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ABSTRACT
Dryopteris pseudomas (Woll.) Holub & Pouzar is lectotypified from Wollaston's
specimen of D. affinis (Lowe) Fras.-Jenk. at MANCH, which maintains the
stability of the nomenclature of the group.

INTRODUCTION
Dryopteris pseudomas (Woll.) Holub & Pouzar was raised by Holub to provide a name
for the European D. affinis (Lowe) Fras.-Jenk. group, sens. lat., and following the
subdivision of the group as a critical complex, was subsequently applied by him to what
is now called D. borreri Newm. However Wollaston also intended his name to apply to
what is now the whole D. affinis aggregate and had no intention to confine it to D.
borreri. His description emphasised the scaly, truncate-pinnuled, glossy nature of the
plant and would obviously be most aptly applied to what is now D. affinis. But in fact
his original specimen, marked by him as type, contains both species, so could be
lectotypified in either sense. However the most obvious and characteristic morphology,
as emphasisised in Wollaston's description, is that of the larger, left hand and main
specimen on the sheet, which is a specimen of D. affinis, and is therefore selected here
as lectotype. The small right-hand specimen is a compact and scaly D. borreri. 

LECTOTYPIFICATION
Lastrea pseudomas Wollaston, Phytologist, n.s. [ser. 2] 1: 171-172 (1855). 
Dryopteris pseudomas (Wollaston) Holub & Pouzar, in Holub, Fol. Geobot. Phytotax.
(Praha) 2: 329 332 (1967). 
Lectotype of L. pseudomas, designated here: Britain, England: "Lastrea pseudo-mas
(Wol.) Type. Geo. B. Wollaston [G.B. Wollaston scripsit]. Nat. order 93, no 1793 C.
Lastrea filix-mas (Presl) var. paleacea (Moore). Loc.-, Coll. George B. Wollaston, Date
July 1884. Herbarium Walter W. Reeves [printed label of Reeves]. Herbarium
Manchester Museum. [With lectotype labels from H.V. Corley in 1972 [ined.] and C.R.
Fraser-Jenkins in 1979 and 198l]." (MANCH!). Left hand specimen only, which fits
Wollaston's protologue descriptions (Wollaston 1855 and see also 1863 and 1915 and
Wollaston's description in Moore 1855) much better than does D. borreri. The date of
July 1884 is almost certainly, and is presumed here to be the date of acquisition by
Reeves, filled in by him on his herbarium label, printed with the categories, 'Loc.', 'Date'
etc., rather than the date of actual collection by Wollaston, whose own label suggests
that this is original (pre 1855) material and can therefore be chosen as lectotype rather
than neotype. Other Reeves specimens in MANCH collected by him (sometimes with
others) have a full date (including day) and locality given, unlike the present one, and
another specimen from Wollaston of D. oreades, labelled var. abbreviatum, likewise has
the same date of July 1884 and no locality. Manchester is where Wollaston's herbarium
was sent (via Reeves) and there exists no other pre 1855 Wollaston material labelled as
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representing L. pseudo-mas at MANCH or at KEW (in Moore's herbarium and the
general herbarium), nor at BM, E, CGE or OXF, but at Paris there are two sheets (Herb.
C.W.W. Hope 29 Jan. 1914) of D. affinis borreri, labelled as cultivated by P. Neill
Fraser from plants sent to him by Wollaston as typical (P!). These specimens (along
with his citing var. paleacea Moore [sensu Moore, pro parte = D. affinis] and var.
borreri Newm. in his protologue) help to indicate that Wollaston's concept of Lastrea
pseudomas was mixed and, as might be expected, he did not distinguish between what
are now the constituent species of the aggregate, but referred to the more typical or
characteristic "D. affinis-like" plants, more-or-less regardless of the modern species in
the group. This further supports the suitability of the above lectotype of D. affinis as
representing the "more characteristic" species.

CONCLUSION
Lectotypification in the present and most obvious sense has the effect of stabilising the
current nomenclature of the group (see Fraser-Jenkins 2007) regarding the widely used
name D. borreri, which might otherwise have been replaced by D. pseudomas had that
been lectotypified from the other specimen on Wollaston's sheet. Although
Fraser-Jenkins (1980) mentioned that L. pseudomas was illegitimate, he was merely
misusing the term at that time to mean a synonym and has not subsequently thought of
it as being illegitimate. In the same paper, when placing D. pseudomas in the synonymy
of D. affinis subsp. borreri (Newm.) Fras.-Jenk., he had not then fully investigated the
identity of many names applied to the group, as he did subsequently in his detailed
unpublished monograph of the D. affinis group (copy at BM). The present
lectotypification helps clarify the views expressed by Ekrt et al. (2009), where it is
suggested that D. pseudomas might apply to D. borreri.
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