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FIGURE 30.— Perianth patterning. A, Zaluzianskya regalis. B, Z. viola- 
cea. Scale bar: 10 mm. Artist: John Manning.

Zaluzianskya regalis appears to be restricted to sea­
sonally moist, heavy clay soils derived from dolerite, in 
contrast to the lighter clays or loamy soils favoured by Z  
pilosissima and Z. violacea. Similar edaphic segregation 
between sister species on doleritic clays and on Karoo 
shales has been documented in several other genera on 
the Hantam-Bokkeveld (Manning & Goldblatt 2004).

Other specimen seen
NORTHERN CAPE.— 3119 (Calvinia): Klein Platberg to Wilgen- 

bos, SW o f  town, (-D A ), 31 August 1990, E.G.H. Oliver 9609 (NBG).
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BORAGINACEAE

NOMENCLATURAL NOTES ON ECHIUMFRUTICOSUM  VAR. MAJOR AND VAR. MINOR
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Echium fruticosum  var. major

Echium fruticosum  L. was first described in Species 
plantarum  (Linnaeus 1753). Jacquin (1797: t. 34) pro­
vided an illustration and lengthy description of a plant 
identified by him as Echium fruticosum. Ker Gawler 
(1815) called into question Jacquin's application of the 
name, stating that, they \  . .certainly have some doubt 
whether that o f Jacquin. admitted for a synonym . . .  is 
o f the same species. There the inflorescence terminates 
each branch in a simple continuous scattered axillary 
upright sp ik e .. .’ Similarly, Sims (1816), spurred on 
by Ker Gawler's comment, noted the considerable dif­
ference between the two contrasted entities mentioned 
above and delegated Jacquin's figure to his new variety
E. fruticosum  var. major. An examination o f the Jacquin 
plate reveals what is currently known as Lohostemon 
argenteus (P.J.Bergius) H.Buek—diagnosed in part as 
distinctly separate from L. fruticosus by possessing an 
inflorescence that represents a pseudo-spike as opposed 
to a cyme. Original Jacquin material exists in the 
Naturhistorisches Museum. Vienna (W). The specimens 
W0007532 and W0007531 cannot be considered for 
typification because, although the former was collected 
by Banks and is accompanied by ‘Echium fruticosum' in 
Jacquin's hand in the left hand comer of the sheet and

the latter is a Scholl collection, also with 'Echium fruti­
cosum' in Jacquin's hand, both specimens represent what 
is currently known as L. fruticosus (L.) H.Buek and in 
no way resemble the plate, especially so in the absence 
of a spike-like inflorescence.

Jacquin based many new names on specimens col­
lected from plants cultivated in botanical gardens such 
as Schonbrunn (D'Arcy 1970; Buys & Nordenstam 
2007). That a cultivated plant was at hand is most proba­
bly evidenced by the illustration of a rooted plant. There 
is a Boos specimen at W (WOO!H220) which might be 
considered to be part o f the original material. Fran/ 
Boos (1753-1832) called twice at the Cape, once while 
accompanying the official Austrian expedition to Mauri­
tius. arriving in May 1786 and remaining there for nine 
months before proceeding to Mauritius in February 1787 
(Neilreich 1855). and again on his return to Europe dur­
ing the summer of January 1788. to arrive back in Vienna 
in July (Garside 1942; Gunn & C'odd 1981). Specimen 
W0Q18220 is L. argenteus, but is accompanied by only 
'Echium' in Jacquin's hand in the left hand corner o f the 
sheet, and on the accompanying label. ‘Fib. Jacq. Cap. 
B. Sp. Boos' is written in an unidentified hand. On the 
reverse, too. ‘Cap. B. Sp. Boos' is written in an unidenti­
fied hand. In the absence of a specific epithet in Jacquin's
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hand on the specim en, we are o f  the opinion that there is 
no concrete evidence that this specim en is directly asso­
ciated with Jacquin s concept of ''fruticosum  ’, although 
it is apparent from the extensive description, that Jac- 
quin did have a specim en at hand. We therefore view 
Jaequin’s illustration as a lectotype, thus placing E. fru- 
ticosum var. m ajor in synonym y with what is currently 
known as Lobostemon argenteus (P.J.Bergius) H.Buek 
(Buys 2000).

Lehmann (IS IS ) independently also recognizes a 
variety (13) m ajor, identifying it with Thunberg’s con­
cept o f  Echium fruticosum  L. (Thunberg 1794). The 
sheet in the Thunberg herbarium  marked E. fruticosum  
by Thunberg ( UPS-THUNB4098) consists o f  two differ­
ent specimens. To the right is m ounted what is currently 
known as Lobostemon Jruticosus, to the left, a specimen 
corresponding to Lehm ann's var. major. Typification o f 
this illegitimate later hom onym , by a specimen in MEL 
places it in synonymy with L. montanus H.Buek (Buys 
& Nordenstam 2009).

Lobostemon argenteus (P.J.Bergius) H .Buek , in 
Linnaea II: 133 (1S37).

Echium fruticosum  L. var. (a) m ajor Sims: no. 1772 (1816). Lecto., 
here designated: [icon in] Jacquin, Plantarum  rariorum  horti caesarei 
Schoenbrunnensis descriptiones el icons, plate 34 (1797) non Echium  
fruticosum  L. var. m ajor  Lehm. in Plantae e fam ilia  Asperifoliarum  
nuciferae: 421 (1818).

Echium fruticosum  var. m inor

Sims (1816) cites Ker G aw ler's The botanical regis­
ter: t. 39 (1815) under Echium fruticosum  L. var. minor. 
The reference to t. 39 is an error for it represents Ipo- 
moea L. and it is t. 36 instead that depicts a Lobostemon. 
Sims (1816) also alludes to being aware o f  a collection 
in the Banksian Herbarium made from a plant cultivated 
by Philip Miller in 1759 in the Chelsea garden. In BM 
there is a sheet with ‘Hort C hels’ in an unidentified hand 
on the reverse. The sheet has an undated waterm ark ‘G R ' 
included in it, a reference to George Rex (King George). 
This is likely a reference to George III who was on the 
throne from 1760-1820. The paper was presumably pro­
duced during that period which puts the specimen in the 
right time frame, but the specimen is not considered to 
be original material due to the absence o f  unswerving 
evidence that it is directly associated with S im s’ concept 
of E. fruticosum  var. minor. In the light of S im s’ origi­
nal material consisting o f a specimen and the illustration, 
we view The botanical register plate as lectotype. This 
typification places E. fru ticosum  var. m inor in synonymy 
with what is currently known as Lobostemon fruticosus 
(Buys 2000).

Lobostemon fruticosus (L.) H.Buek, in Linnaea 
11: 134(1837).

Echium fruticosum  L. var. ([}) minor Sims : t. 1772 (1816). Lecto., 
here designated: [icon in] Ker Gawler, The botanical register: t. 39 
(1815).
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ASPIIODELACEAE: ALOOIDEAE 

REINSTATEMENT OF ALOE SPECTAB1LIS

Aloe spectabilis Reynolds (1937) was described from predominantly southern and eastern Cape species (see
material that was collected from KwaZulu-Natal, the Van Wyk & Smith 2003: 56 for a distribution map o f A.
eastern-most province o f  South Africa. Previously, mate- fe m x ) . A b e  spectabilis, in contrast, has its present-day 
rial o f  this species was erroneously considered to reprc- centre o f  distribution around Bushman's River Valley
sent a form o f  A f e r n y  Mill. (Berger 1908: 310, 3 1 1). n near Weenen, along the Mooi River near Muden and
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