Tillandsia ‘But’ and Vriesea ‘Conferta’   by Derek Butcher in Bromeletter 1993

At the Conference at Brisbane at Easter 1993 Len Butt was proudly handing out seedlings of a hybrid he had done between Tillandsia setacea and Tillandsia juncea. I did ask why he should hybridise two so very similar species and, with a twinkle in his eye, he said, ”Just for you, Derek!”   He then added that both had been in flower at the same time and he couldn’t resist. This impromptu action is how many hybrids come into existence.

In the July/August issue of Bromeletter 1993, when writing on the Brisbane Conference I mentioned that these seedlings should be called Tillandsia ‘But’ ( Note only one ‘t’). This was an F1 cross and all the progeny should look very similar.

Seven years later the plants have started to flower in Adelaide. No doubt some would have already flowered in Brisbane but no-one has written about the similarities between this hybrid and T. juncea.  I do believe comment is necessary and make the following observations. If I had not been told that the seed parent was T. setacea I could have easily been swayed by the comment that these plants were really T. juncea. On careful examination the only difference appears to be in the shape of the plant and the narrower leaves. The inflorescence is what you would expect for T. juncea. It is, of course, possible that Len’s setacea was really a T. juncea because both have been confused for each other in the past. However, the narrower leaves suggest something has happened. I hope the name Tillandsia ‘But’ is continued to be used on labels even for such a T. juncea look-alike because it would be the only surviving plant that reminds us of Len Butt’s contribution to the Bromeliad World in Australia. The other plant is Aechmea ‘Len Butt’ and I do not know who is growing it.

There is another plant I would like to talk about and is a Vriesea hybrid that has been around for many years and causes concern to those who believe that correct identification should not be totally ignored. I refer to Vriesea conferta or even Vriesea ensiformis x conferta. Padilla in her book ‘Bromeliads’ (1973) page 102 mentions Vriesea ensiformis var. conferta but this is not botanically correct. Vriesea conferta has been synonymous with V. ensiformis for over 100 years as it appears in Baker’s ‘Bromeliaceae’ in 1889.

You may say the answer is simple – just change the name to Vriesea ensiformis! 

The TRUE V. ensiformis is in Brisbane and which has floral bracts that spread to 90º when flowering from the bottom of the spike to the top. The imposter may share this name  but the bracts do not move and one wonders why it has not been queried before. It can, however, be distinguished by the floral bract turning black at the tip I believe the imposter should be called Vriesea ‘Blackie’ to solve the problem of “Would you like a Vriesea ensiformis or a true Vriesea ensiformis?” If anyone can link V. ‘Blackie’ to any known hybrid please let me know.

You may remember at the Cairns Conference in 1999 that Peter Huddy referred to the Bromeliad Cultivar Registry where the cultivar Vriesea ‘Conferta’ ( not to be confused with the species conferta!) was cited as being the mother of ‘Baron de Selys’ as well as being the daughter of ‘Baron de Selys’. I was not the Registrar at the time, but now I am, and the matter did need to be resolved! Reference to Chevalier’s Monograph in 1930 revealed that the Americans had mistranslated from the French and confused the species conferta with the cultivar Vriesea ‘Excelsior’! The cultivar ‘Conferta’ has never been in existence and will be deleted from the Bromeliad Cultivar Registry.

