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Notes on African plants

VARIOUS A U T H O R S

ANACARDIACEAE

A  N E W  C O M B IN A T IO N  IN  OZOROA

Fernandes in Bol. Soc. Brot. 27: 150 (1965) resus­
citated the genus Ozoroa  Del. to  a c c o m m o d a te  all the 
species form erly placed in Heeria  M e isn . ex cep t for 
Heeria argentea (T hunb .) M eisn. w h ich  rem a in ed  as 
the only species o f  this m ono typ ic  g en u s . T h e  m ain 
reasons for resuscitating Ozoroa  lie in th e  d ifferences 
in the fruits o f  the tw o genera. Since H eeria  argentea  
is very sim ilar in general facies to  so m e  o f  th e  o th e r 
species form erly placed in Heeria, a sp ec ia l e ffo rt was 
made to study fresh fruits. T he m a in  differences 
mentioned by F ernandes could be c o n firm e d  a n d  the 
resuscitation o f  Ozoroa  is therefo re  s u p p o r te d . M ost 
of the com binations in Ozoroa  hav e  a lre a d y  been 
made in various publications. T he spec ies Heeria  
concolor (C. Presl) K untze, how ever, is re ta ined  
under the genus Heeria in the P ro d ro m u s  Sudw est- 
afrika 74: 5 (1968) by M erxm ueller a n d  S ch re iber 
because m ature fru its o f  this species w ere  n o t av a il­
able for study at th a t tim e. Even th o u g h  they  sus­
pected that it w ould prove to  be a n  O zo ro a  they

re tra ined  from  m aking the com bination . The affinities 
of Heeria concolor are  clearly with Ozoroa dispar 
(C . Presl) R. & A. Fernandes and O. crassinervia 
(E ng l.) R. & A. F ernandes. Recently fairly m ature 
fru its  o f  this species have been collected by M rs 
Eve Jenkins and  there is no fu rther doub t th a t it 
belongs in Ozoroa. The new com bination  is here 
effected.

O zo ro a  concolor (C. Presl ex  Sond.) De IVint., 
co m b . nov. Type: C ape, between N atvoet and G ariep , 
I 000-1 500, Drege (S, ho lo .; T C D , PR E, iso.).

Anaphrenium concolor E. Mey. in Drege, Zwei D oc. 163 
(1843), nom . nud,

Rhus concolor E. Mey. ex C. Presl, Bot. Bemerk. 42 (1844), 
n om . nud.

Rhus concolor C. Presl ex Sond. in FI. Cap. 1: 521 (1860).

B. d e  W in t e r

ASCLEPIADACEAE

A NO T E  O N  T H E  ID E N T IT Y  O F  C ELA STRU S FILIFORM/S

This note is the ou tcom e o f  a req u es t by D r L. E. 
Codd to investigate the identity  o f  C elastru s filiform is 
L.f.

Linnaeus fil., Suppl. 153 (1781), b a se d  h is descrip ­
tion of Celastrus filiform is on a T h u n b e rg  specim en 
from the Cape Province. L innaeus d esc rib ed  the 
species as follow s: “ C elastrus in e rm is , fo liis  lanceo- 
latis integris. ram is filiform ibus, p e d u n c u li axillari- 
bus uniflorus” .

Thunberg in his P ro d ro m u s 42 (1794) a n d  FI. 
Cap. ed. Schult. 217 (1823), rep ea ted  th e  p ro to lo g u e  
almost verbatim  b u t, in the la tte r w o rk , he ad d ed  a 
more detailed descrip tion . F rom  th is  la t te r  descrip ­
tion it was clear th a t the type specim en o f  C . filiform is  
had opposite leaves.

Sonder in FI. C ap . I : 470 (I8 6 0 )  c ited , under 
Mystroxylon eucleaeforme , M . filifo rm e  Eckl. & 
Zeyh., Enum. 125 (1836), but excluded  th e  synonym y, 
namely, “ C. filiform is  T hunb . FI. C a p . p. 217” , 
which suggested th a t this basionym  d id  n o t belong 
to the same taxon as his M . eu deiform e. S o n d e r  was 
quite correct because M. eu deiform e  h a s  a lte rn a te  
leaves, while the type o f  C. filifo rm is  h a s  opp o site  
leaves. The true identity  o f  C. filifo rm is  L .f., how ever, 
was not revealed by S onder in h is  t re a tm e n t o f 
Celastrineae.

Following S onder's  decision, it is so m e w h a t su r­
prising to find tha t D avison in B o th a lia  2 : 327 (1927), 
cited “ Celastrus filiformis T h u n b . P ro d r . (1794), 
42; FI. Cap. ed. Schultz (1823), 217”  a s  a synonym  
of Cassine eucleiformis (Eckl. & Z e y h .)  K untze, 
particularly so as the la tte r is’ a y o u n g e r  nam e. As 
species of Cassine have a lte rn a te  leav es, it w as clear 
that Davison's decision was in co rrec t, a n d  th a t the 
identity o f Celastrus filiform is  rem a in ed  unreso lved .

T h ro u g h  the courtesy  o f  the D irector, Institu te o f 
System atic  Botany, U ppsala, the type o f  Celastrus 
filiform is  from  the T hunberg  H erbarium , num ber 
5606, was sent on loan to  Kew (see Fig. I). E xam ina­
tion  o f  the specim en revealed th a t it belongs in 
A sclepiadaceae and  th a t it is a Secamone. To be m ore 
precise, it m atches w hat we have been accustom ed to 
ca lling  5. frutescens (E. Mey.) Decne. Drege 2230a 
from  near the Z w artk o p  River, U itenhage division, 
in th e  Kew H erbarium , an isosyntype o f S. frutescens, 
is a  good m atch o f  the right-hand twig o f T hunberg 's 
type, except tha t the la tter lacks follicles. The basio­
nym  o f S. frutescens (E. Mey.) Decne. (in D C., 
P rod r. 8: 50 Í, 1844) is Astephanus frutescens E. M ey., 
C o m m . 223 (1837). C elastru s filiform is  L.f.. Suppl.
153 ( 1781) is, therefore, a far earlier nam e and, as this 
specific epithet has not previously been taken up in 
Secamone, it will have to  be adopted  for this taxon. 
T he new com bination  is effected below.

Secamone filiformis (L .f.) J. H. Ross, com b. nov.

Celastrus filiformis L.f., Suppl. 153 (1781); Thunb., Prodr. 
42 (1794); FÍ. Cap. ed. Schult. 217 (1823). Type: Cape Province, 
Thunherg N o. 5606 (U P S, holo.!)

Astephanus frutescens E. M ey., Comm. 223 (1837). Syntypes: 
Cape Province, 3226 (Fort Beaufort), near Kat River, Drege 
(K !);  3325 (Port Elizabeth), near Zwartkop River, Drege (K !); 
Beans River (Boontjesrivier), Zuurbcrg Range. Drege (K, 
fragm .!).

Secamone frutescens (E. M ey.) Decne. in DC ., Prodr. 8: 
501 (1844). Syntypes as for Astephanus frutescens.

Cassine eudeiforme sensu Davison in Bothalia 2: 327 (1927) 
pro parte quoad syn. Celastrus filiformis L.f., non (Eckl. & 
Z eyh.) Kuntze sensu stricto.

J. H. Ross


