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SECTION II.
SUBDIVISIONS OF CTENOPIORE, FORMING SUB-ORDERS.

A comparison of the various attempis to subdivide the Ctenophora is very
instructive with reference to the principles upon which classifications may be hased.
Eschscholtz! as early as the year 1829, divided them into three [umilies: Carur-
aNrinE, with the genera Cestum, Cydippe, and Callianiva ; Myevno.g, with the genera
Eucharis, Mnemia, Calymma, and Axiotima; and Beronx, with the genera Beroe,
Medea, and Pandora.

Mertens admits [our families: Cestums, Callianiras, Beroes,
and Idyas.

Lesson, who considers the whole order as a family under the name
of Berowez, subdivides them into ecight tribes: Cesloidear, with the genera Cestum
and Lenmiseus; Cellivnire, with the genera Callianiva, Chiaia, Polyptera, Muemia,
Bucephalon, and Bolina;  Leucothocee, with the single genus Leucothoea 5 Culymmeee,
with the genera Calymma, Eucharis, Aleinve, LeSucuria, and  Axiotima; Neaide,
with the genus Neis; Ocproece, with the genus Ocyvoe; Cydippe, with the genera
Mertensia, Anais, Eschscholtzia, Janira, and Cydippe; and the Beroe proper, with
the genera Beroe, Idya, Medea, Cydalisia, and Pandora: to which, strange to say, a
number of Diphyida, Tunicata, Noectiluca, and Bipinnaria, are added. Leuckart, who
considers them as a distinet class, subdivides them primarily into two ovders, the
Eurystomata and Stenostomata.  Gegenbaur admits five families, which he groups
under three heads: 1° those the body of which ix extended into lobes, with ov

without tentacles, the Cuwlliwniridee and Calymnide ; 2°

! When considering the works of a master in
any department of Natural llistory, I am in the
habit, first, of identifying myselt” with his views as
completely us I possibly can, and aseertaining how
far, in the course of the progress of our science,
additional evidence may have heen aceumulated in
support of lis opinions, even i’ the new fuets should
tend at the same time to muwlify them; for it
is generally the ease, that those who have heen
long engaged upon a difficult subject instinetively
pereeive velations  which become more apparent
only with the lapse of time. Next, I proceed to
a critienl revision of the bearing of each faet, in
order to avoid one-sided apprecintions und useless

2° those which have no lobes,

discussions.  And, finally, I present the vesult of
my own investizations, combined with the information
thus obtained from the labors off my predeeessors.
This method I have found particularly useful in
the study of the Aecalephs, most of which ave de-
seribel in so many  different ways Ly different
authors and at different  periods, with such unequal
knowledge of their structure, that, unless we supply
the deficiencies of older writers by the light cast
upon these animals from modern investigations, #
large number of the most interesting  (ypes of the
cliss would have to be entirely left out of t'ul-"
sileration in our renewed attempts ut tracing their

natural  aflinities.
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