Puya ‘Schulz’ and ‘Rudolf’ by Butcher May 2011. 

This all started in the 1980’s when Rudolf Schulz collected seed in the wild and grew on the seedlings in Victoria. Len Colgan from Adelaide was one of the first to buy two seedlings with the name ‘Strange Bromeliad from Brazil’. This was later changed to ‘Strange Bromeliad from Peru’ and now that flowering has occurred this locality seems closer to the mark! His second plant was slow to flower so was sent to Peter Tristram who has since flowered his plant confirming similarity and share the name ‘Schulz’! It also seems that at least two plants in habitat had seed collected from them – why? Well, Chris Larson from Melbourne also had a ‘Strange plant from Peru’ which flowered and had hairy flowers linking it to Puya floccosa which we intend to call Puya ‘Rudolf’ and the one with naked flowers Puya ‘Schulz’. The following dialogue from Emails gives an idea that we cannot get any lead as to identity. Some may say that a natural hybrid is involved but if a primary hybrid is involved the chance of it happening in two instances makes the odds somewhat low! We are trying to prove hybridity by sowing self set seed. So in 10 years time we may have something more to report.

Puya ‘Schulz’ can be described as flowering at 2 metres tall with other details shown in the photographs

Puya ‘Rudolf’ can be described as flowering at 2.5 metres tall and again with photographic detail

It started like this!

3/07/2009, you wrote: 

Hello Derek 

Quite a few years ago we bought some plants from Rudolf Schulz, one being tagged as "strange brom. from Peru", do we know anything about this plant as yet, as I was out visiting today & a cohort has one coming into flower, spike to 2mtr tall, sorry didn't have camera with me, will go back over the next couple of weeks for photo's as flowers not yet open. 

Ross 

From: derek butcher 

To: Ross Little 

Sent: Friday, July 03, 2009 4:19 PM 

Subject: Re: Strange brom. 

Ross 

If it is like this nobody knows! 

UD 

3/07/2009, you wrote: 

Hello Derek 

Have that plant, Len showed Peter & I that spike when at his place over Easter, the plant in question foliage wise looks the same as Lens plant however the spike looks more like our Puya ferruginea spike, over  2mtr tall. 

Will get photo's next week. 

Is the nobody knows on your disc, if so, under what heading, or has an article been written anywhere that is available. 

Ross 

From: derek butcher 

To: Ross Little 

Sent: Saturday, July 04, 2009 11:12 AM 

Subject: Re: Strange brom. 

Ross 

Then how about Chris Larson's photo with the same name! 

It will never be described because nobody would do so without habitat data. The only way Is for someone to give it a Cultivar name and write about the peculiarities. Len Colgan should do this but I bet he won't! I have gone part the way by calling it Puya 'Rudolf' 

UD 

4/07/2009, you wrote: 

Hello Derek 

That looks more like it, the one here not as advanced in the development of the spike yet, but that looks more like what it is going to be. Obviously the two plants aren't the same???, the spikes appear to be different by eye, so maybe Puya 'Rudolf' for one & Puya 'Schulz' for the other pending on which one flowered in cultivation first. 

Ross 

From: derek butcher [ mailto:tillands@senet.com.au] 

Sent: Sunday, 5 July 2009 11:55 AM 

To: Ross Little 

Cc: Len Colgan; chris.larson@optusnet.com.au 

Subject: Re: Strange brom. 

Hi Ross 

I look forward to your photos. We may even get another different plant from this so called one batch of seed called 'Strange Brom from Peru' . You are like me in that you like to make hay while the sun shines but Rudy, Len and Chris are more of the 'Let it wait and it will go away and/ or people will forget types. 

So when we have photos of your plant perhaps we can get concensus and get details on to the Bromeliads in Australia website 

UD 

From: Chris Larson 

To: 'derek butcher' ; 'Ross Little' 

Cc: 'Len Colgan' 

Sent: Sunday, July 05, 2009 5:55 PM 

Subject: RE: Strange brom. 

Hi Derek, Ross & Len, 

I’m a tad perplexed by Dereks comments. 

1.       One of my plants was diagnosed by Derek as close enough to P.floccosa. 

2.       The other, which I think is different to this P. floccosa & similar to the one down the side of Lens house near the front, is in my cactus garden being smothered by a big Agave is way off flowering. Derek has always told me it is impossible to be certain before examining the sex bits and I have never seen it flower. 

So of my results so far, Derek has my photos and a flower head. If it is a P.floccosa why would we give it a cv name? Im happy enough with that. 

Ross, with the description of a 2 metre spike, if it only has a little bit of fertile part at the top, it is probably the P.floccosa. My photos are terrible because of the location & nature of the plant (a plant with a 2 metre bare scape  in grey/green  & a dull reddy/brown/purple flower head), as it is in the ground, the spikes touching or nearly touching the roof, and a very busy wall of tills behind. I have a stack of photos & most are unusable. 

If you think my photos are suitable for the web site please tell me and we can supply then to Ian. 

Cheers 

Chris 

From: Ross Little [ mailto:pinegrovebromeliads@bigpond.com] 

Sent: Sunday, 5 July 2009 6:29 PM 

To: Chris Larson 

Subject: Re: Strange brom. 

Hello Chris 

The plant I looked at the other day has foliage exactly the same as that plant of Len's out the front side, Peter got a pup of it, nasty bugger of a thing, I have it to almost a mtr. x mtr. not in flower. The spike I saw  is to 2 mtr tall, still closed up at this stage, but looked like our Puya ferruginea (which is in flower at the moment) with brown hairy indument all over it, scape green not reddish as for 'floccosa', your spike didn't appear to have the brown hairy stuff ???. Maybe a third one in this group as Derek says. 

Will get photo's next week, didn't think for camera last visit, lesson learnt, I think I need to go to Boy Scout School, always be prepared. 

Ross 

From: Chris Larson [ mailto:chris.larson@optusnet.com.au] 

Sent: Sunday, 5 July 2009 7:28 PM 

To: 'Ross Little' 

Cc: 'Len Colgan'; 'derek butcher' 

Subject: RE: Strange brom. 

Hi all 

I am a little off with this one. 

Given the pictures on the web of both P.floccosa & P.ferrugiana on the web & Dereks disc are nothing like the plant concerned, and the plant has again consumed the tag - Im a little more perplexed. Given that my computer crashed and wiped out my mail, I cannot retrieve the mail I had in that period. My memory of the situation was that it was close to a species though I can’t imagine it was floccosa (sorry Derek). 

I just looked at Dereks disc & found that Lens & my plants are placed together & it looks to me like it is a probable hybrid based on the assumption that there are distinct similarities between the flowers but they are also so different. Len & I have 2 variations from this batch of seed I wonder if there are 2 or more the same! Especially now Ross friend has a 3rd. Should we be giving a name to things if they are different & I can’t see me propagating mine in a hurry. 

Cheers 

Chris 

From: Peter Tristram [ mailto:ptristra@bigpond.net.au] 

Sent: Friday, 10 July 2009 10:39 AM 

To: 'Chris Larson' 

Cc: Len Colgan; 'derek butcher'; pinegrovebromeliads@bigpond.com 

Subject: RE: Strange brom. 

Hi all 

Trying to catch up with the discussion... What’s to say the plant that Len has driven 4000km to give in appreciation for me giving his neighbour a Xanthorrhoea (I bet Dons potted it up already!), is the same as the one he has flowered already? I have all the emails from before that were posted on Nutters, now Tillnuts if interested too. Chriss plant has a lot of differences to Lens and it will be interesting to see what Rosss looks like (and mine which must be near flowering size too and sure will be with the extra root space now. Ill keep looking at the info but my tax comes first and then off to Brissy for a few days (wont have time for a tea party, Ross, unfortunately but maybe a quick visit next Tuesday). 

Cheers, Peter (wet and cold) 

  

From: Len Colgan [ mailto:Len.Colgan@unisa.edu.au] 

Sent: Friday, 10 July 2009 1:54 PM 

To: 'Peter Tristram'; 'Chris Larson' 

Cc: 'derek butcher'; pinegrovebromeliads@bigpond.com 

Subject: RE: Strange brom. 

Hi all, 

Is the following a completely ridiculous suggestion? 

The leaves of Chris’s plant look the same as my plant. However, my inflorescence bears little resemblance. Wouldn’t it be unreal if my second plant, now at Peters, flowers like Chris’s plant and not like my first one? Taking into account that Walter, Harry (and Eric Gouda?) say it is neither a Puya nor a Pitcairnia, could my plant be a natural bigeneric involving both genera? 

As I prefaced, a completely ridiculous suggestion, perhaps? 

In case you do not have these photos, I have included three of my images. The flowers come from bunchlets of pedicels coming from a mini peduncle. All of those mini peduncles come from the main stem. (I am sure these are the wrong botanical terms, but hopefully you will get the gist.) 

Regards,   Len. 

From: Peter Tristram [ mailto:ptristra@bigpond.net.au] 

Sent: Tuesday, 29 March 2011 7:06 PM 

To: 'Len Colgan'; 'Chris Larson' 

Cc: 'derek butcher'; 'pinegrovebromeliads@bigpond.com' 

Subject: RE: Strange brom. 

Hi Len, all 

Lens other possibly weird plant from R Schultz has finally bloomed after its long trek from Adelaide to Repton. (I hope the Xanthorrhoea is still alive!) Pics attached. It has a striking resemblance to the one Len first bloomed. No doubt Len will be excited! Ill do some scans as well and I have also been selfing the flowers. 

Cheers, Pete 

3/04/2011, derek wrote:

Pete 

I am convinced this is Puya not a Pitcairnia. Have you checked Smith's key? I got to P. laccata which is a very vague taxon but there is a herb specimen at Berolense (Berlin). Check it out. At the moment I have Puya 'Schulz' as aff laccata even though the branches exceed the primary bracts! 

UD 

From: derek 

To: Peter Tristram 

Cc: len.colgan@unisa.edu.au ; chris.larson@optusnet.com.au ; pinegrovebromeliads@bigpond.com 

Sent: Saturday, April 16, 2011 12:01 PM 

Subject: Re: FW: Strange brom. 

Pete et al 

Now we are all back from the Top End it is time to bite the bullet. No taxonomist will touch this with a barge pole and I think we should put this plant on record under the Cultivar name of  Puya 'Schulz'.It may be worthwhile trying a photo on Florapix to get views. I think Big Len has the wrong end of the stick. Harry and Walter would have said it could be either Pitcairnia OR Puya for the simple reason that there are some Pitcairnia species that could be treated as Puya and vice versa. Just look at the history of some of the species names. 

I think we can include Rachel's plant here even though the stamens exceed the flower and I can't see any primary bracts. BUT then they seem to be non-existent or very small from Big Len's photos. But present in Pete's photos 

Perhaps others can try Smith's key to see if they get to P. laccata and then lose their way when they check description and herbarium specimen. 

UD 

From: Ross Little [pinegrovebromeliads@bigpond.com]
Sent: 16 April 2011 18:10
To: Peter Tristram; derek
Cc: Len Colgan; chris.larson@optusnet.com.au
Subject: Re: FW: Strange brom.
Hello All
Puya 'Schulz' sounds good.
Ross 

From Len Colgan
Sent: 17 April 2011 08:55
To: Ross Little; Peter Tristram; derek
Cc: chris.larson@optusnet.com.au
Subject: RE: FW: Strange brom.
I agree, if we can prove it is a Puya.
Len.

17/04/2011, Len Colgan wrote:
Hi again,
There is another reason I am sceptical about this plant being a "pure" puya, in addition to the comments from Walter and Harry. However, I await confirmation from Chris in this regard.
I "think" that the first three attached images are from a plant that Chris got from Rudolf under exactly the same circumstances from the same seed lot. Is that correct, Chris? It looks more like a puya that mine.
The next three images are from my plant. One would have to stretch one's imagination too far to suggest they are the same.
I have been going through the description of Puya laccata again, to see if I missed anything initially. All of the dimensions are significantly smaller that my plant (Yes, I do understand different growing conditions), but I still go back to the comments from Walter and Harry about the weird "bundles" of flowers in the inflorescence. Nevertheless, in the P. laccata description, it does say: ..., primary bracts broadly ovate, acuminate, to 45mm long, 25mm wide, exceeding the branches, coarsely spinose-serrate, nerved, laccate-lustrous, glabrous; branches with a short sterile base, rather laxly 4-flowered...  It also mentions "pedicels 3-4mm long".
I am having trouble accurately interpreting this, but I am unable to reconcile it matching the strange bundling effect emanating from the axis of my plant.
Comments welcomed!
Regards,  Len.


17/04/2011, derek wrote:
Len
I call Chris's plant 'Rudolf' because although it is linked to 'Schulz' by inference, it is a different plant with strong links to floccosa. Nobody has reported another 'Rudolf' so this is on the backburner. 'Schulz' is cropping up more frequently which is why I am keen to nail it. We will never know how Rudolf collected the seed. Was it one capsule? Was it several capsules from the same plant? Was it several capsules from several plants thought to be the same?
Nobody has done a pollen count which would give a clue as to hybridity.
Remember that laccata was the name that emerged when I used the bits in your photos to help me through Smith's key. Others may well come up with something different. Remember too that Smith dealt with dried plants!  
Now for the other remarkable thing in that Weberbauer must have been a very hardy collector indeed. With Peruvian Puya his name crops up all the time and nobody else!
We know that Aussies have been to Peru and brag about their Tillandsia conquests but didn't they look at Puya? Too prickly and large even without feeding that we heard about ad nauseum in Darwin! 
Uncle D


20/04/2011

Len
More rumbles in the jungle. Eric has suggested we look at Puya densiflora but our flowers are naked, not hairy at all. All the more for using the name 'Schulz'. By the way, the main difference between Puya and Pitcairnia is that the petals in Puya spiral after anthesis. I think I saw spiral petals in 'Schulz'
UD
 



  

  

 

  

