Editorial
Excursions and Expeditions

Excursions (organised by IBSA) and expeditions (organised by individuals or groups of
individuals) can be divided into two categories — “‘search and rescue” authorised by the Dept of
Nature Conservation, and “viewing and photographing”. For some years now there have been
two IBSA excursion each year: an annual three day one to Middelpos or Nieuwoudtville to look
and photograph, and a one day “search and rescue” one within easy reach of Cape Town. At
the same time there have been many privately arranged expeditions by small groups of
members. This year IBSA has staged at least one and sometimes two excursions each month.
A three day trip took place over a weekend, and we have also experimented with mid-week one
day excursions. There have been no “search and rescue” trips this year as negotiations are in
progress with the Dept of Nature Conservation and it is advisable to wait for the relevant
permits.

Perhaps the most promising result of the IBSA excursions is that there is now a growing
number of small group expeditions by a growing number of small groups! This has the
excellent effect of widening the pool of knowledge of localities and botanical species in the SW
Cape. There is an almost infinite number of areas worth visiting, far more than can be covered
by IBSA excursions, but if the knowledge gained by expeditions is shared, possibly through
Bulb Chat, it will encourage more exploration. We have long emphasised that the essence of
IBSA is sharing, and the sharing of knowledge is as important as the sharing of seed and plants.

An unfortunate trend is the emphasis on exploring Namaqualand and the Roggeveld Plateau.
Both are well worth exploring, but we should not ignore the great potential of the Southern and
Eastern Cape, the Little Karoo and the Overberg. Nor should we concentrate only on the spring
months, while ignoring the autumn which is the time of flowering for the Amaryllids and the
hysteranthus Iridaceae. Excursions are sparked off by expeditions - by reports coming in about
interesting places. The highly successful Tankwa Karoo excursion was staged on this basis.
Regrettably few members went, but the number of rare and new species found was far beyond
expectation. So the sharing of localities worth visiting is vitally important to the IBSA
committee who is responsible for planning future excursions.

It is for the IBSA members to prod the committee into organising activities, not up to the
committee to prod the members into activity. What applies to excursions and expeditions
applies also to monthly meetings. It is for the members to express their preferences about
venue, subjects for talks, timing, etc.

Is the last Saturday of the month the best day?

Is the afternoon the best time?

Should we have only one venue where all our meetings are held?
Should we have a formal talk each month?

Which areas should we visit on excursions?
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e Are external experts or IBSA members the best speakers?

e Should IBSA hold mini-shows?
These and many other matters should be guided by the member’s opinions and not dictated by
the Committee.

Why are you a member and as a member, are you getting what you want and expect? &

Letter to the Editor
Crinum campanulatum notes

Dear Editor,

In the IBSA Bulletin No.49 of August 2000 I discussed the germination habits of Crinum
campanulatum and posed questions relating to the time it would take for plants to reach
flowering size and whether they would flower without the stimulation of flooding, as is the case
in nature where they only flower when the seasonal pans in which they occur, fill after rains.
Observation of plants grown from seed sown four years ago in our nursery has thrown some
light on these questions.

We plant Crinum campanulatum seed in open raised beds under 30% shade cloth in a light soil
mixture consisting of approximately equal parts of composted pine bark, loam soil, compost
and coarse sand, with the addition of bonemeal and 2:3:2 fertilizer. These are the same general
conditions we use for all our seedling bulbs. Despite being close together (less than 10cm
apart) the Crinum bulbs develop rapidly, start making suckers in their second year and remain
evergreen. Even in the vleis where they occur naturally, the bulbs are very close together. No
special irrigation is applied — we rely on normal summer rainfall (900mm per annum)
supplemented by light watering during dry spells and occasionally in winter. Thrips and
amaryllis caterpillar need to be controlled, which we do with regular spraying with a cocktail of
Cypermethrin EC, Malasol and a sticker/spreader, Nu-Film P. Contrary to beliefs published
elsewhere, Crinum campanulatum is extremely susceptible to the amaryllis worm. The wild
populations are heavily infested, and the worms are particularly fond of the seeds. One other
pest we encountered was woolly aphid amongst the roots at the base of the bulb which can only
be controlled with a systemic aphicide, such as Metasystox.

Under these conditions we have now flowered plants after four years from seed. By this time
the bulbs are up to 6cm in diameter and suckering profusely. It is significant that flowering has
commenced, even under these cramped conditions, without the stimulation of seasonal flooding
or immersion in water, as would be normal in the wild. It is clear that under garden conditions
Crinum campanulatum can be grown with success in the same way as any other Crinum
species. They have the added advantage of being an excellent water feature in garden ponds
and fish pools.

Yours sincerely,
Cameron Mc Master, The Croft Nursery, Stutterheim.



Letter to the Editor
“William Herbert on Crinum Classification”

Dear Editor,

In Bulletin 49, pp. 9-10, Hannibal proposes a “revision” of the Genus Crinum. I contend this
“revision” is merely an analogue of a classification system published by William Herbert in
1821. Furthermore, Hannibal's “revision” sets forth taxonomic terminology which is contrary
to published definitions (by Baker) and to the International Code of Botanical Nomenclature
(ICBN).

Summarizing Hannibal's revision:
Subgenus Stenaster Baker -- sequentially flowering, pedicellate actinomorphic flowers
Subgenus Crinum (ex Platyaster Baker) -- group flowering, sessile actinomorphic flowers
Subgenus Codonocrinum Baker -- sequentially flowering, pedicellate zygomorphic flowers
Subgenus Codonocrinum var. Ornata subgenus nov. -- group flowering, sessile zygomorphic
flowers
A. Superspecies C. jagus
B. Superspecies C. zeylanicum

In contrast, below is a brief summary of Herbert's classification:
Sectio 1. Patentes -- wide spreading corollas
Subdivision 1. Nutantes -- buds nodding before expansion, sessile or subsessile
flowers
Subdivision 2. Inclinate -- buds inclining before expansion, pedicellate flowers
Sectio 2. Semipatentes -- half expanded corollas
Subdivision 1. Ornatae -- buds nodding before expansion, sessile flowers
Subdivision 2. Longifoliae -- buds inclining before expansion, pedicellate flowers

Each classification scheme divides the two major categories of flowers, hypocrateriform and
funnel-shaped, into two subcategories, sessile/subsessile flowers and pedicellate flowers. They
are equivalent, regardless of the adjoining characters included. If Herbert's scheme is to be
reintroduced in a slightly modified form, Herbert must be acknowledged and his terminology
be given priority.

In addition, Hannibal's version contains misrepresentations and nomenclature errors:
1) Hannibal has embellished Baker's subgenera definitions, which are reprinted from Baker's
(1881) "synopsis" in entirety:

Subgenus 1. Stenaster (type species, C. asiaticum). Flowers usually quite erect, with
the linear segments of the limb spreading or reflexing, not more than 1/4 - 1/3 inch
broad. Filaments suberect, diverging equally on all sides from the ascending style.

Subgenus II. Platyaster (type species, C. americanum). Perianth tube straight or
slightly curved, the lanceolate segments of the limb spreading or ascending when
fully expanded. Filaments equilaterally divergent from the suberect style.

Subgenus III. Codonocrinum (type species, C. latifolium). Perianth-tube almost more

or less curved from youth to age, the limb horizontal or suberect, the oblong
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segments standing forward so that they are permanently connivent or imbricated in
the lower half. Filaments declinate, brought close together so that they are nearly
parallel with one another and with declinate style.

Baker makes no provision in his subgenera definitions for whether or not flowers are
sessile or pedicellate; the major distinguishing character between Subgenera Stenaster
and Platyaster is segment shape/width. Baker’s definitions as purported in Hannibal’s
“revision” are foreign to the original definitions, and when applied, they lead to quite
dissimilar classifications. For example, Hannibal designates C. firmifolium Baker as
belonging to Subgenus Platyaster, which directly contradicts Baker who classifies it as
Subgenus Stenaster. Similarly, Hannibal classifies C. subcernuum Baker and C.
hildebrandtii Vatke as Subgenus Stenaster, whereas Baker places both species into
Subgenus Platyaster.

2) Hannibal's combination "Subgenus Codonocrinum var. Ornata subgenus nov.” is not
permissible according to ICBN rules (Articles 4.1 and 21.1). "Variety" is an infraspecies
rank and cannot be used to stipulate a subgenus. More importantly, Baker (1881)
designates C. latifolium L. as the type specimen for Subgenus Codonocrinum Baker;
Hannibal cannot reposition C. latifolium_(sessile flowered species falling within Hannibal's
"Superspecies C. zeylanicum") into another subgenus while leaving subgenus
Codonocrinum Baker supposedly intact (violates Articles 7.3 and 63.1).

3) "Superspecies" is not a defined taxonomic rank according to ICBN (Article 4.1). If the
concepts implied in the entities "Superspecies C. jagus" and "Superspecies C. zeylanicum"
are to be introduced, they must be properly defined, presented in legitimate taxonomic
format, and meet the validating requirements of ICBN (Articles 32 through 45).

4) The combination of "crinum" and "ornata” in taxonomic nomenclature must be restricted
to the context wherein it was first validly published. As I have pointed out (Lehmiller,
1997a), this initial combination occurred in Herbert's (1821) classification system
presented above.

Herbert stands out as an exemplary botanist concerning the taxonomy of Crinum - it was he
who first formulated an adequate definition of this genus in the referenced 1821 publication. He
based his descriptions and classifications upon personal observations of living plants, and he
was careful to set apart any opinions wherein he was relying upon drawings or herbarium
specimens or observations alluded to others. He assigned many species to each of his
subdivisions outlined above, but he anticipated that some species would likely fall outside his
classification scheme: “ .... I have subjoined other particulars which appear to coincide with the
characters of each section, as far as I have seen, but which I scarcely expect to find invariable."
Indeed there are species which fall outside Herbert's scheme regarding nodding versus inclining
buds; from my personal observations of Southern Africa species, I can cite C. subcernuum
Baker as a deviant from the pedicellate (Inclinate) section, and both C. rautanenianum Schinz
and C. carolo-schmidtii Dinter from the sessile (Ornatae) section. With respect to Hannibal's
group versus sequentially flowering hypothesis, I find most Crinum species to flower in
sporadic, unpredictable modes, and I contend no objective evidence exists to warrant
extrapolating the work of Muller-Doblies.
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I wish to make one final comment. All Southern African literature has befuddled C. carolo-
schmidtii Dinter subsequent to its discovery. Dinter (1914) described this bulb as a small,
limestone vlei species with only 1-2 flowered umbels -- "only one in a thousand specimens 3-
flowered" -- and the type specimen (Dinter 2337, 14 Jan. 1912, B) depicts an umbel with two
sessile flowers. Verdoorn misrepresented this plant in Flowering Plants of Africa (1972) and
in Bothalia (1973); she confused it with a Namibian C.lugardiae, as did Dyer (1948) with C.
occiduale. Roessler (1974) recognized Verdoorn’s error; he also remarked that C. carolo-
schmidtii appeared very similar to C. rautanenianum Schinz herbaria (indeed it differs only by
its smaller statue and by possessing rosulate leaves rather than distichous leaves), but then he
confused C. carolo-schmidtii with a Namibian C. paludosum. 1 have discussed this on several
occasions, and a summary is provided in Herbertia (Lehmiller, 1997b). One cannot accurately
classify Crinum unless one has had the opportunity to examine living plants in the field; many
herbarium specimens and published descriptions impart much to the imagination.
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Yours sincerely,

David J. Lehmiller

550 IH-10 South, Suite 201

Beaumont, Texas 77707

U.S.A. &

Yellow Romuleas

Do not assume that the yellow Romuleas in one population are all the same species! Examine
them closely — corm shape, leaves, bracts and bracteoles, as well as markings on the back of the
petals. In Nieuwoudtville, Romulea hirta is interspersed with R. discifera (different leaves,
corms and flowering times), plus R. montana and R. monticola (different corms and leaves).
On the Kamiesberg R. pearsonii is mixed with R. luteoflora (different bracts, bracteoles and
corms) and sometimes also R. citrina if the area is wet.
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The Cape Floral Kingdom
Andries de Villiers

When we became interested in indigenous bulbs we each became aware that we were in the
Cape Floristic Region which used to be the Cape Floral Kingdom. We may not know where it
is but know we are in it. The great Marloth coined the phrase at the beginning of the 20
century and the area that he was describing encompassed the land between the sea and the
mountains. When a man as eminent as Marloth says something, lesser men hasten to define, to
explain, and to analyse. Very soon it became established as a strip of the littoral from Port
Elizabeth to the mouth of the Olifants river, about 100 km wide. Outlines were drawn on maps
and the Kingdom acquired boundaries. It became a place. But it is not a place, it is a concept.
Unfortunately those lines on maps became entrenched. The concept was forced, and still is,
within them. Which is a pity because the concept is good, but the maps are bad. In the process
of defining, explaining, and analyzing, the concept was hitched onto the Fynbos and
particularly, within the Fynbos, to Ericas, Proteas and Restios. In the hundreds of thousands of
words that have been written about it, Marloth’s awe and wonder at the beauty of the plants has
been lost in the thunder of taxonomy, environmental sciences and conservation administration.
The map appeared in Bond and Goldblatt 1984 and has appeared again in Goldblatt and
Manning 2000. No doubt it will appear again and again and again. The present authors
repeated the map but nowhere in the text do they justify it. Instead they write extensively about
endemism and diversity; in other words about the concept which is simple: it is the land where
the unique flowers of the Cape live and thrive.

Because the map has become set in concrete, many of the Kingdom’s flowers have been
excluded from it. We, in IBSA, are concerned with the bulbous genera. We know that the
fynbos is only one of many habitats and that more of our species grow in the renosterbos than
in the fynbos. We know that the presence of Ericas, Proteas and Restios is largely a matter of
soil and water. The Kingdom has an infinity of soils and water conditions, all of them part of
the intrinsic texture of the Kingdom. We know that plants of the Kingdom grow in the
Roggeveld and in Namaqualand. But they are excluded for they are outside the line of the map,
the line you cannot step over for it doesn’t exist on the surface of the veld. It is said that there
will always be a margin between Regions and that some plants will radiate into and across the
margin becoming denizens of the next region or perhaps of no region. Genera do emigrate but
there is a wealth of difference between purposeful, active and penetrative emigration and the
outer fringe inhabitants of a land. Consider the genus Romulea. Romulea rosea is the eponym
of Section Roseae. It grows throughout the Kingdom from end to end. At Port Elizabeth it
translates into Subsection Autumnales which includes R. campanuloides which extends on to
Kenya and perhaps to the Mediterranean. It does not matter whether radiation was from
tropical Africa to the Cape or from the Cape to tropical Africa. It is a plain instance of
emigration and emigrants are not citizens of the Kingdom. R. monadelpha is excluded with
contempt while its brother R. sabulosa is admitted. It does not matter that they grow but a short
distance apart and are so similar as to be almost indistinguishable. One has citizenship, the
other is cast into outer darkness. The map has vanquished the concept.
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So let us, in IBSA, restore the definition of the Cape Floral Kingdom. It is inland from the
Cape coast, wherever the bulbs and corms peculiar to the Cape, morphologically, genetically
and in life cycle have developed and flourished within a habitat and climate which is essentially
of the Cape. That brings the Roggeveld (and Namaqualand) into the Kingdom. There is one
spirit, peering out through Peter’s Gate, who will be pleased: Marloth’s Gladiolus will be back
in his Kingdom.

When Marloth strode the veld around

And saw within it flowers abound

In beauty far beyond compare

He praised the Lord who placed them there
And said: “This glorious Kingdom of the Cape
Is surely where bright souls escape

From Heaven to delight us here.

Editor’s note: Two SW Cape botanists were asked to comment on the above article:
Reply by John Manning, Compton Herbarium, Kirstenbosch

‘Maj de Villiers’ call to arms is stirring stuff but while the sentiment is noble I do question its
essence. In attempting to establish boundaries for the Cape Region, later botanists have merely
aimed at a more specific delimitation of what Marloth meant when he recognised such a place
between the sea and the mountains. Of course no firm borders can ever be drawn about a sub-
continental region like this but unless some limits are established to it no two people will ever
end up discussing the same thing. I have no doubt that few modern botanists take the
boundaries reproduced in Goldblatt & Manning to be anything more than approximate.
Without them, however, how could anyone even begin to count the number of species within
the region, let alone the proportion of species endemic to it? The de Villiers concept of
defining the Cape Region as that place where bulbs typical of it grow is no help at all. By his
own examples that would include the whole of Africa and much of the Mediterranean since that
is where both Romulea and Gladiolus grow. He is quite correct, however, that several areas
currently lying beyond the borders of the Cape more properly belong within it, and I think
immediately of the fynbos that occurs on the top of the Kamiesberg and up the Namaqualand
coast. These islands could well be included into the Region as an archipelago. The problem of
renosterveld is more difficult as large tracts of it occur on the central plateau. While they
support a few typically Cape bulbs (Syringodea is one) the number is not significant in the
context of the rest of the vegetation. May I, therefore, suggest a more moderate solution, and
one in keeping with current trends. Why not adopt a more informal concept, the Greater Cape
Floral Region, which would include those marginal areas that harbour some Cape plants but
which do not accord fully with the floristic composition that is taken to characterise the region
in the strict sense. I dont know Marloth’s personal inclinations towards aggrandisement but to
me, as a fancier of Cape Bulbs, the Greater Cape has a certain prosperous attraction to it.



Reply by Peter Linder formerly of the Bolus Herbarium, UCT, now
working at the University of Zurich

What is the Cape Floristic Region?

The Cape Floral Region is of course the same as the Cape Floral Kingdom. This odd double
terminology is the result of a hierarchical biogeographical classification that divides the world
up into six Floral Kingdoms, and most of the Kingdoms into Regions and Provinces. The Cape
Floral Kingdom has but one Region, and so the two are synonymous. Much like genera with
only one species, so that the species and the genus become synonymous. The realisation that
the flora of southern Africa can be divided into two major types - a temperate southern flora,
and the tropical northern flora, is quite old, and predates Marloth’s work. However, Marloth did
first coin the phrase "Cape Flora", and also made a major contribution in the delimitation of this
flora. It is immensely helpful to geographically delimit this flora, so that we can assign a
"home" to it, we can list its species, genera and families, and indeed so that we can define a
"Cape Floristic element" as a genus or family that has most of its members in this defined area.
However, drawing lines on maps in the most sensible and useful manner is not easy. The
transition between the Cape Flora and the tropical African flora is based on the region where
the most rapid change in the flora is found - not only in species composition, but also in the
generic composition. There have been numerous studies on the transition. Most of these have
been based on mapping the distributions of individual species, and time after time the species
distribution boundaries have been found to follow the same line. Several other studies have
used a large portion of the total flora, and investigated the distribution groups, and these have
also found the same boundaries. So, far from repeating an old myth, the boundaries of the
Cape Flora are based on a large volume of work, empirically based. Of course, some plant
groups do not follow this boundary - among these are many of the bulbs. But this has also been
known for some time. And it has to be appreciated that it is simply not possible to map the
Cape Flora in such a way that everybody will be happy with the borders. The Cape Flora is not
entirely restricted to the Cape Floristic Region, and the presence of outliers is well documented.
The first detailed investigation of these outliers was, to my knowledge, by Weimarck. The
outliers are not only restricted to Namaqualand (especially the Kamiesberg) and the Roggeveld
Escarpment, but also eastwards along the Great Escarpment to the Drakensberg, north to
Blouberg in the Northern Province. Even further north there is a large outlier on the
Chimanimani mountains in Eastern Zimbabwe. Beyond that, members of the Cape Flora
become rather rare, but can still be found. If we were to include all these areas in the Cape
Flora Kingdom, we would be doing the Tropical Flora a grave injustice, since many of its
members would then be included in another Kingdom, even though their elements are in the
majority.

But Mr de Villiers need not despair - all members of Romulea could be regarded as members of
the Cape Flora, although some species might be outliers that lie beyond the borders of the Cape
Floristic Region. The same applies to members of Erica, Restionaceae, Proteaceae, Stoebe, and
many other genera or even families that occur predominantly in the Cape Floristic Region, but
have species beyond the borders. &
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Gethyllis longistyla, an enigmatic species from the Eastern
Great Karoo
Charles Craib

The Genus Gethyllis contains several species that are only known from a few specimens. These
plants tend to be found a few times and then sink into obscurity. One such species is Gethyllis
longistyla a species from the elevated mountainous and hilly areas of the summer and autumn
rainfall Eastern Great Karoo.

The observations, which follow, were made in the foothills of the Sneeuberg and the Agter-
Sneeuberg in the Murraysburg district where the plants were found on dolerite hills or ridges.
Suzette Vlok formerly of the Witwatersrand National Botanic Garden made the record in the
western foothills of the Agter Sneeuberg and despite a thorough search, only one bulb was
located amongst dolomite pebbles on a large rocky hill. Further bulbs have not been found in
this area. The eastern foothills of the Sneeuberg were thoroughly searched whilst I was
researching the ecology of Pelargonium aestivale for my book “Geophytic Pelargoniums :
Field and Cultivation Studies of the Section Hoarea”. About 12 Gethyllis longistyla were seen
in flower at the beginning of December 1999 - the large pale lavender flowers are very
conspicuous and are strongly scented. They were growing individually near the summits of a
series of rocky ridges. A few bulbs were growing out in the open amongst dolomite pebbles,
but the majority was amongst or under tufts of short grass between dolomite boulders
suggesting that this is the preferred habitat. The leaf growth had withered completely when the
plants were in flower. Further observations in late February indicated that the bulbs had
produced fruit. Two fruit, fully ripe, contained about 30-40 seeds.

The area was searched again in early May 2000. After about four hours, one bulb was found
growing on a low ridge that had not been inspected before, but as the bulbs amongst grass tufts
had not been accurately marked previously, none of them could be relocated. It is apparent that
this species is autumn and winter growing responding to the rains which are normally heaviest
between late February and April. This winter growing habit characterises Lachenalia karooica
and Pelargonium aestivale which grow in the same habitat as the Gethyllis.

A wider area was searched in early December 2000 as I hoped to obtain some data on the
numerical strength of the species in this region of the Sneeuberg. No bulbs were seen in flower
- in fact no more bulbs were located at all. The area where the plants had flowered in 1999 was
searched again a few weeks later with the same negative results.

It is evident that the species is very scarce and thinly distributed in its habitat, and it is likely
that very few bulbs will ever be seen unless they are in flower owing to the fact that short grass
tufts often conceal their leaves. The limited amount of data available suggests that pollination
rates are high in the years that plants flower, but it would appear that flowering is very sporadic
for reasons which are not yet understood. The recruitment of new plants to the population is
also a rather tenuous process. The fruit ripen in February and early March but the seeds only
have a chance of germinating if they are liberated when the autumn rains fall. If these fail,
which they often do, seeds will simply shrivel during their brief period of viability. A
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significant factor, which complicates matters further, is that plants which fruit in dense grass
cover produce seeds that fall into the grass and rarely reach the ground, or if they do, there is
insufficient light in which to germinate and develop. It is probable that these plants only
produce seeds that germinate after the veld has burned, about once every four to six years.

Cultivation of the species out of its natural habitat is specialised. A plant grown in a pot in
morning-only sun has survived quite well in Graaff-Reinett when left to its own devices. Seeds
sown in Johannesburg within 48 hours of collection, all germinated producing only one leaf in
the first season but two in the second. These seedlings have behaved in exactly the same
manner as mature bulbs in habitat, i.e. growing in the autumn and winter months and entering
dormancy in spring. They have been kept dry, sheltered from summer rain, until the cooler
weather sets in during late February, and they produced leaves immediately when exposed to
rainfall at this time.

It is very much hoped that Gethyllis enthusiasts will contribute further records of plants in
habitat, thus expanding our knowledge of this unusual species. People with the inclination for
exhaustive searches and also with time on their hands could look in the foothills of the
Sneeuberg, Agter-Sneeuberg and the Kamdebooberg near Aberdeen. It is necessary to bear in
mind that bulbs do not seem to favour mountains or flats which experience excessive winter
temperature inversion. The habitat seems to be, in this area at least, large hills and ridges with
short grass cover amongst dolerite pebbles and boulders. &

Nerine sarniensis: fact or fiction
Andries de Villiers

We have all heard the romantic story of the ship fighting for its life in the raging tempest of the
English Channel; of the fragile case of bulbs that was swept onto the shore from the wreckage;
of the beautiful flowers that sprung up on the shoreline. This story was first published by
Robert Morrison, professor of Botany at Oxford, more than 20 years after the “event”.
Research has utterly failed to find an appropriate wreck or even a suitable coastline. What it
has discovered is an equally romantic story of a very different kind: a love story and a secret
marriage.

Our hero is Charles Hatton, son of Lord Hatton, Governor of Guernsey in the government of
Charles II. Our heroine is Mary, daughter of John Lambert, one of Cromwell’s Major-
Generals. In the best operatic tradition, the supporting cast comprises the two fathers, Mary’s
mother and the Oxford professor. Of these secondary characters, the most colourful is John
Lambert, the son of a Yorkshire magistrate. He was a prominent and successful commander of
the revolutionary forces who in 1647 was appointed the Major-General of the five northern
counties, and is reported to have used his power “with great wisdom, moderation and justice”.
He was 28 years old. He tried to dissuade Cromwell from executing the King, but nevertheless
in 1650 was appointed second-in-command of the army. He supported Cromwell’s
appointment as Lord Protector but opposed his attempt to be declared King, and in
consequence, Cromwell stripped him of all his offices. At the Restoration in 1660, he was
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imprisoned in the Tower of London, escaped and was recaptured at Daventry whence he was
again imprisoned, this time in Castle Cornet on Guernsey. In 1662 Mrs Lambert and her three
children were allowed to move to Guernsey to be with her husband. His later story need not
concern us because now the motif of our story appears. Lambert was a keen gardener and
probably had bought bulbs of Nerine sarniensis (thought then to be of Japanese origin) earlier
in Paris. His wife brought the bulbs with her to Guernsey. There Charles Hatton, who had
studied Botany under Morrison, was much struck by the plants and grew them in the castle
garden. He was also much struck by Mary, who he married secretly, to the great
embarrassment of Governor Hatton who claimed that he only discovered it a year later and had
then “turned his son out of doors and never since had given him a penny”.

Young Charles, who was a man of parts, began to carve himself a future in politics and court
circles. He needed to dissociate himself from his father-in-law, an action which appealed to the
“Merrie Monarch”. John Lambert was moved to St Nicholas Island in Plymouth Sound which
detached him from the Hatton menage, and the story of the shipwrecked bulbs further distanced
Charles from John Lambert who was well known to have had them in London. Such a
charming cover-up has all the characteristics of the puckish humour of King Charles II.
Anyhow, Morrison, Charles Hatton’s old professor, went public with the story and we, three
and a half centuries later, have received it and, on the whole, accepted it. Love conquers all!

Postscript: The indefatigable Samuel Pepys visited John Lambert on St Nicholas Island in
1683 shortly before the latter’s death, but even he was not suspicious of the hidden story. John
Lambert was saying nothing.
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Gladiolus juncifolius
Rod Saunders

On visiting the Chimanimani Mountains in Eastern Zimbabwe, one is immediately reminded of
the Cape Mountains. The rock formations are very similar to parts of the Cedarberg and the
soils are typical of the Cape — white, sandy and chronically poor in nutrients. The vegetation,
too, is similar in appearance and many familiar plant families are represented, for instance
Restionaceae — 3 species, Ericaceae — 10 species, Proteaceac — 7 species including 1
Leucospermum. For people accustomed to walking in the Cape Mountains, the similarities are
bizarre.

Whilst walking in the southern part of the range, near the saddle, in July, we noticed a small
Gladiolus flowering in profusion, always growing in restio colonies on shallow sandy soil. We
had seen this plant on a previous occasion and had identified it as Gladiolus juncifolius, but had
not seen it flowering in such profusion before. The species is known only from this region and
appears to be a rare endemic to Eastern Zimbabwe and adjacent Mozambique. At the time of
flowering, plants were in full growth, the leaves were green and actively growing. One must
remember that normally at this time of year (mid-winter) the ground is hard and dry, and has
been so for several months. This year however, it was pouring with rain and the plants were
flowering through Scm of water lying on the sand! We commented at the time that the plants
were behaving much as one of our typical Cape Gladiolus species such as G. gracilis which
was in flower when we left Cape Town. The plants have 4 or 5 narrow leaves with thickened
margins and mid-rib. Each flower spike had 2 to 4 flowers which were pale pink with yellow
markings on the two lower tepals.

At the end of September we had the opportunity of visiting the site again, and we immediately
sought out the plants to see what they were doing. We found plants still in flower, perhaps due
to the heavy rain in July, and after much searching, we found some in seed, some with green
capsules, some gone and completely dormant, and the balance of the plants in the process of
going dormant. The seed capsules were very small and each capsule only contained a small
number of tiny seeds. Seed was collected and it will be interesting to note how the plants
behave in cultivation. When exactly do the bulbs resume growth after going dormant in August
or September? Is it almost immediately to coincide with the start of the wet season in October,
or do the plants commence growing in mid-summer and continue into the winter? &

Medicinal properties of Boophone disticha (“Gitbol”) are many and varied. Bulb decoctions are
given by mouth or as enemas, and are used to treat headaches, chest and bladder pains,
hysterical adolescent females, as outer dressings for various wounds and in the treatment of
skin diseases. Bulb infusions can cause hallucinations and have caused poisoning following
medicinal administration. The scent of fresh flowers and the inhalation of pollen can cause
headaches, sore eyes and drowsiness. Obviously the line between kill and cure is a narrow one!




13

White Mischief
John Manning

There is no doubt that the Cape flora comes into its own in the sheer diversity of its bulbs. Out
of a total flora of around 9 000 species almost 1 200 are what are commonly conceived of as
bulbs. This is a staggering proportion by any measure, and four to five times higher than is
typical of other areas of mediterranean climate. The true glory of Cape bulbs is not, however,
so much a factor of the richness of the species but rather of the diversity of their flowers.
Where else can one encounter such a bewildering array of flower types within any one genus?
The current spate of rationalisation t