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108 ACALEPHS IN GENERAL. Parr I

Hydroids; and also under what common name they should be designated. The
answer to these two questions is mnot difficult.

Since the free Meduse known to originate from Iydroids all belong to the
type of the Discophore Cryplocrpe of Eschscholtz, the Gymnophthalmule of Forbes, op
Craspedola of Gegenbaur, there is presumptive cvidence that the final investigation
of the true affinities of these Medusae will lead to a natural association of all those
which are really and closely related to one another, to the exclusion of the possible
foreign admixtures now left in this group, and that such a natural group will in
the end embrace all the Medusee originating from Iydroids. It is also possible,
however, that such a natural group of Meduse may embrace genera undergoing
& direct metamorphosis from the egg to the perfeet Medusa without intervening
Hydra stock, as we already know that there are higher Discophor, such as
Pelagia, which reproduce themselves without passing through the Strobila state.
But this would not alter the case of the affinity of such Meduswe: it would only
ghow that the natural group to which they belong exhibits a wider range in its
modes of development. The systematic position of any Medusa must be determined
by an investigation of its speeial structure, and if' there are any Medusw, not
arising from Hydroids, but growing up dircetly [rom eggs to their permanent form,
and presenting the same special structure as those that arise from Hydroids, there

is no reason why they should be separated. Upon this view we shall hereafter

consider the affinities of the /BEquorida, the mode of development of which is not
yet fully ascertained, and those of the (Eginidx, some of which are known to

undergo a dircct metamorphosis. As to the Polyp-like Acalephs already known

to produce free Medus, they have all been wmited by Johnston into one natural
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division, which he has called Zy-
droidea. But among these IIydroi-
dea there are those which produce
no free Medusx, and yet as IIy-
droids in no way differ from those
that produce them.  There is,
therefore, no reason why they
should be separated : the less since,
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