Uncle Derek says on fcbs.org





Neoregelia ‘Purple Haze’ alias fosteriana


This is a medium to large plant, say 60 cm diameter, with leaves 8-9 cm wide, maintaining a purplish colour (#39 in Isley’s chart) with a hazy covering. There is a hint of a reddish tip that is rounded and apiculate. The scape is 5 cm long and 1.5 cm wide, greenish white bracts, the uppermost becoming red lined. The pedicels are about 1 cm long . The inflorescence is simple. The floral bracts are similar to the upper scape bracts but narrower. The sepals are green with red lines, 3 cm long, slightly asymmetric but with a very long acuminate tip. This is sometimes bent and sometimes hooked. The petals are white with a pale violet platte.


Why have I gone to the trouble to measure and detail parts of a hybrid?  In the 1970’s this plant got to Australia as Neoregelia fosteriana and was used to produce hybrids such as ‘Fost Prince’. (See photo)  However, when Smith and Downs (1979) was printed Olwen Ferris (A BSI Trustee here in Australia) realised that this plant did not have a compound inflorescence and could not be the TRUE  Neoregelia fosteriana and called the plant ‘Purple Haze’.


This plant has been known in the USA as Neoregelia fosteriana since at least 1973 because it was accurately described by Victoria Padilla in her book “Bromeliads” page 52. I quote “ An attractive, dense rosette, 11/2 to 2 feet in diameter, with broad coppery leaves that are lightly dusted with gray. The tips of the leaves are burgundy red; underneath, the leaves are purple and marked with gray lines. Pale blue-petalled flowers are sunk deep in the heart of the rosette”  This must have been the plant that Foster used to produce ‘Morris Henry Hobbs’, Fosperior’, Dexter’s Pride’, Foster’s Giant Red’, etc.  What is strange is that Foster was not aware what his own Neoregelia fosteriana was because he did not use it in at least these hybrids.


Neoregelia fosteriana has been shrouded in mystery for many years  and an excellent article by Harry Luther appeared in the Brazilian Journal “Bromelia” in June 1995 page 5. The photo is from that article. In correspondence with Harry Luther it appears that Elton Leme cannot find living specimens in the area of Foster’s original collection but did find Neoregelia chlorosticta and the newly described Neoregelia lactea (Compound inflorescence, hooked sepals - see Bromelia June 1995 page 8) growing in close proximity . Could Neoregelia fosteriana have been a natural hybrid between the two?


This does not solve our problem because we have a totally different looking plant which could be a hybrid that occurred in Foster’s garden without  him being aware of it, or was an F2 of Neoregelia fosteriana.  We know that the TRUE N. fosteriana is surviving in Florida in at least two collections in Florida. In 1996 I was at the World Conference in Orlando and after a series of phone calls I felt I had traced at least one source of this true N. fosteriana. "Yes, I have the true species" was the reply. Later I was shown said plant but things didn't seem right and in a lull in my photographing the plant, I was able to quickly check the spent inflorescence and clearly it was simple. No one noticed that I had dropped my urgent plea for purchase! Harry has since pointed out that the flower may not necessarily be compound, so I may have missed out. So, although I think I now know what a N. fosteriana looks like, I haven't got one and as far as I am concerned, it has never been in Australia. 


Its hybrid status could easily be confirmed by self set seed raising but I do not know who these lucky owners are  OR if they are aware of the treasures they hold. 


Is the ‘imposter foster’ the next generation from this true Neoregelia fosteriana or does it have yet another father, albeit accidentally?  I feel sure that the Padilla ‘Fosteriana’ is still alive in California – somewhere. In 1999 when Pam Koide attended the Bromeliad Conference in Cairns, Qld, AU she saw a Neoregelia ‘Purple Haze’ but with N. fosteriana on the label. She had never seen the plant before and took one back to California to investigate further. I feel sure this plant is alive in Florida - somewhere!


If you are the curious type would you please check around and let us know whether hooked sepals are present on any of the plants you have that are mentioned in this article.  By the way, I have given up trying to link this plant with a natural species!








Neoregelia PURPLE HAZE  by Derek Butcher, Bromeletter 5: 1998





Many years ago Olwen Ferris obtained a plant called Neoregelia fosteriana, which had been imported from the U.S.A., but she noted that it did not have a compound flower, amongst other things, and was clearly wrongly named. She called the plant ‘Purple Haze’.





It is a medium to large plant, say 60 cm diameter, with leaves 8-9 cm wide, maintaining a purplish colour (#39 in Isley's chart) with a hazy covering: There is a hint of a reddish tip which is rounded and apiculate. The scape is 5 cm long and 1.5 cm wide, greenish white bracts, the uppermost becoming red lined. The pedicels are about 1 cm long. The floral bracts are similar to the upper scape bracts but narrower. The sepals are green with red lines, 2.8 cm long, slightly asymmetric but with a very long acuminate tip. This is sometimes bent and sometimes hooked. The petals are white with a pale violet platte.





After I had dissected all its parts, I tried to link it to a currently named species but to no avail.


In 1997 a plant I had obtained from Marj. McNamara as Neoregelia sarmentosa flowered and it had striking similarities with `Purple Haze'. Marj. had obtained her plant from Hazel McAlpine in the U.S. in 1981. Clearly, at that time, the plant was thought to be a species, even if wrongly named. But I got no further.





Let us go back to June 1995 when, in the Brazilian journal "Bromelia", Harry Luther pointed out that he had investigated the herbarium specimens of Neoregelia fosteriana but had only been able to trace living species in the collections of two hobbyists in Florida. Elton Leme was, and is, having difficulty in tracing the plant in the wild, but there was conjecture that N. fosteriana could be a natural hybrid between the newly named Neoregelia lactea and Neoregelia chlorosticta because both are found in the same areas. In 1996 I was at the World Conference in Orlando and after a series of phone calls I felt I had traced at least one source of the true N. fosteriana. "Yes, I have the true species" was the reply. Later I was shown said plant but things didn't seem right and in a lull in my photographing the plant, I was able to quickly check the spent inflorescence and clearly it was simple. No one noticed that I had dropped my urgent plea for purchase! Harry has since pointed out that the flower may not necessarily be compound, so I may have missed out. So, although I think I now know


what a N. fosteriana looks like, I haven't got one and as far as I am concerned, it has never been in Australia.	This is despite the fact that it was the alleged parent of hybrids in Australia in the 1980's.





I did contact Harry regarding my dilemma but clearly I had no collection data and my links with species status were somewhat tenuous. Harry was ominously silent. Let us look at the Butcher hypothesis. If N. lactea (which has hooked sepals and simple inflorescence) crossed with N. chlorosticta (non-hooked sepals and simple inflorescence) in the wild (as we are told) to produce N. fosteriana (non-hooked sepals and compound flower) what would happen in the F2 generation? Could you get hooked sepals and a simple inflorescence? Is `Purple Haze' one of these progeny?


Has anyone bothered to look closely at their Neo. ‘Morris Henry Hobbs’ or ‘Fosperior’ or any of the other Foster hybrids whose alleged parents included N. fosteriana? If they had, they would have noticed hooked sepals! Surely there is a link there somewhere.





I did try to get someone at the grower level in Florida to check their authenticated ‘Morris Henry Hobbs’ but alas they are still arguing over there as to the real differences in the alleged grex. Clearly the two hobbyists who have the true N. fosteriana have not done controlled experiments with self-set seed to see whether the supposition of Leme and Luther is closer to the truth.





So Neoregelia `Purple Haze' it is. It has had an intriguing past, even though much is unknown. I sincerely hope Marj. McNamara and the Butchers are not the only people growing this plant in Australia. After all, it is quite an attractive plant.





Neoregelia 'Purple Haze' by D Butcher in Bromeliaceae Nov / Dec, 1999: 


Exerpt from the ‘Cairns’ Conference.


Neoregelia 'Purple Haze' caught my eye too, only they were labelled Neoregelia fosteriana!


This plant, came to Australia as Neoregelia fosteriana in the 1960s and 0lwen Ferris just could not understand how it got this name because it was nowhere near the description. She called the plant 'Purple Haze'. Most of us down south changed our labels or lost the plant due to lack of interest because it was not a NEW plant.. Nobody bothered to ask funny questions of the Cairns lot!


You rnay be pleased to know that this plant is making a return trip to the USA but this time to Bird Rock Tropicals with Olwen's correct name! What is intriguing is that this plant is probably the Neoregelia fosteriana that Mulford Foster used to create Neoregelia 'Morris Henry Hobbs' and its relatives because of the links of traits of the alleged parents. Only recently has the true Neoregelia fosteriana been found by Harry Luther in one or two collections in Florida.


In my search for this elusive true species, none of the nurseries I visited in in 1996 in Florida knew what the true Neoregelia fosteriana looked like although I was offered plants with this name - on the label' None looked like Olwen's 'Purple Haze' either! So I came home empty handed


In my thirst for reading old literature I have come to the conclusion that Mulford Foster was not a good hybridist. His records were almost non-existent (not like Grace's stud book) as he applied the hit-and-miss technique,


So I am hoping that when Pam Koide gets her 'Purple Haze' going, comparison may be made with similar looking plants in the U.S.





