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ABSTRACT. The nomenclature and typification of the species of Podocarpaceae in Singapore
are discussed.
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Introduction

There are two species of Podocarpaceae native to Singapore, Nageia wallichiana
(C.Presl) Kuntze and Podocarpus polystachyus R.Br. ex Endl. (Lindsay et al., 2022).
The taxonomy of these two species is uncontroversial but the nomenclature and
typification of the names require some clarification before publication of the Flora of
Singapore account.

The names are presented here under the accepted name of each taxon. For each,
only the protologue and a reference to its citation in Lindsay et al. (2022), where
relevant, is given. Further details on each name’s publication history as relevant to
Singapore can be found in Lindsay et al. (2022).

Typifications and nomenclatural notes

Nageia wallichiana (C.Presl) Kuntze, Revis. Gen. PL. 2: 800 (1891); Lindsay et al.,
Gard. Bull. Singapore 74(suppl. 1): 115 (2022). — Podocarpus latifolius Wall., P1. Asiat.
Rar. 1: 26 (1830), nom. illeg. hom. — Podocarpus wallichianus C.Presl, Abh. Konigl.
Bohm. Ges. Wiss. ser. 5, 3: 540 (1845). — Nageia latifolia Gordon & Glend., Pinetum
138 (1858), nom. illeg. superfl. — Decussocarpus wallichianus (C.Presl) de Laub., J.
Arnold Arbor. 50: 349 (1969). — TYPE: [India], Pundua, Da Silva s.n. [EIC 6050]
(lectotype K-W [K000553406], designated by Khuraijam & Wiersema (2022: 229);
isolectotypes A [A00022519], BR [BR0000013469092], CAL [CAL0000074778,
CAL0000074779, CAL0000074780], E [E00127472], P [P00748865, P0O0748866]).

Podocarpus blumei Endl., Syn. Conif. 208 (1847). — Podocarpus latifolius Blume,
Enum. Pl. Javae 1: 89 (1827), nom. illeg. hom. — Podocarpus agathifolius Blume,
Rumphia 3: 217 (1849), nom. illeg. superfl. — Nageia blumei (Endl.) Gordon & Glend.,
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Pinetum 135 (1858). — TYPE: [Indonesia], Java, Blume s.n. (lectotype L [L0050820],
designated by De Laubenfels (1969: 350)).

Notes. Nageia wallichiana (C.Presl) Kuntze was first published with the name
Podocarpus latifolius by Wallich (1830). This is a later homonym of Podocarpus
latifolius (Thunb.) R.Br. ex Mirb. and hence illegitimate. A replacement name,
Podocarpus wallichianus C.Presl, was later published by Presl (1845). Farjon (2010a)
reported the type was ‘Not located’ but the name has now been lectotypified by
Khuraijam & Wiersema (2022).

Ridley (1925) included this species under the name Podocarpus blumei Endl.
Podocarpus blumei was first published as Podocarpus latifolius Blume, which, as
with the homonym Podocarpus latifolius Wall., is also an illegitimate later homonym
of Podocarpus latifolius (Thunb.) R.Br. ex Mirb. Podocarpus blumei Endl. is a
replacement name and predates Blume’s own replacement name of Podocarpus
agathifolius Blume which is, therefore, superfluous. Farjon (2010a) listed the type as
‘Not located’. However, De Laubenfels (1969: 350), in the list of specimens cited for
Nageia wallichiana, included this information for one specimen: ‘Without loc., Blume
s.n. 9 (L-lectotype, Podocarpus latifolius Blume)’. There are a number of specimens
in L that match this general information but De Laubenfels clearly marked one of
them, L0050820, as the lectotype.

Podocarpus polystachyus R.Br. ex Endl., Syn. Conif. 215 (1847); Lindsay et al.,
Gard. Bull. Singapore 74(suppl. 1): 116 (2022). — TYPE: Singapore, October 1822,
Wallich 6052B (lectotype K-W [K000552940], designated by Farjon (2010b: 882);
isolectotype BM [BM000959898]).

Notes. In the protologue of Podocarpus polystachyus R.Br. ex Endl., Endlicher (1847)
cites several synonyms. One of these, Podocarpus macrophylla Wall. is a nomen
nudum and hence has no bearing on the correct name. The second is Podocarpus
polystachyus R.Br. which is also a nomen nudum but the basis of Endlicher’s validation
of the name. The third, the validly published earlier name Podocarpus neriifolius
D.Don, is qualified with ‘pro parte excl. synon.’ As it is not made clear that the type of
Podocarpus neriifolius is excluded from P. polystachyus, the possibility exists, taking
the typification in isolation, that Podocarpus polystachyus R.Br. ex Endl. could be
an illegitimate superfluous name. However, Endlicher (1847) also treats Podocarpus
neriifolius as a separate species, thereby implicitly excluding the type of P. neriifolius
from P. polystachyus (see Turland et al., 2018, Art. 52.2).

Gray (1958: 470) gave the type of Podocarpus polystachyus R.Br. ex Endl. as
being a Christopher Smith specimen housed in BM and collected in July 1796 from
Barn Island, which is today called Pulau Senang, in Singapore. This specimen is quite
possibly original material but is not cited in the protologue. As a syntype cited in the
protologue is still extant (Wallich 6052B) and as syntypes have priority over uncited
specimens, this was not an effective lectotypification (see Turland et al., 2018, Art.
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9.12, Ex. 12). Later, Farjon (2010b) lectotypified Podocarpus polystachyus with the
specimen Wallich 6052B (K-W), collected in Singapore in 1822.
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