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possibility. A similar case occurs in the Spanish Pyrenees near
Torla, P. longifolia ssp. longifolia was not found anywhere in
the vicinity. In two.directions from Gavarnie towards the Spenish
border, at altitudes.of 1400 m. and higher, only P. grandiflora
had been found (some of them with extreme dark brown-reddish
leaves). Due to the.absence of suitable gorges at this aititude,
which seem to be the only niche in which P. longifolia ssp.
longifolia thrives, I wonder if the latter still exist in the French

Pyrenees or indeed ever did.

T hope to hear from any of the LP.S.G. members who have had
the opportunity in finding P. longifolia ssp. longifolia &t or nexr
the mentioned localities in the French Pyrenees.

Literature cited:
Casper, S.J. 1966. Monogr. Gatt. Pinguicula L. Bibl. Bot.
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Some Comments On Recently Descrihed New Species
from the Iberian Peninsula.

Loyd Wix
E-mail: Loyd. Wix@Uhilever.com

The main purpose of this article is to correct an eryor
which appeared in an editorial note in IPSG Newsletter No.8 &g
well as attempting to clear up some of the current confusion suz-
rounding the taxonomy of some of the Spanish Pinguiculs; men-
tioned in recent IPSG articles (Refs. 1, 2).

' Zamora et gl (Ref. 3) published two new spécies of Pin-
guicula in 1996. The species named P.mundi is the plant fom the
Sierra del Calar del Mundo also referred to as P.Rio Mundo'.
This plant is now widely accepted as a valid new species gad ap-
pears to be confined to the River Mundo area where it {s Jocslly
abundant. However the proposed P.submediterranea is & more
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controversial species with matters further confused by the edito-
rial association of the Hoz de Beteta Pinguicula with this Taxon.
The plants considered by Zamora et al to be

P.submediterranea were originally described by Canigueral in
1957 as P.grandiflora var dertosensis from Puertos de Beceite.
Unfortunately for Zamora and Co, Schlauer was also reviewing
the plants from Pto. Beceite and Pto. Tortosa. Schlauer came to
the conclusion that the plants had nothing to do to do with
P.grandiflora and instead elevated them to the status of
P.longifolia ssp. dertosensis. Zamoras study included the Pto.
Beceite and Tortosa plants together with further populations in
Granada (Sierra Tejeda) and Jaen (Sierra de Carzorla and Sierra
Segura) not investigated by Schilauer. Neither Schlauer nor
Zamora and Co considered the Hoz de Beteta plants in their
studies.

Zamora et als P.submediterranea is thus coptroversial

and not totally accepted as Schlauers 1994 preceded their 1996
paper. In addition although Zamorz et al applied many tech-
niques to compare their proposad new. species to the other
Iberian Pinguicula ( P.grandiflora longifolia ssp longifolia,
nevadensis and vallisneriifolia), the authors did not broaden
their study to include other European species particularly
P.longifolia ssp caussensis and P.1. ssp reichenbachiona. One
potential weakness in the study was the comparison to P.Lssp
longifolia, as this species may intergrade with P.grandiffora,
Thus differences noticed between P_submediterranea and
P.longifolia ssp longifolia could be attributable to the influence
of P.grandiflora in the latter.

Thus the Hoz de Betata plants were ot considered by ei-
ther Zamora et al or Schlauer. However these plants are gimilar :
to Zamora and Co's P.submediterranea | ‘Schlaver's P.Lssp der-
fosensis so the editorial may ultimately have been 'right for the
Wrong reasons'.

Clearly the publications of the mid 90's have left matters
unresolved and perhaps rather than focusing on part of the taxo-
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llomiG puzzle at some Stage someone WIu h&ve to take on e
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task of reviewing the genus across Europe.

. : i % 1)
I;egeg::;ssiere The Discovery of Spanish Butterworis (pact 1)
IPSG Newsletter ~ No.5 =D

2. S Lavayssiere The Discovery of Spanish Butterworts
;PSZ(a}nljoer:vine,tt;;?ﬂc;:a M., Rejop M R,iﬂla:c(zgnzzzﬁ Eﬁ;@)
S i Cﬂﬁﬁﬁi?‘éﬁﬁl 200: 41-60'(19?6). |
ir‘O gclbiﬁigelﬁ?&n:f der Suche nacl;de:eg:tttel;rmt}:te;m Aﬁ@ﬁ@%ﬁ;
;L;n;l:;laﬁ?::)??ne;u?:um Mittelmeerraum. Palmepgariet,
1994. Vol 58: p. 60-67.

Back From The Roots

Loyd Wix .
E-mail: Loyd Wix@Uhnilever.com
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. L
ually one by one the leaves became infected with botrytis ur
the gfowth point also succumbed.
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