violet flowers, appear in the bottoght
foreground of the portrait of Ruskin painted by Joh
Everett Millais in 1853/4¢

Page 273 describesOnopordum acanthium,
Common Cotton Thistle. Ruskin has written ‘Conf.
Ononis. 289 [Rest-harrow]’, near a footnote attigouto
Hooker that refers to the origin of the name betimg
Greek wordonos,an ass + the Latin wonderdq Greek
pederemeaning a farthis being the effect, according to
Pliny, on the ass who eats it. Whether Ruskin iheinto
confirm the effect by experiment is not stated!

Marginal and textual annotations

* Ashmolean Museum, Oxford; drawn to my attentiorDoyHenry
Noltie.
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There are more than 45 in total, especially in the
descriptions of plates in Vols. 1-3. Very few, likeost
of the cross references, suggest scientific cuyiosi
Many relate to the (often Classical) origins oheitthe
scientific or common names of plants, a populajestb
of study at the time, as evidenced by the numerous
footnotes concerning etymology in Vols. 1-3. Others
often witty, are simply comments on the printed
descriptions or are aesthetic comments of one kind
another. In some cases there are crossings out,
suggesting that Ruskin disagreed, sometimes viglent
with what is printed, although the reasons for his
disagreement are only occasionally detailed. A td@w
the annotations are in Greek script. Some examples,
chosen to illustrate the diversity of the annotagioare
given below.

Page 1 describeBritillaria meleagris, Fritillary,
Chequered daffodil, Snake’s-head. Ruskin has
underlined the alternative species nanssselata,and
written in the margin ‘This better’, presumably as
description of the chequer-patterned flowekt the
bottom of the page, again referring to the shapanaof
pattern on the flower, he has written ‘I can’'t find
derivation of Meleagris. Snake’s head. Dicebox. &sr
pretty a flower!’ [In fact, the name is said to m&a
‘spotted like the guineafowINumida meleagris]

Page 3 carries a description®@&um rivale Water
Avens. Ruskin has underlined Avens and has added a

% W. T. Stearn,Stearn’s Dictionary of Plant Names for Gardeners
(London: Cassell, 2004).
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sign, with the footnote ‘+ Fromaved® To desire
fervently. Bloom. -auet immolato. spargier aghd’

Page 4, verso includes a referenceViola lutea
having no scent, with a footnote giving a poem by
Chauncey Hare Townsend, that begins ‘Deceitful thlan
..... and continues for three stanzas to denigvatkitea
for having no scent. Ruskin was clearly so angryuab
this poem that he has scribbled all over it!

Page 7, verso suggests tAalonis autumnalisthe
red-flowered Pheasant's Eye, Adonis-flower, Flos-
adonis, is a very pretty annual for the flower leordnd
gives an alternative common name as being Rose-a-
rubie. Ruskin has marked this and written ‘Prettgrigh
name Rose-a-rubie’.

Page 13: from one of the common names for
Bupleurum rotundifolium Thorow-wax, Ruskin has
drawn a line with a question mark leading to a riots
suggesting that the name derives from the stemngaxi
or growing through (thorow) the leaves. The leavieB.
rotundifolium now extinct in the wild, were indeed
perfoliate, i.e. encircling the stem, giving thepmassion
that it had grown through them. Ruskin also enedcl
and put a question mark against a footnote ateud

3| thank Professor G. Horrocks of St John's Collég@mbridge

for the comment: ‘Ruskin is speculating thaends simply the
participle of the verlavere ‘to long for”, = “the one that pines”, and
guotes from poem 11 of Book IV of Horac®des(lines 7-8),

which was composed for the birthday of his patraaebtnas: “(the
altar) ... longs to be sprinkled with (the bloodl afsacrificed

lamb”.’
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Hooker that suggests that the genus naBupleurum
derives from the Greek wordsgps an ox angleuron a
rib, these referring together to the ribbed leasfesome
species.

Page 18 describesCuscuta europaea great
Dodder, Hellweed, a parasitic plant. Ruskin hasketr
and underlined the sentence that states that theyem
of Cuscuta species is without cotyledons and that
Gertner observes that it is ‘filiform, spiral and
monocotyledonous’. The word bractea (structurescivhi
form part of the flower) is underlined and the coamm
name Hellweed has been marked and given two
exclamation marks.

Page 22, verso: Ruskin has marked a paragraph
suggesting that sincBeucrium scorodoniaWood Sage,
Sage-leaved Germander, has a sweet scent, it teuld
used as an alternative to hops in brewing, thaensey
an alternative name is Ambroise and that on tHahds
malted barley was brewed with Ambroise being
substituted for hops when cider, the usual beverage
failed. To this Ruskin has appended the note ‘Arsiaro
note’.

Page 24 ofBaxter describesTanacetum vulgate
Common Tansy. Ruskin has marked the genus name,
written beside it ‘Most notable’ and then insertedine
to the footnote suggesting that the name is alténed
Athanasia a, Greek ‘not’ plusthanatos,‘death’, thus
‘that which does not easily die’. Another note hysRin,
linked to the main line by a branching line, re&dsnf
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next page. 1’ and refers to a footnote dealing \ilid
medicinal properties of Tansy.

Page 28 describesAristolochia clematitis
Common Birthwort. Ruskin has underlined and put a
guestion mark by the footnote that suggests that th
name derives from the Greek wordsstos best, and
locherq to bring forth, in allusion to the supposed value
as an aid in childbirth. On the verso he has mal&rgd
sections dealing with the aspects of the floweaucstire
which ensure cross-pollination by insects.

Page 139 describd?etasites vulgarisButterbur.
Markings and a linking line in Ruskin’s hand empbkas
the footnotes dealing with the Greek origin of tieene
being pétasos a covering to the head or umbrella,
relating to the large size of the leaves; and ®&lé&aves
being used formerly to wrap butter in.

Page 177 verso includes a footnote marked by
Ruskin, which tells the story of how the seventhent
century French artist Charles Le Brun left a pamti
with a thistle in the foreground to dry outdoosssulting
in the plant being eaten by a passing donkey. ¥ wa
suggested by the writer that Le Brun well desertesl
high praise from nature. Ruskin clearly disagread a
added ‘! Of Le Brun of all men! The least able or
willing to do a bit of still life’.

62



Extended Greek annotatioris
There are only two, as follows.

Page 4, which describegiola caning [Heath]
Dog’s Violet (Fig. 11). Ruskin has marked and given
three exclamation marks to the footnote proposing
possible Classical origins for the names and hatsewy
close by, the sentence shown below. Professor Eksro
writes: ‘the first word is ion (= violet), the second is
ioeidés(= violet coloured/violet looking); and the thiisl
ios (= arrow or rust/poison). He may be considering the
possibility of a connection’

Page 449 describeslenziesia polifolia Polium-
leaved Menziesia (a Heath). Ruskin has marked and
annotated this as shown (Fig. 12). Professor Hksroc
writes: ‘The sentence at the bottom is a quotatiom
Hesiod's poenwWorks and Daysdlines 491-2 (a ‘literary’
didactic poem dealing with the farmer's lot): ‘Diofail
to note grey spring as it comes, and seasonal.rain’
Ruskin seems to be playing with the idea that tineag
be a connection betweepoliés (grey), and pdlion
(Teucrium polium, a pungent herb - literally Trojan
polium). The colour, presumably, of the leaves...’.

Extended annotations on plates

Only a small number of plates are annotated, most

37| thank Professor G. Horrocks of St John’s Colleg@mbridge
for the notes on the Greek annotations.
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being the first few plates in Vol. IV (Figs. 4, 48d 14).

It seems that having written comments on these iRusk
lost interest in the enterprise or found anotheorem
attractive project. Most of the annotations reltethe
habitat of the species depicted, the origin ohasne(s)
or its uses to humankind. Ruskin's hand-writtenesiot
and comments were fitted around the illustratiomst (
shown) and are given here verbatimith original
punctuation.

At the top of each section, in square brackets, are
Baxter's original plate numbers and the name of the
species illustrated (accents omitted). Below tHesave
given Ruskin's hand-written plate number (originait
top right of the plate) and beside it (originally ihe
centre of the page) his cross-reference to theoapipte
description in Vols. 1-3. | have emboldened som#éhef
headings to help the reader navigate the*fext.

Class 1 Foils
Order 4 Reverted Foils

[9; Circaea lutetianaEnchanter’s Nightshade.]
92;1.9

June to August
2 petalled corolla — no

Class Il Bells
Order 1 Crocus Bells

| thank A. I. for making the initial transcript
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[185; Gentiana pneumonanth®arsh Gentian.]
1;2.185
August & September .

[137; Crocus nudiflorusNaked-flowering Crocus.]
2;1.137

October. Sandy wet meadows
Capsule ripens in May.

[17; Colchicum autumnaleMeadow Saffron.]
3;1.17

September, October.
Acrid. Bad for Cattle?

[202; Trichonema bulbocodiunChannel-leaved Trichonema.]
4;2.202

March. April
Rare in England.
Grows about Fountain of Egeria

[464; Anthericum serotinuprMountain Spiderwort]
5; 3. 464

June.  Only on high mountains.

Wales: Switzerland.

It is one of the asphodels.

Anthérikos Fruit - a stalk of Asphodel!

[33; Galanthus nivalisSnowdrop.]

6;1.33

Galanthus; (milk flower). Dedicated to the Purifioa of the
Virgin.

Itis an Amaryllis.

[55; Leucojum aestivupBummer Snowflake.]
7;1.55
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In moist meadows. May and June.
[Greek text”] leukds[white] ion [violet] leukéion [literally white-
violet]: (but the Greeks called wallflowtrukéion

Itis an Amaryllis.

[1; Fritillaria meleagris, - Snake's Head; Fig. 4.]
8;1.1

April and May. In moist meadows.
Liliaciae. (This order contains only two British rgga. Fritillaria
and Tulipa)

[2; Tulipa sylvestrisWild Tulip; Fig. 13.]

9;12

April. In old chalk-pits & limestone quarries.

(Liliaceae). Tulipa Named from toliban, persianc[gifor a
turban .

Contains in winter the entire flower of next sumpfertile stamens
and all, shut up in its root, and visible with avlpower magnifying
glass.

Flower does not open till ten in the morning

[Ruskin has also marked this information in thd,t®l. 1. page 2.]

Order 2 Hyacinth Bells

[92; Muscari racemosun$tarch Grape-hyacinth.]
10; 1.92

April. In fields and among ruins.

(Asphodeleae)

Muscari , from [Greekin6schog= 'young/fresh shoot], in its sense
of musk , because the scent of one kind is sali tausky.

39| thank Professor G. C. Horrocks, St John’s Cellégambridge,
for the translations in this table.
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[74; Hyacinthus non-scriptysHarebell [nowHyacinthoides non-
scriptus Bluebell or, in Scotland, Wild Hyacinth]; Fig. 14
11;1.74

May and June.
(Asphodeleae). The roots when fresh, poisonous
Dedicated to St George

Non-scriptus, because it has not on its leavesdiker Hyacinths,
the initials of the youth's name

Our cultivated Hyacinths species from Hyacinthuseftalis not
from this.

[78; Convallaria majalis Lily of the Valley.]

12;1.78

May. Whence its name, May - valley flower .
(Smilaceae )

Very medicinal

When dried is reduced to powder its flowers exsiteezing

An extract from them, or the roots, has the quesditf Aloes .

A beautiful and durable green colour may be gotilmg from the
leaves.

[61; Campanula rotundifolia Round-leaved Bell-flower [now
Harebell or, in Scotland, Bluebell].]

13; 1.61[In this case the number was off-centre, to thétrignd

below the text; the 1 appeared to be in Ruskinfslhand the 61
printed on the plate, i.e. the original plate nunibe

(Campanulaceae) June to September

True Bluebel . and Harebell.

Sometimes called in England Witches Thimble.
The note on its name in the text of Vol 1 is useful

[507; Cucubalus baccifeBerry-bearing Campion.]
14; 3.507 [In this case the number was off-certrethe right and
below the text; the 3. appeared to be in Ruskiaredhand the 507
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printed on the plate, i.e. the original plate nunibe

(Carophylleae) May to July. Woods & Hedges.

Name altered from cacoboljRuskin gives two Greek words that
are compounded asmcobolus the Latin spelling of a Greek ward
kakos= bad andolé = throw/strike/glancé

(Bad sprig), as a troublesome weed.

Grows from two to five feet long.

Berries said to be poisonous

[89; Primula veris Common Cowslip.]
15; 1.89

(Primulaceae)
Primula; because so early in flower; so also Ryger.
Cowslip. Some think from resemblance of scentréath of a cow.-

[101; Symphytum officinaJ&Common Comfrey.]
16; 1. 101

(Boragineae) May to September. In moist fieldd by river banks
Symphytum from [Greek$umphld= [cause to] grow together]

because of supposed healing powers over wounds.
The mucilage of its root, good for coughs.

[301; Lithospermum purpuro-caeruleunurple Gromwell.]
17; 2. 301

(Boragineae ) Apriland May .

In mountain and woody pastures

Rare

Lithospermum

From its hard & stonelike seed.

[102; Pulmonaria officinalis Common Lungwort.]

18; 1. 102

(Boragineae) May .

In woods and thickets. Rare.

Used for consumption, because its spotted leavese whought to
resemble the lungs .
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When burnt, said to give more ashes than any ottgegtable

[279; Cotyledon umbilicuswall Navelwort.]
19; 2.279

(Crassulaceae)

June to October. On damp rocks and old walls.

Cotyledon, from [Greekkotule [= ‘cup [shaped cavity], the leaves
resembling generally a cup, umbilical becauseliis tspecies they
are like the navel .

Whole plants succulent & smooth.

Order 3 Heather Bells

[449; Menziesia polifolia Polion-leaved Menziesia.]
20; 3.449

(Ericeae)
June to August, on the Irish mountains - only?

[361; Andromeda polifoliaMarsh Andromeda.]
21; 3.361

(Ericeae)

May to September; in mountain marshes .

Named Andromeda by Linnaeus, because its hauntscaexposed
and desolate.

Sometimes called Marsh Holy Rose.

For account of it, see LoudoAsboretump. 1105.

[Ruskin has also noted this information in the teéxol. 3, page
361.]

Class 3
Order 3 Sailor's Hoods

[169; Antirrhinum majus Great Snapdragon.]
42;2.169.
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‘Toad flax’ ‘Bulldogs.’

[16; Stachys palustrisClown’s Allheal.]
61;1.16

note peculiarity of root.
F. D. 1103 not the least like [l agree!]

Concluding remarks

The re-ordered and annotateBaxter is a
fascinating and important work. There emerges froyn
examination of it a picture of Ruskin, an immensely
intelligent, yet decidedly amateur botanist (see
Collingwood, footnote 14), fascinated with his obios
subject, but endlessly frustrated by the rapidigheng,
and therefore confusing and often incomprehengiole
the outsider at least) classification schemes a th
professionals. This frustration and Ruskin’s solutio it
was ultimately to find full, idiosyncratic expresasi in
Proserpina’® In Baxter he provides an early, partial
solution in an entertaining, yet relatively unsapicated
scheme, based on a simple re-arrangement of the
illustrations in a standard botanical work of theeydin
his attempt to revolutionise plant taxonomy, howeve
Ruskin loses much of the sophistication of existing
classifications, which he clearly despises (‘Linrmea
Jussieuan and Everybody-elsian’-see footnote 13),
especially in the choice, ordering and weightingtho#
characters chosen to define and describe his ness&s

“0 Proserpina,Introduction, Vol. 1 Works,30, 197-206).
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and Orders. Moreover, he stops short of his ulemat
objective in leaving the Linnean binomials unchahge
step that inProserpinahe did not shy away from. The
classification scheme iBaxter, with all its deficiencies,
is a step on the road froserpina,which presumably
provided Ruskin with an opportunity to bring to béé
own sophisticated and acute powers of observatuh a
analysis as a way of gaining a deeper understarafing
his chosen subject.

Conspicuous by their absence in the annotations
and cross reference in the re-ordeBakter, or in the
new classification itself, are any extensive refees to
the works of Linnaeus, well represented in Ruskin’s
library,** whose sexual system of classification, based on
stamens and pistils, set the pattern for the nertucy
and whoseSpecies Plantaruff gave every species a
binomial. Nor is there mention of Bernard de Jusdes
nephew Antoine-Laurent de Jussféu,or Michel
Adanson** who all greatly extended and elaborated on
the work of Linnaeus. By the early nineteenth centu
thanks to their efforts and the work of othersreheas
already in place a precise binomial system for ngmi
plants, an approach to classification based onraatu
affinities and a clear delineation of the majorunak
orders (or families). The work of such significgrant
taxonomists was further consolidated and extended b
Ruskin’s contemporaries, again unmentioned, nadtlea

“1 See Dearden, 2012.

2 See footnote 13.

43 See footnote 13.

* Familles naturelles des Plantés763).
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the distinguished botanist Sir Joseph Hooker, E.R.S
(1817-1911); his edited version @enera Plantarum
originally written by the gifted amateur plant tavamist
George Bentham, F.R.S. (1800-1884), later became th
standard botanical work for the next century, ugual
referred to simply aBentham and Hookér. By largely
turning his back on earlier classification schermaes the
work of his contemporaries, and by failing to recisg
and build on their strengths, Ruskin missed the
opportunity, in re-classifying the plants illusedt and
described in Baxter and in writingroserpina(by this
time even with the advice of ‘good Mr Oliver, his
‘botanical friend’ from KewW?), to make the enduring
and widely acceptable contribution to plant taxorom
study of which he was capable.

But why should he, it might reasonably be argued?

As Collingwood, with all the insight of a secretary
observes (see footnote 14): ‘[His botanical books a
showed] his purely artistic and unscientific intrén
natural history’. It is thus plant classificati@s seen
through the eyes of a nineteenth century artistgratic,
social thinker and reformer, and writer, rathemtlod a
scientist, that makes the re-ordeialxter and later, the
two volumes oProserping so fascinating and revealing.

With the rest of the cross references, the marginal
and textual annotations and the annotations to saime
the plates, probably added during the years folgwhe
re-ordering, there emerges a picture of Ruskin ugthyl

“> Published by A. Black, London (1862-83).
“ professor Daniel Oliver, F.R.S., Semserpina Vol. 2, p. 331.
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extending his studies of plants as he gathers rahfer
Proserpina.He brings to bear all his observational and
aesthetic gifts in comparing the illustrations odxBer
with those of earlier Flora writers. In additiohis
linguistic skills and knowledge of the classics ased to
great effect in analysing and probing the precise
meanings and origins of the terms and plant narsed u
by the professionals. He finds both delight andtfan

the many footnotes on these topics and on the fise o
plants in the service of humankind, especially exbal
remedies or ancient sources of food. In all thisraenly
looks back to older botanical and Classical works,
largely ignoring or rejecting the great advancesde
made in, for example, geographical botany by Joseph
Hooker, (Humboldt's pioneering work is, however,
mentioned in Proserpind’), experimental plant
physiology by Julius von Sachs (1832-18%7&volution

by Charles Darwitt? or even his own insightful work in
Modern Painteron plant form and development which,
when developed further iRroserping in some senses
anticipated the later work of D’Arcy Thomson (1860-
1948)°° But there is no reason to be surprised at these
omissions, for again it is precisely because theytlae
botanical thoughts of Ruskin tlatist, not the scientist,
that they are so interesting

*" See Dearden, 2012; No. 1365.

“8 Lehrbuch der Botanik1868).

“9 Charles Darwin’©n the Origin of Speciesvas to be published
by John Murray, London, in 1859.

*On Growth and Forn§1917), Cambridge University Press; see
also D. Ingram & S. WildmarRuskin’s Flora(Lancaster: Ruskin
Library and Research Centre, 2011) pp. 14-18.
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Sowerby*

Three editions ofSowerbywere published during
the 18719" centuries. Thirty-seven volumes of the 1st
edition, published between 1790 and 1814, formet pa
of Ruskin’s library? and were quoted in his writings
about plants (often referred to as ‘old Sowerby’).
believe this is the edition referred to by Collirmpd in
Ruskin Relicsas: ‘...the three dozen volumes and index
of Sowerby’s “English Botany,”...” (see footnote 14).
Eleven volumes of the inferior 3rd edition, editby
J.T.B. Syme, and published between 1863 and 185@, a
formed part of Ruskin's library? The present 2nd
edition, sometimes referred to as ‘the small editibas
not previously been included in any catalogue of
Ruskin’s library, so far as | am aware.

Volume | of the edition ofSowerbypresumed to
have been re-ordered and re-bound by Ruskin coewris
firstly, the unalteredLondon Catalogue which lists

®L An un-altered ?' edition ofSowerby(I thank the staff of the
Royal Botanic Garden Edinburgh for allowing me tamine a
copy there) comprises seven volumes devoted tcefiog plants.
The contents of the seven volumes are arrangedrsgtitally and
follow the Linnean classification scheme sequelytifiroughout
the series, although the pages of each volumewanbered
separately. Each volume begins with the descriptafrthe species,
followed by the relevant plates arranged in theesander as the
descriptions. Each description includes the nantbef.innean
Class, Order and Genus of the species describéalyéal by the
Natural Order (equivalent to the modern Family)Htcgolume has
separate indexes of Latin and English names.

2 Dearden (2012), catalogue number 2542.

%3 |bid, catalogue number 2543.

74



genera and species of British flowering plants, the
individual species being provided with a single inem

in the sequence in which they are printed and an
indication of their rarity or frequency. The cage also
includes two lists of ‘Excluded Species’: ‘A. Align
Casuals; Waifs of Cultivation, Etc.’; and ‘B.
Ambiguities; Errors; Impositions; Extinctions’.

The London Catalogueis followed by the
descriptions of the genera and species of all the
flowering plants included in the first seven volusmaf
the unaltered ® edition of Sowerby but does not
include any of the plates. The order of the desong is
unchanged and each volume group retains its ofigina
English and Latin indexes. Each of the pages of
descriptions has been numbered, in pencil, in al iizat
resembles that of Ruskin, in sequence up to nuiGdb@r
Bound in at the end of Volume | are several, nafrow
lined manuscript pages (Fig. 15). The facing sidés
most of these are each divided, by a faint pera), linto
two broad columns, with a list of genera, writtarblack
ink, in alphabetical order, on the left side of leac
column. The genera in each column are then assigned
also in columns separated by faint pencil linesiuxe,
Plate and Page Numbers. The writing on these paaes
been confirmed to be that of John RusKin.

Volumes 1I-VIl contain all the plates of the
flowering plants described in the first seven vobsnof
Sowerbybut rearranged in the order in which the species

%4 By Professor Stephen Wildman and described bydsim
‘Ruskin’s best handwriting’.
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are listed inThe London Catalogudcach plate has been
given a number, in pencil, in the top right handneo,
this being the number ifthe LondonCatalogueof the
species illustrated (Fig. 10). The numbers appeaetin
the same hand that compiled the index, the distmct
forms of the 7s and 8s being particularly useful in
coming to this conclusion.

Thus in the hand-written index, for each genus
listed, the Volume number refers to the Volume tmck
the plate(s) for the genus occurs; the Plate numéfers
to the plate for théirst species of that genus illustrated;
and the Page number refers to the page in Voluore |
which the genus is describ®dFor exampleHedera
helix (Ivy) appears in the manuscript as follows: Vol 4;
Plate 614; Page 138ledera helixis species 614 iifthe
London Catalogue The Sowerbyplate of this species
may be found in Volume IV of and has the manuscript
number 614 in the top right hand corner. Finallg t
description of the Genudederaand of the speciell.
helix, appear on the page in Volume | given the
manuscript number 139 in the top right corner.

In the case of a genus with several species, ssich a
Geranium(the Cranesbills), only the number of the first
species of this Genus mentioned in the London
Catalogue, 273 @G. sanguineuln is listed in the
manuscript Index against Geranium, as: Vol. 3; ePlat
273; Page 428. The first Plate ofsgraniumspecies in
Volume Il is thus G. sanguineum,and has the
manuscript number 273; and the page in Volume | on

% There are, however, occasional errors or inCoeTsits.
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which the GenusGeraniumis first describedhas the
manuscript number 428.

The hand-written numbers &owerbyplates illustrating
species inThe London Catalogudist A of Excluded
Species (Aliens, etc.) are given the London Catadog
number of the species that would have been posiion
immediately before it prior to re-ordering, togethéth
(usually) a lower case letter ‘a’, possibly in Rimsk
hand, but this is not certain since the volumes of
Sowerbyinclude numbers and annotations in at least one
hand other than that of Ruskin. Thus the plate of
Staphylea pinnata European Bladdernut, an alien
species naturalised in the UK, is given the nun#i®&a
and the Genus is not included in Ruskin’s handtemit
index. The number is, however, indicated in pencil
against the name of this species in list A on p2@ef
The London Catalogyealthough the hand in this case
may not be that of Ruskin. The plate itself is pthc
immediately following the plate numbered 295, of
Euonymus europaeuSpindle, since it would have been
positioned close to this plate in the original seto
edition of Sowerby(i.e. before re-ordering). The suffix
‘a’ is also sometimes used to denote anomalies.

The plates of species ithe London Cataloguist
B of excluded species (Extinctions, etc.) are uguaft
un-numbered, but are nevertheless included in the
volumes of plates in the position they would have
occupied if they had been numbered. Thus the pldtes
Vicia hybridg Hairy-flowered Yellow Vetch, an¥icia
laevigatg Sea Vetch, both of which occur in list B, have
not been given numbers. However, beside the narie of
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hybrida in list B itself is written the number 367a, and
besideV. laevigata the number 367B, but there is no
clear evidence that these letters are in Ruskiaisdh
The number 367 itself is used fdficia bithynica
Rough-podded Purple Vetch, while 368 is used fer th
related specied.athyrus Aphaca(Yellow Vetchling).
Thus, in the re-ordered Volume lll, the plates %r
hybrida and V. laevigataare included, in that order,
between the plates of. bithynicaand L. Aphaca.In
Ruskin’s Index the genugicia is given as Vol 3, Plate
356 (this being the plate number ¥f hirsutg the first
Vicia species listed inThe London Catalogye The
genusLathyrais given as Vol 3, Plate 368, the plate for
L. Aphaca this being the firstLathyrus species
mentioned.

Annotations in Sowerby

In addition to the page and plate numbers, and the
hand-written Index, there are numerous, scattered
marginal annotations written lightly in pencil iroMime
| and on the plates in Vols. 1I-VIl. These are lne thands
of at least two different peopl&shether one of these is
Ruskin is not clear. These annotations give malgina
numbers for specific species, note which specigeap
in the lists of exclusions or are extinct, or iratee where
particular species were observed or collected. Soras
they refer to broad geographical areas such anlleN.
Wales, Yorkshire & Scotland, and South & Western
coasts of England, sometimes to specific placekinvit
easy reach of Cambridge, such as Devil's Ditch .(Fig
16), Fulbourn & Linton, West Fen Ely, Wicken &
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Bottisham Fens, Brandon, and even ‘Doubtful if e t
county at all’ (this of Geranium rotundifoliuy
suggesting that the writer had some connection with
Cambridge or its county. Some indicate floweringes

or information about the types of habitats in which
species are thought to grow, such as Woods & ttecke
Chalk & Limestone, mountain & sea coast or Highest
Mountains of Scotland Blue rock [sic.]. Some simply
give the Latin name of the plant depicted, if tlisnot
printed on a plate or if the printed name has been
superseded. A few of the annotations are writtery ve
close to the top of the page, and in a small nunatber
cases it appears that they may have been cropped)du
re-binding, as in the case of the Latin naRraxinus
heterophyllawritten at the top of Ruskin’s Plate 847a
(original Plate number 2476). In such cases the
annotations may have been inserted by Ruskin, ®r hi
secretary or a helper, but at this stage there groof of
this.

It is concluded that the hand writing of the index,
page numbers and annotations of 8@verbyvolumes
requires further careful comparative study, idedily
someone who, unlike this author, is very familiathw
the writing of John Ruskin and his later secretaaad
helpers.

Separate letter

The volumes ofSowerbyalso include a separate,
four-page, hand-written letter in blue-black inlated
‘October ¥ 1920'. It is addressed to ‘Dear Frank’ and
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signed ‘W.G.R.” and comprises four sides of lisfs o
plants which, the writer says, were found whileshe/
was with the recipient between ‘Aug 26 and Sept 11’
Some species are marked with a cross, and therwrite
says he/she also found these at ‘Aston Botteralhsin

the preceding fortnight.” Some are marked with & “w
which the writer says ‘stands for Wicken’' (a fenane
Cambridge). The letter goes on to say that ‘thisnly a

list compiled by an amateur botanist’, implying tthiae
recipient might be a professional botanist. Findilg/she
notes that he/she was ‘reading up’ the Labiata@.[sy
Lamiaceae] at Aston Botterell and that ‘next yefr i
possible | will go for the Umbelliferae’ [syn. Ameaae].

It would appear from the mention of Wicken that the
recipient had a connection with Cambridge and could
have been the author of some of the pencil anooisin
Sowerbylinking particular species with locations close
to Cambridge, but this cannot be concluded with
certainty. The identity of W.G.R. and whether he/sh
actually lived in Aston Botterell or simply visitetthat
small village is not known. Identifying the full mee of
W.G.R., the name of the recipient of the letter and
whether the latter owned the volumesSudwerbyafter
Ruskin’s death requires further research.

Concluding remarks

It is not known exactly when the re-ordering and
indexing ofSowerbywas undertaken, except that it must
have been during, or more probably some time after,
1874. Perhaps by this time all Ruskin's creativel an
critical botanical energies had been exhaustedhen t
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writing of Proserpinaand by illness, so that he was
willing to accept without challenge H. C. Watson’s
elegantly uncomplicated and pragmatic, but ceryamnoit
simplistic, 1874 scheme of plant classificatiortended

to be used by both amateur and professional boétanis
alike. Whatever the reason, he was apparently pedpa
to re-order a second edition 8bwerbyaccording to its
recommendations and to devote considerable time and
energy to compiling a detailed, comprehensive and
carefully written index to facilitate the use ofethe-
ordered volumes. In short, the re-ordeBsverbyseems

to provide a gentle and clear end point to Ruskin’s
botanical explorations. However, judging by the gnan
annotations in hands other than that of Ruskintanthe

fact that the cover of the first volume has become
partially detached from the text, the work probabad
considerable use by an owner or owners after Risskin
death. That one of these owners may have been a
distinguished botanist with Cambridge connections
provides impetus for further study of the wafk.

%% At least four distinguished botanists with Cambedonnections
and known informally as ‘Frank’ were alive in 19Zir Francis
Darwin, F.R.S., Charles Darwin’s son; Sir Frank Edgw, F.R.S.;
Francis Wall Oliver, F.R.S., son of Daniel OlivEtR.S., Ruskin’s
‘botanical friend’, and Francis Kingdon Ward.
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Ruskin Lectures

Original Series

1978  Lord Asa Briggs:

1979 Robert Hewison: Art & Society. Ruskin in Shtf in

1981  Philip Rawson: Ruskin, Turner and Time

1982  Van Akin Burd: Ruskin, Lady Mount Temple atite
Spiritualists

1982  Michael Kitson: Ruskin’s ‘Stones of Venice’

1983  Joe Holyoak: J. H. Chamberlain. Ruskin’'s iech of the
Civic Gospel

1985  Anthony Harris: Why do our little girls halegge shoes?

1986  Tim Hilton: Ruskin’s Masterpiece

1987  Sir Roy Shaw: The Relevance of Ruskin

1988  Nicholas Shrimpton: Ruskin and ‘War’

1991  Anthony Harris: Ruskin and Siena

1992  Malcolm Cole: Be like Daisies

1994  Royal W. Leith Ill: Ruskin and his Americamilbéwers in
Tuscany

New Series

2005  Stephen Wildman: Thomas Matthews Rooke

2006  Sam Smiles: Ruskin and Cambridge

2007  Jacqueline Yallop: Our Power to Bequeath

2008  Paul Tucker: Charles Fairfax Murray and Dolsdilaesta
2009  Robert Hewison: Of Ruskin’s Gardens

2010  Stuart Eagles: Ruskin and Tolstoy

2011  Zoe Bennett: The True Use of Faith

2012  Howard Hull: Demeter's Dowry: Ruskin and Lacejse
2013  Mark Frost: Curator and Curatress

2014  Gray Brechin: “Necessitous Men Are Not FreenMe
2015 Marcus Waithe: Ruskin and Craftsmanship

Whitelands Ruskin Lectures

2014  Dinah Birch: Thinking Through the Past: Johrsign and
the Whitelands College May Festival

2015 Sara Atwood: ‘An enormous difference between
knowledge and education’: What Ruskin Can Teach Us



2016 Rachel Dickinson: ‘What do you mean by dreg&in
Ruskin and Dress.

Occasional Lectures

2014  Clive Wilmer: ‘A new road on which the worldhaaild
travel’: John Ruskin, ‘The Nature of Gothic’ and I\gim
Morris

2015 Sara Atwood: ‘The earth-veil’: Ruskin and Eamment

Monograph
2015 Annie Creswick Dawson with Paul Dawson: Befijam
Creswick

2015 Stuart Eagles: Miss Margaret E. Knight & Stofge’s
Field, Sheepscombe
2016  David Ingram: Ruskin’s Botanical Books

Guild of St George publications

The Guild currently publishes two or three lectueash
year. These include the annual Ruskin Lecture, the
annual Whitelands Ruskin Lecture and other occasion
publications.

The Guild also publishes a wide range of cardsdase
images from the Ruskin Collection in Sheffield. lIFu
details of all these cards and publications canibeed

on the Guild’'s website www.guildofstgeorge.org.uk o
send a self-addressed stamped envelope for a fully
illustrated coloured brochure to:

Peter Miller

Guild of St George Publications
10 St Oswald’s Road

York

YO10 4PF



The Guild of St George was formally established by
John Ruskin in 1878. Through the Guild, Ruskin\atro
to make Britain a pleasanter and happier placehichv

to live. His aims and aspirations for the Guild are
contained in the ninety six “Letters” of hi&ors
Clavigera

Today the Guild is a charitable Education Trus
which tries to put Ruskin’s hopes into practiceotigh
its collection at the Ruskin Gallery in Sheffielddaits
other activities. It can offer scholarships and @sa
across a range of subjects close to Ruskin’s heart,
including the practice of crafts and scholarly wank
agricultural science and economics, education, Strglu
and the social sciences. The Guild awards an annual
John Ruskin Prize in conjunction with The Big Draw
and is in the second year of Ruskin-in-Sheffielch —
community based project focusing on Ruskin’s hgata
in Sheffield. The Guild publisheBhe Companionan
annual newsletter, which details events and aEs/iof
the guild over the previous year. The Guild isoals
supporting work on the regeneration of old orchamad
hay meadows in the Wyre Forest, Worcestershire.

An exhibition on Ruskin and Science is planfad
the 200" anniversary of Ruskin’s birth in 2019.
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