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tion in 1826 he reported, however, that it had not grown
satisfactorily.

(2) In the Memoires de |'Academie Imperiale des Sci-
ences de St. Petersbourg, in 1826, Eschscholtz published
his “Descriptiones plantarum novae californiae Following
the title is the important notation: “Conventui exhibuit die
18. Junii 1823, indicating that this paper had been pre-
sented, or perhaps read, on June 18, 1823, or about one
month before Eschscholtz started on his second voyage
with von Kotzebue, a trip which took him to Califomia for
the second time in 1824. The plants described in his paper
must, therefore, have been collected on Eschscholtz’s first
visit to California in 1816 although publication of his
paper in the Memoires was delayed until 1826, some three
years after the presentation (or perhaps reading). When it
appeared (ser. 5, vol. 10) it was along with numerous other
papers on a variety of subjects such as cockroaches, bats,
longitudes of Astrakan, etc., etc., which had been pre-
sented from two to forty-six years before they finally
appeared in print. No reference has been found which
indicates that Eschscholtz revised his original paper after
he had been in California in 1824.

Eschscholtz’s “Descriptiones plantarum . . ." was re-
printed (in abstract) in the Lirteratur-Bericht zur Linnaea
fur des Jahrl 828 (Linnaea 3: 147-153, 1828). Butin the
reprint the important statement that the paper had been
presented in 1823 was omitted. This omission, plus the
fact, perhaps, that no dates of collection are cited by
Eschscholtz, may be responsible for the conclusion, reached
by one author at least, that the plants described were
collected on Eschscholtz’s second visit to California in
1824, which does not seem to have been the case.

(3) In Linnaea. Ein Journal fur die Botanik . . . edited by
Diedericus F. L. von Schlechtendal, von Chamisso's Cali-
fornia collections were published from 1826 to 1836 inclu-
sive. Included were not only his new discoveries but, as
well, rediscovered plants previously described from the
same region or from elsewhere by other botanists. Califor-
nia plants are not segregated from those from other regions.

California plants are to be found in volumes 1 (1826), 2
(1827), 3 (1828), 4 (1829), 6 (1831) and 10 (1836) of
Linnaea. The first article (volume 1) of the series in which
they appeared was entitled “De plantis in expeditione
speculatoria Romanzoffiana observatis rationem dicunt
Adelbertus de Chamisso et Diedericus de Schlechtendal™;
this title varies slightly in later volumes (in 2, 3, 4, 6), the
words “rationem dicunt’, changed to “dissere pergunt.” In
volume 10 the title is “De plantis in expeditione speculatoria
Romanzoffiana et in herbariis regiis Beroliensibus
observatis dicere pergit Adelbertus de Chamisso.”

Von Chamisso turned over to other botanists certain
families of plants which he had collected: we find plants of
the Labiatae described by George Bentham (Linnaea
6,1831), of the “Synantherae™ or Compositae by Christian
Friedrich Lessing (Linnaea 6,1831) and of the Leguminosoe
by Theodor Vogel (Linnaea 10, 1835-1836:issued in 1836).
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When, in 1932, August C. Mahr published “The visit of
the ‘Rurik’ to San Francisco in 1816,” he carefully segre-
gated all the plants from California described in Linnaea,
listing them in the order issued, with volume and page
references and with various enlightening comments. Where
new genera and species are described Mahr quotes the
original descriptions in full; species collected in California
but previously described by other botanists are also cited
but without description. Included are “the modern names
of all the plants mentioned, according to the nomenclature
used by W. L. Jepson in his Manual of the Flowering
Plants of California (Berkeley, California. 1923, 1925), or
his descriptions.”

Also inserted by Mahr “in the places where Chamisso
mentions them in his taxonomy” are * Eschscholtz’ de-
scriptions of two species [out of his twelve novelties],
published in Memoires de ' Academie des Sciences de St.
Petersbourg, Vol. X, pp. 283-284 . . " These are Lonicera
Ledebourii and Ribes tubulosum which had appeared in
Eschscholtz’s “Descriptiones plantarum,” already men-
tioned under (2) above. Mahr states: “The descriptions of
two new species of California plants and of a California
butterfly. are the only contributions by J. F. Eschscholtz to
this compilation of material concerning the visit of the
‘Rurik’ to San Francisco.” A statement which can be true
only if my supposition (that Eschscholtz’s plants were all
collected in 1816) is false.

In 1944 Miss Alice Eastwood published a short article
entitled “The botanical collections of Chamisso and
Eschscholtz in California.” In this she lists the species
collected by the two botanists, but omits the descriptions.
The plants collected by von Chamisso and described in
Linnaea are separated into two lists, the first including
“new species,” the second “Species also . . . collected, not
considered as new . ..”

The author noted of von Chamisso’s collections: “The
locality cited was ‘ad portum San Francisco™ and all were
collected, according to Chamisso, in the hills and downs
about the Presidio. Very few if any are to be found there
to-day.” Further: “On the first expedition, during the month
of October, sixty-nine species were collected. Among
them were two new genera and thirty-three species. Three
were synonyms having been previously described by other
authors.”

Further: “On the second expedition [1824], Eschscholtz
named and described thirteen species, three among them
previously described.” As already noted, Eschscholtz’s
“Descriptiones plantarum” . . . published in the Memoires
of the St. Petersburg Academy had been presented in 1823
or before he started on his second expedition—although
this fact is not mentioned in the Linnaea abstract—and the
plants must, therefore, have been collected on his visit of
1816. The error is understandable, since Miss Eastwood
states that “Linnaea has been my source of information
concerning these important collections.”

Eastwood notes that “Eschscholtz does not give the
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exact place where his collections were made, but from the
plants collected all but one could have come from San
Francisco.”

Asa Gray—writing in 1840 of the collections in the
“royal Prussian herbarium . . . deposited at Schoneberg (a
little village in the environs of Berlin) opposite the royal
botanic garden and in the garden of the Horticultural Soci-
ety .. ."reported that the general herbarium contained the
“botanical collections made by Chamisso . .. many ... from
the coast of Russian America and from California . . .”

In 1880 Alphonse de Candolle, in La phytographie,
records the whereabouts of collections made on the voy-
age of the Rurick thus: “Chamisso (de). Herb de 10 a
12,000 esp., a 1’Academie imp. des sci. de Saint Peters-
bourg. Des doubles dans les herb. de Berlin (destroyed in
WW II) et de L’ Univ. de Kiel.

“Chords. Herb. du Jardin imp. de Saint-Petersbourg.

“Eschscholtz. Plantes de I'exped. de Kotzebue, au jardin
imp. de Saint-Petersbourg. (1.300 esp.).”

After von Chamisso’s death in 1837, his friend von
Schlechtendal published a tribute to his memory in Linnaea
(1839). I cite from the rather poor English translation
published in the London Journal of Botany in 1843:

Von Chamisso—"very much a self-taught Botanist . . .”
—first began to study plants at Copet, near Lake Geneva,
Switzerland: this was near the home of Madame de Stael,
whose son, Baron Auguste von Stael Holstein, first inter-
ested him in botany and was his companion on collecting
excursions. Von Schlechtendal first became acquainted
with von Chamisso in 1813. He describes their botanical
trips and “the many incidents of these herborizations . . .
Chamisso was ever the foremost . . . An antique garb,
once the state dress of a South Sea Chief, much worn,
mended and stained, with a black cap of cloth or velvet, a
large green box suspended by leather straps over his
back, and a short pipe in his mouth, together with a rude
tobacco pouch: such was the attire in which he sallied
forth . .. when evening came . . . weary, travel-soiled, he
did not make a very splendid appearance while bearing a
pocket handkerchief crammed with plants, he met, on
returning to Berlin, the beau monde . . . all in their Sunday
attire . . .”

When on the Rurick, *“The only individual who entered
at all into his tastes, though he possessed not the same
energy in collecting, was Eschscholtz. He too, gathered
some plants and profited by the liberality of Chamisso,
who exchanged duplicates and gave him specimens . . .
Eschscholtz himself described only a few of his specimens
... Chamisso was obliged to publish his collections at his
own cost. Returning to Prussia . . . he presented the
zoological and mineralogical portion to the University
Museum at Berlin . . .”

In 1819 von Chamisso was given the honorary degree
of Doctor of Philosophy by the University of Berlin and
was appointed “Assistant in the Berlin Botanical Institu-
tion,” and directed to . . . pay particular attention to the
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Botanical Garden.” After fire had destroyed his home at
Neu Schoneberg he moved to Berlin where he and von
Schlechtendal worked together in the “Royal Herbarium
which contained Willdenow's collections.” When the lat-
ter began his “exclusively Botanical Journal, the Linnaea,”
von Chamisso started work on his own collections. Dis-
cussing his custom of sharing his collections with other
botanists, the biographer comments:

“Happily this noble spirit of liberality is gaining ground
among Botanists and superseding the narrow minded ava-
rice with which naturalists were too apt to keep to them-
selves every thing but their opinions and dogmas on sci-
ence...”

He states that “only an inconspicuous looking plant
among the Amaranthaceae, described by his friend Kunth,
bears his name. . .”

Mahr’s introduction supplies an understanding picture
of von Chamisso. He suggests that the romance, Peter
Schlemihl (which “secured for its author a lasting place in
German literature and became known all over the world in
numerous translations . ..") was in a sense symbolic of von
Chamisso’s own “tragic condition of disconnectedness, of
being a man without a country.” Born of noble parentage
in Champagne. France, in 1781, he was, when nine years
of age, exiled with his family during the French Revolu-
tion; they finally made their home in Berlin. As a boy von
Chamisso served as a page in the household of the royal
family of Prussia and then entered the army. But he was
never happy in army life: nor, when he visited his family
after their return to France, did he ever feel at home in the
land of his birth.

“When in 1813 the War of liberation broke out,
Chamisso again became painfully conscious of his am-
biguous national position; although he fully approved of
Prussia’s strife for liberty from French oppression, yet he
found it impossible to bear arms against his native coun-
try.”

After Napoleon’s return from Elba, von Chamisso “. . .
found himself in similar patriotic difficulty.” It was then
that he received his appointment as naturalist with von
Kotzebue's expedition. Aged fifty-six, he died on August
21,1837, at his home in Berlin.

According to Mahr, “Johann Friedrich (Ivan Ivanovitch)
Eschscholtz was born at Dorpat, in the Baltic Province of
Russia, on November 12,1793. He studied medicine and
zoology and acquired the degree of Medicinae Doctor. He
traveled on the ‘Rurick’ as ship’s surgeon, and also ac-
companied Kotzebue on his second expedition, from 1823
to 1826. . . He became professor of zoology at Dorpat,
where he died in 1831.”

[Botanical Explorations of the Trans-Mississippi was origi-
nally published by the Arnold Arboretum of Harvard Uni-
versity in 1956 and was reprinted by the Oregon State
University Press, Corvallis, in 1991. This slightly edited
version is reprinted with permission. ]
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