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D. J. TENNANT

Low Missise Farm, Laverton, Ripon, North Yorkshire, HG4 3SY

A NEW SPECIES OF RUBUS SECT. MICANTES (ROSACEAE) FORMERLY KNOWN
AS A VARIANT OF R. CRINIGER (E. F. LINTON) ROGERS

A bramble which is locally abundant in the Colchester area of Essex (v.c. 19) and along the Stour
valley on the Suffolk side (v.c.c. 25 and 26) and is scattered in North West Suffolk (v.c. 26), West
Norfolk (v.c. 28) and South Essex (v.c. 18) with one known station in East Kent (v.c. 15) has been
dismissed as “var. trifolius” of Rubus criniger in recent years. Previously to this, E. S. Edees had
considered it to be a form of Rubus conspersus W. C. R. Watson, though Watson himself had
appended the name Rubus egregius var. effeminatus Focke, to a sheet sent him in 1923 through the
Botanical Exchange Club by G. C. Brown, and collected from Stanway near Colchester. This sheet
is now in BM. (D. E. Allen, pers. comm.)

The present author has had ample opportunity to study the plant, with annual visits to Essex for
nearly twenty years, as well as its stations in the other counties mentioned, and has long held the
view that it is distinctly and constantly different from its supposed parent. During the summer of
2000. the plant was collected as widely as possible in Essex. West Suffolk and West Norfolk and
comparisons made with R. criniger, also from as many sites as possible, including some from
Herts. v.c. 20 and Cambs. v.c. 29, where the present plant has not been recorded, and it was
discovered that the differences between the two plants, even when they are growing in close
proximity, as they do at Waterhouse Plantation, Tottington, v.c. 28, were even greater than was at
first thought. Neither have any plants been found which could be regarded as intermediate between
the two. It would be true to say that the only similarities between the two are the overall greyish
green coloration, the hairiness of the primocanes and the structure and dimensions of the stem
prickles. It is therefore proposed to name the plant with three leaflets as:

Rubus trinovantium A. L. Bull sp. nov.

A R. crinigero his notis differt. Turiones glandibus brevistipitatis numerosis vel copiosis. in
partibus turionis ejusdem diversis quoad numerum variabilibus, vestiti. Aculei aliquot in turionum
paginis sicut in angulis interdum reperiantur. Folia ternata vel rarissime quatuor vel quinque
foliola ferentia; foliola terminalia elliptica vel obovatocuspidata, cuspide 1-5-2 cm longa praedita.
Paniculae laxae, relative pauciflorae, parte superiore subracemosa brevi truncata; pedicelli 2—4 cm
longi. Adsunt 2—4 rami inferiores ascendentes ad 15 cm longi. plerumque modo 3-7 floribus
instructi. Flores magni, 3-3-5 cm diametro, stellati; petala elliptica, 1-5-1-75 cm longa,
emarginata; antherae glabrae.

Rubus trinovantium differs from R. criniger in the following characters. The stems are clothed
with numerous to abundant short-stalked glands, variable in number on different parts of the same
stem. A few prickles may occasionally be found on the faces of the stems as well as on their
angles. The leaves are ternate or very rarely bear four or five leaflets; the terminal leaflets are
elliptic to obovate-cuspidate, with the cusp 1-5 to 2 cm long. The panicles are lax and relatively
few-flowered, with a short truncate subracemose upper part; the pedicels are 2—4 cm long. There
are 2—4 ascending lower branches up to 15 cm long and usually only 3-7 flowered. The flowers
are large, 3-3-5 cm in diameter and starry the petals are elliptic, 1-5-1-75 c¢m long and notched,
and the anthers are glabrous.

Rubus criniger belongs to the Series Vestiti, but bearing in mind that the armature of R.
trinovantium is somewhat variable, to the extent that shade plants occasionally have consistently
longer stalked glands reminiscent of the group Radulae as at Lexden Gathering Ground near
Colchester, and some prickles may be found which are not on the angles of the stem. it is felt that
the new species should be placed in the Series Micantes. It has been found in 16 hectads to date.

HoLoTYPE: Tiptree Heath, Essex. v.c. 19., TL883148 July 12th 2000. BM.
Isotypes are in Herb. A. Newton and Herb. A. L. Bull.



550 NOTES Watsonia 23 (2001)

Representative Exsiccatae from High Woods, Colchester, TL9926, July 12th 2000; Lexden
Gathering Ground, TL9725, July 12th 2000; Layer Breton Heath, TLO118 July 16th 1981; East
Donyland, Colchester, TMO02 July 23rd 1972, all in Essex; Denstead Wood, East Kent, TROS5 July
19th 1990; Arger Fen, West Suffolk, TL9335 July 10th 2000: Assington Thicks, West Suffolk
TL9337, July 10th 2000; Letch Moor, Icklingham, West Suffolk, TL7971, Aug. 20th 1971 and
July 17th 2000; South Runcton, West Norfolk TF6407, July 23rd 1977 and Waterhouse Plantation,
Tottington, West Norfolk, TL9094, July 15th 2000 are all in Herb. A. L. Bull.

R. trinovantium is a bramble of acid sands and gravels which characterise the formerly extensive
heathland that stretched from Tiptree to both north and south of Colchester. The West Suffolk site
at Arger Fen is on the edge of the former Leaven Heath, whilst nearby Assington Thicks is ancient
woodland with some patches of acid soils. Letch Moor at Icklingham and Waterhouse Plantation,
Tottington, are both areas of overgrown wet acid heathland and South Runcton lies on the Norfolk
Greensand.
The name trinovantium derives from Trinovantes, the ancient British tribe whose territory
centred on the Colchester area at the time of the Roman invasion.
My thanks are due to Mr Philip Oswald for writing the Latin description. to Dr D. E. Allen for
tracing specimens in BM and to Mr A. Newton for advice on the name trinovantium.
A.L. BuLL
“Hillcrest”, East Tuddenham, Dereham, Norfolk, NR20 3JJ

DATES OF PUBLICATION OF COUNTY FLORAS

It seems to have been generally overlooked that, for various reasons, county Floras are liable to
bear an erroneous date on the title page. This is a matter for concern not merely bibliographically,
for in some of these publications new taxa have been described or valid new combinations
perpetrated unwittingly. The increasing attention being given to establishing the history of rare
species at individual sites also makes precision in published dates of records a matter of
importance.

The usual reason for misdating would seem to have been the tendency for small printers, in the
days before computerised typesetting, to treat such major and often typographically complex jobs
as ‘fillers’. to be worked on whenever business was slack and to be laid aside for extended periods
when more urgent or more profitable commitments intervened. In a publication process so
leisurely and protracted, including the dispatch of bound copies maybe some considerable time
after the receipt of the final corrected proofs, it could easily happen that an obsolete scheduled date
was left unamended. A particularly glaring instance where this is presumed to have been the cause
is the first edition of F. Townsend’s Flora of Hampshire, including the Isle of Wight. Though
allegedly published in 1883, an addendum was inserted (just before the index) at a clearly very late
stage and the dates of some of the records in that show that it cannot have appeared before 1884 -
assuming that all the bound copies initially issued included it. There is also reason to suspect that
the second edition of that work came out in 1905 instead of, as stated, 1904 (Allen 1986). Two
more recent cases have been pointed out by Mitchell (2000). J. P. Brunker’s Flora of the county
Wicklow, though bearing the date *1950°, actually appeared in the year following, as mentioned at
the time by Praeger (1951) and since confirmed by the publisher’s records. J. Harron’s Flora of
Lough Neagh was similarly published a year later that the indicated one. Printing delays are not
invariably responsible for this phenomenon, though. The Flora of the Isle of Man (Allen 1986),
though ready for issue by the date on the title page, was held back by the publisher for two years in
order for its appearance to coincide with ‘Manx Heritage Year’.

Publication can also be earlier than the year stated. T. Whilde's The natural history of
Connemara, in which vascular plants are included in a list in the appendix, appeared in reality in
1993, not *1994" (Mitchell 2000). Copies of the section on the botany contributed by T. H. Cooper
to the second volume (1835) of T. W. Horsfield's The history, antiquities and topography of the
county of Sussex were distributed by Cooper as a separate pre-print a year before the publication of
the book itself, as shown by one that has survived in the W. J. Hooker Letters in the archives of the
Royal Botanic Gardens, Kew, accompanied by a dated covering letter.
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