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   The Genus Clematis
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Among botanists who have studied the taxonomy of the genus &OHPDWLV�you find many different
opinions. The views are mainly twofold. One is that some species or groups of species have such
different characteristics that there is reason to divide the genus into different genera and/or subgen-
era and sections. The other opinion is that so many characteristics are common and connected to
each other that the genus must be kept united. It is yet the view that a subdivision into sections, sub-
sections and eventually series must be done.

In the following, I intend to make a chronological review of both directions and start with the
first. The ambition is to give the background to the different synonyms present in the descriptions
and classification of the different species. I begin in 1753, the year when Linnaeus published his
great work 6SHFLHV�3ODQWDUXP��This year is also the starting year for the nomenclature in taxon-
omy.
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In the mentioned work, Linnaeus placed, between $QHPRQH�and 7KDOLFWUXP� two closely related
JHQHUD, $WUDJHQH�and &OHPDWLV. To the first, which has staminodes, he brought besides $� DOSLQD
and $� VLELULFD a tropical species, $��]H\ODQLFD��and $��FDSHQVLV. The latter today belongs to the ge-
nus $QHPRQH� De Candolle later brought $��]H\ODQLFD to the new genus 1DUDYHOLD. The genus &OHP�
DWLV was by Linnaeus split into VFDQGHQWHV (climbing) and HUHFWDH (upright-growing).
&RQUDG�0RHQFK
The next division was made by a German botanist, Conrad Moench, who in his work 0HWKRGXV
3ODQWDV�KRUWL�ERWDQLFL�HW�DJUL�0DUEXUJHQVLV in 1794 from &OHPDWLV�separated 9LWLFHOOD as a genus
of its own with the type 9��GHOWRLGHD�(=&��YLWLFHOOD L.). As far as the nomenclature starting point
for subgenera and sections the year 1805 has been chosen. In this year was published the first vol-
ume of Persoon’s 6\QRSVLV� 3ODQWDUXP and Lamarck–de Candolle’s third edition of )ORUH� GH
)UDQFH. In these two works are found for the first time the concepts subgenera and sections (Briz-
icky in 7D[RQ���:343–360, 1969.)
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Christian Hendrik Persoon was a German-Dutch botanist active in France. In 1805 and 1807, he
published in Paris an extensive work in two volumes, 6\QRSVLV�3ODQWDUXP VHX�(QFKLULGLXP�%R�
WDQLFXP. Here he forms a subgenus to $WUDJHQH, which he names 9LRUQD. To this he counts &��EDO�
HDULFD�Richard and &��FLUUKRVD�L! He classifies the species�&� YLRUQD�L. to &OHPDWLV. When later
botanists have quoted him as author for 9LRUQD, this has caused some confusion all to this day. Sub-
genus 9LRUQD�Gray or sect. 9LRUQD Prantl in fact comprise quite other species. Persoon has under
&OHPDWLV a subgenus (UHFWDH to which he brings &��PDULWLPD�L., &��HUHFWD�L.,�&��DQJXVWLIROLD�Jacq.,
&� RFKUROHXFD�Aiton and�&��LQWHJULIROLD�L. As &��PDULWLPD�is�non-upright-growing, it has here as in
Jacquin been mixed up with &��DQJXVWLIROLD�
'H�&DQGROOH
One of the really great botanists after Linnaeus was Augustin Pyramus de Candolle (1778–1841)
active in Geneva. He was pioneering in several areas of botany and especially through a natural sys-
tem created by himself. In 5HJQL�9HJHWDELOLV�6\VWHPD�1DWXUDOH vol. 1, 1818, he gave the genus
&OHPDWLV an extensive study. He divides &OHPDWLV in four sections, )ODPPXOD DC., 9LWLFHOOD
(Moench) DC., &KHLURSVLV DC., and $WUDJHQH (L.) DC. He forms a new genus, 1DUDYHOLD� where he
brings 1��]H\ODQLFD�DC. (=$WUDJHQH�]H\ODQLFD L.).
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To section &KHLURSVLV he brings &��FLUUKRVD L., &��VHPLWULORED Lagasca, &��EDOHDULFD Richard,
&��QDSDXOHQVLV DC. and &��PRQWDQD Buchanan (Persoon had as mentioned above brought &��EDO�
HDULFD and &��FLUUKRVD to $WUDJHQH subgenus 9LRUQD).
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H.G. Ludwig Reichenbach (1793–1879) also belongs to the great followers of Linnaeus. He was a
physician, botanist and zoologist, professor and head of the botanical garden in Dresden and is most
known for several large magnificent illustrated botanical volumes.

In +DQGEXFK�GHV�QDW�UOLFKHQ�3IODQ]HQV\VWHPV, 1837, he brought under Gruppe &OHPDWLGHDH
DC. the genera ”9LRUQD�Pers.”, 9LWLFHOOD�(Moench) DC., &OHPDWLV�L., $WUDJHQH L. and 1DUDYHOLD
DC. Section &KHLURSVLV DC. was classified as synonym to $WUDJHQH subgenus 9LRUQD Persoon.
Reichenbach has Persoon as author to 9LRUQD� This implies that 9LRUQD (Pers.) Reichenbach is to be
considered as a synonym to $WUDJHQH subgenus 9LRUQD Persoon and section &KHLURSVLV DC.
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Edouard Spach published, in Paris, during the years 1839–1847, a work in 14 volumes, +LVWRLUH
1DWXUHOOH�GHV�9pJpWDX[�3KDQpURJDPHV where &OHPDWLV�is treated in �:257–284, 1839.

Here he divided 5DQXQFXODFHDH�tribus &OHPDWLGHDH�DC. in the following way.
Genus $WUDJHQH�L.
Genus &KHLURSVLV�(DC.) Spach
Genus 9LWLFHOOD�Moench
Genus 9LRUQD�(”Reichenb.”) Spach Section (XYLRUQD�Spach

Section 9LRUQLXP�Spach
Genus 0HFODWLV�Spach
Genus &OHPDWLV�(L.) Spach Section 9LWDOED�Spach

Section )ODPPXOD�Spach
Section $FLGDQWKHUD�Spach

In 9LRUQD�section�(XYLRUQD�Spach included two species, 9LRUQD�F\OLQGULFD�Spach (=&OHPDWLV
FULVSD� L.) and 9LRUQD� XUQLJHUD�Spach (=&OHPDWLV� YLRUQD� L.)� and in section 9LRUQLXP� 9LRUQD
LQWHJULIROLD�Spach (=&OHPDWLV�LQWHJULIROLD�L.).

Spachs view on Genus 9LRUQD�is new and deviating from the earlier by Persoon and Reichen-
bach.

The names are only described in French. As descriptions in Latin are missing they are consid-
ered illegitimate (according to Keener et Dennis in 7D[RQ�1982).
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John Torrey et Asa Gray have in )ORUD�RI�1RUWK�$PHULFD, �:10, 1838 “$WUDJHQH DC.” as a subge-
nus to &OHPDWLV L. de Candolle, however, classified $WUDJHQH as a section, why the subgenus of
Torrey et Gray ought to be written &OHPDWLV�L. subgenus $WUDJHQH�(L.) Torrey et Gray.

Asa Gray has in Sprague’s 7KH�*HQHUD�RI�WKH�3ODQWV�RI�WKH�8QLWHG�6WDWHV��:13–16 Plate 1&2,
1848 $WUDJHQH�L. and &OHPDWLV�L. as different genera with &OHPDWLV�sectio $WUDJHQH�DC. as syno-
nym.
.XQW]H
Otto Kuntze (1843–1907) was a German botanist and explorer active in Berlin. During a round-the-
world travel in 1878 he made on different continents extensive collections among which a large
number of clematis. On making the determination of species, he found that a unified study of the
genus &OHPDWLV was missing. It gave him reason to study the taxonomy of these interesting plants.

In 1885 he published a 0RQRJUDSK on &OHPDWLV in 9HUKDQGOXQJHQ�GHV�%RWDQLVFKHQ�9HUHLQV�I�U
%UDQGHQEXUJ��$EKDQGOXQJHQ��Heft ��:83–102.

His division into sections in this monograph is completely different from those of earlier bota-
nists but has some background in Linnaeus’ 6\VWHPD�1DWXUDH.


