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 FREDERICK  WILLIAM MOORE (1857-1949) 

O 
n the occasion of the RHS Orchid Committeeôs first visit to Ireland it 
seems appropriate to look back at their earlier connections.  There have 
been three members with strong Irish links, the first, Frederick Moore, 

was Curator of Glasnevin Botanic Gardens between 1879 and 1922.  He was a 
member of the committee from its foundation in 1889 and was present at the 
inaugural meeting on March 26th; he would attend regularly over the next sixty 
years and became one of its longest serving members.   

By 1889 Mooreôs collection of orchids at Glasnevin was well established and 
particularly strong in species.  Although Moore was a skilful grower he relied on 
others to identify and name them for him.  Initially it was Professor Reichenbach 
in Hamburg but after his death in 1889 he used Robert Allen Rolfe at Kew, who 
was also a committee member and Editor of The Orchid Review.  Moore kept 
Rolfe busy; he would go on to describe around sixty new species from the 
Glasnevin plants.  Rolfe even named a genus after him, Moorea in 1890, which 
he had to amend slightly in 1904 to Neomoorea.    

Moore used other contacts from the committee; he was generous with plants and 
exchanged duplicates with nurserymen, other Botanic Gardens and private 
individuals including Sir Trevor Lawrence, President of the RHS and another 
member.  Lawrence had a large collection, similarly predominately species and 
holds the all-time individual record for the number of RHS awards at just over 
five hundred.  Moore achieved a more modest sixty seven but given the distance 
he travelled this was still quite an achievement.  Five were for his beloved 
Masdevallias including an Award of Merit in 1895 to Masdevallia chimaera 
óAureaô (now Dracula chimaera) which he had selected from his eighteen 
different forms.  A species both Moore and Lawrence grew was Eulophiella 
peetersiana (now Eulophiella roempleriana).  Moore wrote almost nothing, 
however he did write about this orchid in the text of a talk he gave to the RHS in 
1907 describing how, as he lacked space for such a large plant, he kept the young 
growths tied in and ended up with it coiled around itself like ña snakeò.     
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Eulophiella roempleriana photographed for Moore 

to use in his 1907 RHS lecture.   From the 

Glasnevin collection. 
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Nevertheless, Moore was able to keep the collection in the spotlight with Rolfeôs descriptions of the new species and RHS awards 
in The Orchid Review.  Mooreôs personal standing within the RHS was high; he received one of the original sixty Victoria Medals 
of Honour (VMH) in Horticulture in 1897 and became the longest surviving recipient of the first batch.  He later received a Gold 
Veitch Medal in 1933 and was a Vice President of the RHS from 1944 until his death.  Additionally he served on other RHS 
Committees; including the Daffodil and Tulip and the Examinations Committee.  He received many honours from Ireland, was 
made a Fellow of the Linnean Society, London and knighted in 1911 by King George V for óServices to Irish Horticultureô.  He 
retired in 1922, never having had a day off sick, aged sixty-five.  He then moved to Willbrook, Rathfarnham near the Dublin 
Mountains where he developed his garden.  He died in 1949 aged ninety-two.  Obituaries in The Times and The Gardenersô 
Chronicle called him ña horticultural and arboricultural authorityò, a term that portrays him very well.   

 

FREDERICK BURBIDGE (1847-1905) 

T 
he second is Frederick Burbidge, who is certainly the most interesting of characters.   He was elected a member in 1892, 
when his commercial collecting days were over and had settled as Curator of Trinity College Botanic Garden, Dublin 
where he succeeded Sir Frederick Moore in 1879.   

Burbidge was born in Wymeswold, Leicestershire; he started his career in horticulture working in private gardens and then 
became a student at the RHS Garden in Chiswick before moving to the Royal Botanic Gardens, Kew.  At Kew he developed 
an interest and undoubted skill in botanical art, this culminated in him writing one of the first books on botanical drawing óThe 
Art of Botanical Drawingô published in 1873.   

Around this time he left Kew to work for William Robinsonôs weekly periodical óThe Gardenô as a writer and artist.  However 
four years later in 1877 Burbidge left his sedentary safe life in journalism and swopped it for two years of adventure and 
discomfort to become a collector and explorer for Messrs. Veitch, it is not entirely certain how this conversion happened.  
Harry Veitch sent him to Borneo, then Mount Kinabalu and on to the Sulu Archipelago, now part of the Philippines.  
Burbidgeôs instructions were to collect orchids, ferns and especially Nepenthes. The entire trip was chronicled evocatively in 
óThe Gardens of the Sun - A Naturalistôs Journal of Borneo and the Sulu Archipelagoô published after Burbidgeôs return in 
1880.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

In total his living and dried collections amounted to one thousand different species so the Veitch Nursery was kept busy for a 
long time establishing these new novelties.  Just a year after Burbidgeôs return in 1878 he moved to Ireland to take up the 
Curatorôs post.  He still travelled regularly to London as a Fellow of the Linnean Society and from 1885 as a member of the 
RHS Science Committee.  In 1892 he was finally invited to join the Orchid Committee and continued to attend the Science 
Committee even after his retirement from the Orchid Committee in 1895.  His immense contribution to science and 
horticulture was recognised by the RHS when he, like Moore was one of the original recipients of the VMH. 

 

Watercolour of Disa crassicornis from Natal, copied at 
Kew by Burbidge in 1869 

Watercolour of Trichotosia ferruginea, copied at 
Kew by Burbidge in 1870 
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Burbidge died on Christmas Eve 1905 aged fifty-eight shortly after his wife Mary.  A report in The Times noted ñMr. 
Burbidge had the academic as well as horticultural mindé and made many important contributions to the literature of his 
subject, on which he was a recognized authorityò which seems a fitting description of the man Moore called a ñdistinguished 
botanist-gardener.ò 

AMBROSE CONGREVE (1907-2011) 

T 
he third person with a strong link to Ireland was Ambrose Congreve who was a member of the Orchid Committee from 
1938 to 1956.  Conversely orchids were not his main claim to fame; instead it was the garden he created at his family 
home, Mount Congreve near Kilmeaden, County Waterford.  He started establishing it in his late teens but began in 

earnest from the mid 1950s creating a new woodland garden.  He credited childhood visits to the gardens of Lionel Rothschild 
at Exbury, Hampshire for his inspiration and went on to develop his own renowned collection of Rhododendrons.   

After university Congreve worked for Unilever and travelled to China where his fascination with the Orient began.  From 1936 
he ran Humphreys & Glasgow, the gasworks manufacturer, overseeing its diversification into petro-chemical engineering.  It 
prospered during the 1950s and 1960s which coincided with his redevelopment of the garden and the acquisition of rare 
antiques for the house.  He retired in 1983; having sold the company to an American firm and devoted all his time to the 
garden.    

At Mount Congreve there was a large walled garden and glasshouses where fruit and flowers for the house, including orchids, 
were grown.  In 1968 the Cymbidium houses were damaged and the plants were moved to Glasnevin and never returned.  In 
the displaced collection was Cymbidium Irish Melody (= Cym. Jason x Martin).  It was the only orchid Congreve received an 
award for, an AM, in 1948.  He did win fifteen RHS Gold Medals for his rock and formal garden exhibits at Chelsea during 
the 1950s and 1960s.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Congreve served for some years on the RHS Shows, the Joint Rhododendron followed by the Rhododendron & Camelia 
Committees.  His contribution to Horticulture was acknowledged when he was made a CBE in 1965.  The RHS appreciated 
him too; in 1987 he became a VMH and was made a Vice President in 1998.  It was on his annual visit to Chelsea that 
Congreve died in 2011 aged one hundred and four, the contents of the house were sold but the gardens remain open to the 
public.  Sadly there are few photographs of him because he hated having them taken.  However there is a fitting anecdote that 
at his centenary lunch, he quoted what he described as an old proverb: "To be happy for an hour, have a glass of wine. To be 
happy for a day, read a book. To be happy for a week, take a wife. To be happy for ever, make a garden."   ƴ 

 

CLARE AND JOHAN HERMANS 

 

 

 

Cymbidium Irish Melody AM RHS in 1948,  
painted by Nellie Roberts. RHS Lindley Library 
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O f all the judging groups from around the world who are qualified to give internationally recognized awards, the Royal Horticultural Society's 
Orchid Committee is different in many ways. It is the oldest system in existence 

and is operated by a horticultural society rather than an orchid society. Other 

systems start as a committee giving awards whose members are chosen from 
orchid societies. These societies have grown up over the years as a direct result of 

the public interest that has arisen from orchid growing. In the RHS there is a 

totally different system, which was born out of orchid interest among the 
members of a general horticultural society. It is, therefore, important to see how 

the society itself started before we examine how the judging system works. 

 

In 1804, a group of enthusiastic gardeners in London formed the Horticultural 
Society and within a few years it had become the Royal Horticultural Society. 

The group continues to hold that title and still enjoys royal patronage. In 1804, 

the objects and aims were to further the interest in gardening and horticulture. 
Orchid growing at that time was very much in its infancy as very few plants had 

been collected. With the increase of trade abroad and the expansion of the British 

Empire, more and more tropical plants found their way to the United Kingdom. 
As a result, gardeners began to build greenhouses and experiment with the 

heating of them. Finally, they achieved a structure in which they could reproduce 

almost any climate in the world. Thus began the great orchid-growing fever. 

 

With this general interest in plants, the Royal Horticultural Society decided to 
give a First Class Certificate to any orchid they thought worthy. The FCC/RHS 

was given to plants "of great excellence" and was first introduced in 1859. A 

Certificate of Cultural Commendation (CCC/RHS) did not make its appearance 
until 1888. It is awarded to orchids which are considered to be "meritorious." The 

Certificate of Preliminary Commendation (PC/RHS) was first instituted in 1931, 

to be given to "a new plant of promise." 

 

The RHS is run by a council which is elected yearly at the annual general 

meeting held in February. The council issues invitations to sit on their various 

committees, which specialise in the different forms of horticulture. These 
numerous committees include experts on fruit and vegetables, roses, narcissuses 

and tulips, rock gardens as well as scientific subjects. There are also general 

committees such as Floral "A" and Floral "B." Together, these committees cover 
the whole of the plant kingdom.  

 

The Orchid Committee commenced in 1889 and took over the task of giving 

awards to orchids from the general council. Even today, neither the orchid nor 

any other RHS committee actually gives awards to plants. They only recommend 
their awards to the council and the council must confirm these awards before they 

are made public. The Orchid Committee meets 14 times a year in the Orchid 

Room at the Royal Horticultural Society's headquarters in the New Hall, 
Greycoat Street, London, apart from one meeting which is held at the Chelsea 

Flower Show, a few miles away. The Orchid Room houses the files and records 
of awards dating back to the first meetings.  

 

The present Orchid Committee consists of 25 members, including the chairman 

and vice chairmen, who collectively represent a wide range of interests including 

commercial growers, leading amateurs, botanists and taxonomists. Personal 
invitations are based on the individual member's knowledge of orchids and what 

he or she can contribute to the committee. Unlike other judging panels around the 

world, there are no trainee judges nor is any form of examination required to 
become a judge. Members are re-invited annually to continue in service.  

 

One does not have to be a member of the Royal Horticultural Society to submit a 

plant for an award. But people exhibiting within easy reach of Greycoat Street 
are expected to show the whole plant in bloom. However, where this is difficult 

for potential exhibitors from abroad, they are welcome to show cut flower spikes. 

Plants or flower spikes must be received by the secretary of the Orchid 
Committee before 10:30 am on the morning of the meeting. This allows an hour 

before the committee sits for the records of any previous awards to be checked 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
JUDGING ORCHIDS  
AT THE ROYAL 
HORTICULTURAL 
SOCIETY 
 
 
Brian S. Rittershausen 
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and hybrids to be registered. This also allows time for the 

members to examine the plants in detail. The number of 

plants submitted at a meeting may vary from five to six to as 
many as 30-40 at a time. This depends on the time of year and 

which orchids are in season. When the committee sits at 11:30 

am, each plant is examined separately, its name and parentage 
readout together with the details of any previous awards. 

Having allowed time for the plant to be examined, the 

chairman will ask for comments and criticisms. This will be 
followed by a call for a proposal. If an award is proposed and 

seconded, then a show of hands completes the judging. There 

must be two to one in favor of the proposal for the plant to 
receive an award.  This allows an hour before the committee 

sits for the records of any previous awards to be checked and 

hybrids to be registered; it also allows time for the members 
to examine the plants in detail.  

 

This simple but effective method of judging has been used for 

nearly 100 years and is known as the appreciation method. 
The committee is occasionally criticized for not using a point 

system but it is their opinion that they would certainly end up 

with the same result whichever system was used. The three 
main awards, PC/RHS, AM/RHS and FCC/RHS are given to 

plants which the committee considers are different enough 

from anything they have previously seen and are worthy of 
the certificate. This appreciation method is based on the 

personal knowledge and experience of those handling 

particular plants. If a member feels that his or her knowledge 
is insufficient about something unusual or beyond their scope, 

it is quite in order to abstain from voting on that occasion. 

Should any member have a vested interest in a plant, they 
must abstain from voting or declare their interest and leave 

the room while the plant is being judged. 

 

The chairman will read out from the application form the full 

details of the plant, the originator of the cross if it is a hybrid, 
who has made the present cross and the exhibitor oft he actual 

plant. All this information is available to the committee 

before they make their judgment. At one time, the size and 
shape of a flower were much more important than they are 

today. For instance, in the past, more emphasis was put on 

roundness. Originally, the committee was judging mostly 
species. Therefore, the feeling was that every form of 

hybridization should show an improvement in size and shape 

of bloom, thus aiming at the ultimate goal, a perfectly round if 
shapeless flower. 

 

Today, with the tremendous amount of intergeneric hybrids 

seen from home and abroad, the interest has changed back to 
flowers with more character, unusual shapes and colour 

forms. By using the appreciation method of judging, the 

committee can be flexible and move with the times. When the 
committee was first formed, size and shape were the all 

important features. Today, the committee is more progressive, 

giving encouragement to new lines of breeding, recognizing 
that character and colour, pattern of flowers and habit of spike 

can be more important than the shape of the individual bloom. 

It is still possible for outstanding species to receive awards, 
even an FCC/RHS, right along with the latest and most 

modern of hybrids.  

 

Although the RHS does not publish the details of its awards in 
its own magazine, The Orchid Review each month carries 

colour photographs and full particulars of the orchids 

exhibited, including measurements, quantity of flowers, etc. 

 

When an orchid receives an AM/RHS or an FCC/RHS, it is 

painted by the official RHS artist. This practice began in 1897 
when the committee felt the need to record the awards they 

were giving and to be able to scrutinize previous award 

winners so that comparisons could be made. A young lady 
named Miss Nellie Roberts was invited to paint the awarded 

orchids for a six-month trial period. She continued to do so 

for the next 56 years, by which time she had faithfully painted 
every award given by the RHS. When the committee 

examines a species that has previously been awarded, 
members are able to consult the painting of that awarded 

clone and compare it with the plant before them. This greatly 

assists the committee in coming to its final decision. In the 
case of a hybrid, other awards to the grex will be removed 

from the files for comparison with the new exhibit. The result 

is that, after many years of painting the awards, the committee 
has a large visual reference collection on which it can call. 

These are filed in alphabetical order in the Orchid Room and 

are available for the committee to use at every meeting. 
Exhibitors may also have a copy of the painting for their own 

use and most proud recipients of awards are pleased to do so. 

Each year, at the British orchid Growers Association's Show 
held in March, the previous year's paintings are put on 

display, enabling the public to see for themselves the award 

winners. 

 

An even larger display of paintings is planned showing the 
development of orchids from1897 to 1985 at the International 

Centenary Orchid Conference incorporating the British 

Orchid Council's Congress, the 7th European Orchid 
Conference and the British Orchid Growers Association's 

Show to be held in London at the RHS March 20-23, 

1985.After judging, the awarded plants go on display in the 
hall when there is a regular RHS flower show. 

 

Apart from the four awards already mentioned for individual 

plants, the Orchid Committee also judges groups of orchids 
for which it can recommend one of the RHS's medals. These 

are bronze running through to gold. In addition to these, there 

is an annual award called the Westonbirt Medal that is given  

 

for a different branch of orchids each year. Also, the George 
Moore Medal is presented, on the council's recommendation, 

to the best The Orchid Committee examines only orchids that 
are considered too delicate to survive out-of-doors in Britain. 

Therefore, they do not examine any of the alpine orchids such 

as pleiones and orchis, which are considered hardy in this 
country. These are judged by the Alpine Committee.  ƴ 

 

 

BRIAN S. RITTERSHAUSEN 

ORIGINALLY PUBLISHED IN 

AMERICAN ORCHID SOCIETY  

                                   AWARDS QUARTERLY, 
VOL. 15, NO. 3, (1984) 
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THE ORCHID COMMITTEE 

The Orchid Committee holds meetings around the country, working with local orchid societies and assessing more than 200 

plants for exhibition award every year. The committee has strong international links and its members represent the committee 

and the RHS at events all over the world. The RHS is also the International Cultivar Registration Authority for orchid hybrids. 

ñFor over 125 years, the RHS Orchid Committee has encouraged the cultivation of what remains probably the most exotic of 

plant families ï and decided which are among the best The RHS Orchid Committee celebrated its 125th anniversary in 2014. 

A strong association between the RHS and orchids goes back much further, almost to its foundation in 1804 (although the first 

recorded RHS award to an orchid was in 1841, when Oncidium pulchellum, now Tolumnia pulcella, was given a Certificate of 

Merit). Then, tropical orchids were only grown by the wealthy and the aristocratic: who among them would have thought that 

today, moth orchids (Phalaenopsis hybrids) would be the worldôs most popular and widely grown house plants? At the 

inaugural meeting of the Orchid Committee in April 1889, RHS President Sir Trevor Lawrence was in the chair. He had a 

large orchid collection at Burford House,  Oxfordshire, and still holds the individual record for the most RHS awards, more 

than 500.ò 

Other famous names present were John Dominy of Veitch Nurseries (who flowered the first artificial orchid hybrid, Calanthe 

Dominyi, in 1856), Frederick Sander of orchid nursery Sander & Co of St Albans and Edwin Hill, gardener to Lord 

Rothschild. At that first meeting, 16 plants were judged: there were two First Class Certificates, one Award of Merit, and three 

Botanical Certificates. Nursery owner Sir Harry Veitch was elected the Orchid Committeeôs first chairman, continuing in the 

post until 1904. Over the years famous names have been members, including Sir Jeremiah Colman (of mustard fame); 

Frederick Moore from the Botanic Garden at Glasnevin; and HG Alexander, grower to Sir George Holford at Westonbirt, the 

longest-serving member ever at 66 years. 

The first woman to join was Margot Holmes, in 1931. Currently, committee membership is fixed at 24, and still drawn from 

broad-based expertise including botanists, amateur growers, nurserymen and plant breeders. In early years the RHS had 

fortnightly shows in London, so the Orchid Committee sat twice a month. This continued well into the 20th century. Before 

the New Hall (now Lindley Hall) opened in 1904, meetings were held at various places, including the London Scottish Royal 

Volunteersô Drill Hall. From the 1920s, meetings were held in a dedicated Orchid Room at the Lawrence Hall. Now more than 

half of each yearôs meetings are held at orchid shows and events across the UK, occasionally overseas. An important part of 

the Committeeôs work has always been awards. It has assessed some 30,000 orchids during its history (see box, opposite). At 

first some 200 awards were given annually, more than 30 of them First Class Certificates (FCC); now it is around 70, and 

FCCs are only awarded once or twice every few years. 

 

JOHAN HERMANS  
CHAIRMAN OF THE RHS ORCHID COMMITTEE  

HONORARY RESEARCH ASSOCIATE OF THE ROYAL BOTANIC GARDENS, KEW  
ORIGINALLY PUBLISHED IN 

THE ORCHID REVIEW 
SEPTEMBER 2014 

  
 

The Orchid Review is more than 100 years old and became the orchid journal of the Royal Horticultural Society in 1993. 

Edited by Sarah Forsyth, it is published quarterly and is the European Orchid Council's official journal and is the oldest and 

most influential orchid magazine in the world and essential reading for orchid lovers. 

 

 

 

 

THE ORCHID COMMITTEE 
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 (Fig. 1.) Frederick William Moore 
2 November 1921 

National Portrait Gallery, London 

The orchids celebrating Frederick William Moore 
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Fig. 2. Orchid Register 1926  

Fig. 3. A page of the ñLetter Registerò linking species of 

orchid with their related correspondence. 

Fig. 4.  Dried specimen of Coelogyne mooreana 

from the Herbarium of the Royal Botanic Gardens, 

Kew (K00078784).  

Fig. 5. Heinrich Gustav Reichenbach . From  

The Gardeners' Chronicle, 18 May 1889. 
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INTRODUCTION 

S 
ince its foundation by the Dublin Society in 1795, the National Botanic Gardens at Glasnevin has been the centre of 

horticulture in Ireland. Much is written about the Gardensô history, the most comprehensive account being Charles 

Nelson and Eileen McCracken's The Brightest Jewel ï A history of the National Botanic Gardens Glasnevin, Dublin 

(1987). Situated not far from Dublin city centre, the National Botanic Gardens was one of the great trio of royal botanic 

gardens at London (Kew), Edinburgh and Dublin. The Royal Botanic Gardens, Kew, was the most important of the three and 

the majority of the scientific staff were based there.  

In 1911, Frederick William Moore (1857ï1949) (Front Cover and Fig. 1) was knighted for his services to horticulture ï an 

honour acknowledged by the great Irish naturalist Robert Lloyd Praeger in Moore's obituary when he referred to him as ña 

tower of strength in all matters related to gardening and horticultureò. Moore is best remembered for his passion for orchids. 

During his career as Curator and Keeper of the Royal Botanic Gardens, Glasnevin, he amassed a world-class collection of 

orchids, many of them considered botanical rarities. As these plants flowered, they were usually sent to Kew and to the 

famous orchidologist, Heinrich Gustav Reichenbach, in Hamburg for determination and verification. A comprehensive 

account of the history of orchids and the National Botanic Gardens is given in Charles Nelson and Brendan Sayersôs Orchids 

of Glasnevin (2003). 

 

CORRESPONDENCE AND REGISTERS 

Some of the correspondence detailing these verifications survives in the archives of the National Botanic Gardens, Glasnevin. 

The letters and postcards are usually dated and range from short verifications of material sent, to more conversational letters 

which mention the activities of those working in orchid taxonomy. On receipt, Frederick Moore annotated the letters, often 

with red pencil, underlining the scientific names and occasionally adding a date. Two series of numbers place the letters in 

sequence; one series appears to only include those dealing with orchid correspondence, and another that may include other 

letters from Kew.  

Various registers were made of the orchid collection. The earliest are lists rather than bound volumes. The first bound volume, 

dated 1880, entitled ñOrchids at Glasnevinò, lists the collection as it was one year after the death of David Moore, Frederick 

Moore's father and the Garden's Director since 1838, and the appointment of Frederick Moore as the Gardens' Curator. 

Following this register is one dated 1891 and another dated 1926. The latter, compiled four years after  

Frederick Moore retired, is entitled ñRoyal Botanic Gardens, Orchid Bookò (Fig. 2).  

The orchid register of 1891 aligns the correspondence with the specific orchid accessions and a separate register of letters 

aligns the correspondence with specific orchid species (Fig. 3). 

TAXONOMY AND TAXONOMISTS  

The science of taxonomy deals with the classification of organisms and their placement in a systematic order that allows us to 

better understand their history and relationships. The cornerstone of this branch of science is the dried, pressed specimens 

which can be consulted for key characteristics (Fig. 4). A collection of specimens or a repository in which they are maintained 

is referred to as a herbarium.  

A key figure in the tale of the prominent taxonomists associated with Glasnevin Botanic Gardens is Professor John Lindley 

(1799ï1865), who is considered the father of orchidology. For 40 years Lindley held various positions and fulfilled many roles 

in the (Royal) Horticultural Society of London. In his drive to raise the profile of horticulture, he established shows and 

exhibitions and was one of the founders of The Gardenersô Chronicle, the horticultural periodical covering all aspects of the 

craft which was in circulation for almost 150 years. During his career, Lindley amassed the most comprehensive collection of 

pressed specimens and drawings relating to orchids.  

Following Lindley's death on 1 November 1865, Heinrich Gustav Reichenbach (1824ï1889) (Fig. 5), took on the role of the 

world's foremost orchid taxonomist. Like his father Heinrich Gottlieb Ludwig Reichenbach (1793ï1879), the younger 

Reichenbach was a prolific scientist, best known for his contributions to knowledge of the orchid family. He is also 

remembered, in less favourable ways, for his short descriptions which often lacked necessary details and, infamously, for the 

pre-condition in his will to the institution that accepted his herbarium, to close it to any consultation for a period of 25 years. 

Thus, many years of work on the naming of orchids were hampered, and once the herbarium was again open to consultation, 

many scientific names were found to be superfluous, because names that Reichenbach had published had priority. The 

A TOWER OF STRENGTH  

The orchids celebrating Frederick William Moore 
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Fig. 9a&b. Anathallis duplooyi (Luer & Sayers) Luer. 

Photograph (a) and line drawings (b) courtesy of Diego Bogarin, Jard²n Bot§nico Lankester, Universidad de Costa Rica, 

Cartago, Costa Rica, Central America. Anathallis duplooyi is known only from Belize and Costa Rica.  

Fig. 24. Acineta moorei Rolfe (now Acineta hrubyana Rchb.f.),  

a photograph taken from a collection of glass plates in the Library, 

National Botanic Gardens, Glasnevin.  
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accepted abbreviation for the junior Reichenbach in scientific literature is Rchb.f. 

In 1880, Robert Allen Rolfe (1855ï1921) (Fig. 6) joined the staff of the Herbarium in the Royal Botanic Gardens, Kew, as 

Second Assistant and remained working there until his death in 1921. Rolfe specialised in orchids and identified most of the 

plants sent from Glasnevin during Frederick Mooreôs Keepership. Rolfe's work was not the only one seriously hampered by 

Reichenbach's decision to close his herbarium. On learning of Reichenbach's death and the revelation of his instructions 

regarding his herbarium, Rolfe wrote to Moore at Glasnevin: ñReichenbach has given everyone an awful kick.ò  The 

implications of Reichenbach's actions were evident when Rolfe, on 30 May 1890, wrote an apology to Moore for his tardiness in 

publishing on Glasnevin material: 

After all my greatest difficulty is the myriads of things described by Reichenbach which we have not yet got. Take for 

instance an Oncidium or Dendrobium. I find it new to us but cannot describe it without hunting up perhaps 100 or 120 

descriptions in all kinds of books to see if it is not already described.    

CORRESPONDENCE WITH MOORE 

There are eight letters and nine postcards from Reichenbach in the Glasnevin archive; fifteen are dated but two are not. From the 

sequence in which I place the letters, the first was written on 9 May 1880 and mentioned Frederick Moore's late father. 

Reichenbach wrote, ñI am quite ready to name you any orchidò, and the letter contains instructions on how to number the 

specimens sent for identification. The last postcard was written 20 days before Reichenbach's death on 6 May 1889 (Fig. 7).  

The letters were twice marked in a numerical sequence. One appears to be by Frederick Moore, the other, probably by a clerical 

assistant in later years.  

The two undated letters, though marked as being among the first in both numerical sequences, are more likely to have been 

written in 1885 or 1886. One refers to work on the genus Liparis by Henry Nicholas Ridley (1855ï1956) of the British Museum 

(Natural History). Reichenbach wrote, ñI also would [like to] have a fresh flower of Liparis decursiva ... whether a confusion 

with reflexa has happened (cf. Ridley!!!), what I do not believe.ò In Ridley's monograph on Liparis, published in the Journal of 

the Linnean Society of London in July 1886, Ridley placed L. decursiva Rchb.f. in synonymy under L. reflexa (R. Br.) Lindl. He 

cited a specimen of L. decursiva cultivated at Glasnevin as one of the specimens examined in his analysis.   

Though there is no clear evidence for placing the other undated letter in 1885 or 1886, the salutation ñMy dear Confr¯reò and the 

remark that ñYour people constantly keep éò suggest it was written later than the numerical sequences place it. 

The letters and postcards have some undecipherable words but can be almost fully transcribed. They range from a simple 

postcard with the verifications noted, dated and signed, to detailed letters, all of which allows a backwards look to a colourful 

period of orchid history (Fig. 8).   

THE STORY OF A PLANT NAME 

The discovery of new plants is on-going and as they are found they must be given a unique name and position within the 

classification of plants. This classification is subject to change as new evidence of relationships is revealed, mainly as the results 

of DNA investigations and by the opinions of those reviewing the evidence. A scientific name is in two parts: the first is the 

generic name that places the species within a group closest to it, and the second is the specific epithet that, joined with the 

generic name, creates a unique name. Those who name the species are also acknowledged in scientific literature. 

An example is the species Pleurothallis duplooyi Luer & Sayers (Fig. 9), described in 2001 by Carlyle Luer and Brendan Sayers 

in Revista de la Sociedad Boliviana de Botanica. The description is highly detailed giving the shape, texture, demeanour and 

measurements of the vegetative parts. It also notes the reason for the specific epithet, duplooyi, honouring Ken duPlooy, Director 

of the Belize Botanic Gardens, who had a keen interest in the flora of Belize and who worked closely with the expeditions from 

the National Botanic Gardens, Glasnevin, in the exploration of that country's orchid flora.  

In less than two decades, this plant has undergone several name changes. Carlyle Luer's exploration of the classification of the 

sub-tribe Pleurothallidinae, a sub-division of the orchid family containing a vast number of small species, has resulted in the 

renaming and repositioning of Pleurothallis duplooyi,  in 2004 as Specklinia duplooyi (Luer & Sayers) Luer, in 2006 as 

Panmorphia duplooyi (Luer & Sayers) Luer, and as Anathallis duplooyi (Luer & Sayers) Luer in 2009. Recent molecular work 

by Adam Karremans at the University of Costa Rica, published in 2014, places Pleurothallis duplooyi Luer & Sayers in the new 

genus Lankesteriana, as Lankesteriana duplooyi (Luer & Sayers) Karremans. It takes some time for new nomenclature to be 

accepted and in some case it is rejected; at the time of writing, the World Checklist of Selected Plant Families (WCSP) cites 

Anathallis duplooyi as the accepted name for the species. 

Among the myriad of scientific names, there are some coined and used in communications which are never validly published, 

there are those that can be swiftly reduced to synonyms, those that are changed from one genus to another, a few that required 

changes as they were already in use, if even obscurely, and those that have withstood the test of time and remain as first 

described. Examples of all these are to be found in the names associated with Frederick William Moore.  
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Fig. 7. The last postcard received by Frederick Moore from 

Heinrich Gustav Reichenbach. 
Fig. 8. The front and back of a folded letter of 10 January 

1905 where Rolfe congratulates Moore on novelties in the 

collection and also showing the more personal note to some 

of the correspondence.  

Fig. 6. Robert Allen Rolfe. From The Orchid Review, 1921. 
Fig. 10. A painting of the inflorescence of an orchid with 
the provisional name of Eria mooreana Rolfe by Lydia 
Shackleton who painted orchids in the Glasnevin collection 
in the late 1800s and early 1900s. The species was not 
validly published and probably represents an inflorescence 

of Eria flavescens (Blume) Lindl.  
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NAMES NEVER VALIDLY PUBLISHED 

ñEria mooreanaò and Physosiphon moorei are names contained within the correspondence of Rolfe and Moore. The former name 

is also represented in the botanical art archive of the National Botanic Gardens inscribed on three paintings. The earliest (by 

Lydia Shackleton) is dated September 1890, and shows a single flower without the distinctive bract; the country of origin is 

erroneously given as Brazil. The genus Eria does not occur on the American continents. The second and third paintings are again 

both by Lydia Shackleton and dated November 1894. One shows a single flower with the distinctive bract depicted, and the 

other portrays a full inflorescence of twelve flowers (Fig. 10). The title ñEria mooreana Rolfe n. sp.ò informs us that Frederick 

Moore expected this name to be published by Rolfe. The 1880 orchid register noted an Eria species received from Sander in 

May 1888. The name also appears on a handwritten list within the 1891 orchid register with a link to a Rolfe letter of 1892 in 

which he verified two species, one being ñEria mooreana, Rolfe n.sp.ò. The details of what occurred following Rolfe's intentions 

to publish the name and the paintings bearing it are unclear. It is obvious that the species was incorrectly considered new as 

Rolfe did not proceed to publish it, and, to those familiar with the genus, it is fairly clear that the paintings most probably portray 

E. flavescens (Blume.) Lindl. (A. Shuiteman pers. comm., 19 December 2016). To add a twist to this story, the name Eria 

mooreana was proposed by Ferdinand von Mueller and published in 1911 by Friedrich Krªnzlin for a species from New Guinea 

cultivated in Melbourne Botanic Garden. It was probably named to honour Frederick Moore's uncle Charles Moore, Director of 

the Sydney Botanic Gardens.  

Other orchid names that celebrate Charles Moore are Dendrobium mooreanum Lindl. from Vanuatu, Dendrobium moorei F. 

Mueller of Lord Howe Island and Thrixspermum moorei Rchb.f. of Papuasia and northern Queensland, Australia. Indeed the 

Moore name is relatively common and other orchids celebrate other members of the Moore 'tribe'. Vanda x moorei Rolfe is 

named for J.W. Moore of Eldon Place Nursery, Bradford, who exhibited it to the Royal Horticultural Orchid Committee on 12 

October 1897. More recent names published in, and since, 1995 are Bulbophyllum mooreanum Robyns & Tournay, Lepanthes 

moorei C. Schweinf. (1959), Catasetum moorei C. Schweinf. (1970) and in 1988, Cattleya mooreana Withner, Allison & 

Guenard. None of these celebrate our Frederick Moore.  

Returning to Frederick Moore, names that are recorded but never validly published, according to standard works on plant 

nomenclature, are Calanthe moorei, a plant of which gained a Botanical Certificate in 1895 from the Royal Horticultural 

Society, and Physosiphon moorei (Fig. 11). Both these names have been published in horticultural periodicals including the 

Journal of the Royal Horticultural Society and The Gardenersô Chronicle, in reports of the RHS Orchid Committeeôs meetings 

and awards.  

In a letter dated 18 March 1892, Rolfe identified two new species, an Aerides and Physosiphon moorei and asked, ñPlease send 

leaf of the Aerides, with any information of it & the Physosiphon for purpose of description.ò Victor Summerhayes, who began 

working in the Orchid Herbarium at Kew three years after Rolfe died, wrote in Curtis's Botanical Magazine: 

The origin of the name Physisophon moorei is doubtful. It seems possible that it was given provisionally by Rolfe to the 

plant from Glasnevin, when it was first recognised as being a new species and that the name P. lindleyi was substituted 

later on the discovery of the identity of the Chiapas specimen. In any case all the specimens named P. moorei, which I 

have seen, are in my opinion P. lindleyi and Rolfe himself had come to the same conclusion in [the Orchid Review in] 

1909.  

The currently accepted name for Physosiphon moorei is Stelis emarginata (Lindl.) Soto Arenas & Solano. 

As more and more orchids arrived in the glasshouses of Europe, the natural variability within a species became obvious. These 

differences were often slight but enough to warrant an additional name to identify an unusual plant from other clones of the same 

species. Although the difference might have been a paler or darker colour, a more robust stem or a longer flowering period, the 

obvious name given to many of these clones was one that recognised their growers and locations. Examples from the orchid 

collection at Glasnevin are Lycaste locusta var. mooreana (now Sudamerlycaste locusta) and Dracula chimaera 'Mooreana' (Fig. 

12). Nowadays there is more acceptance of the natural variation found within species (Fig. 13) and cultivar names continue to be 

used to identify individual clones.  

ORCHID SPECIES NAMED FOR FREDERICK MOORE  

There are nine scientific names, regarded as validly published, that honour Frederick William Moore. Some have become 

synonyms, an example being Epidendrum mooreanum Rolfe, now Encyclia mooreana (Rolfe) Schltr. The nine species were 

described between 1884 and 1911, the year Frederick Moore received his knighthood. 

MASDEVALLIA MOOREANA 

On 18 March 1884 Reichenbach identified two orchids sent by Moore, one being noted as ñnewò.  He sent a full description in 

English and in Latin, with a direction to look for it in The Gardenersô Chronicle: 
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Fig. 11. Physosiphon moorei painted by Margareta 
Pertl. Although appearing in publications and 

botanic gardens orchid lists, the name Physosiphon 
moorei was never validly published. 
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 Masdevallia mooreana n. sp. 

A very interesting Masdevallia nearest Masdevallia elephanticeps, but smaller by 1/3 in all its parts. It has a 

flower three inches long, yellowish light green outside with greenish darker nerves, a reddish hue under the pair 

sepals. The ñinferiorò lip of pair sepals is deeply bifid with long triangles and well developed tails, their inner surface 

being very rough, all nearly chocolate brown. The pair sepal has a very short triangular blade and a very long tail. The 

petals are rhombic with a strong ridge on midline. Lip oblong nearly covered with asperities. Bract narrow, much 

shorter than the stalk of ovary. Peduncle and stalk of a very yellowish white with numerous small reddish freckles. 

Leaf exceeding a span, oblong, ligulate, blunt, acute with a narrower petiolar base. 

The first flower I obtained was quite allarming [sic]. Its unpair[ed] sepal had a very broad tail. I asked for a 

second. It has the tail as narrow as it is in all the affinity. I have it from my excellent colleague, the Director (crossed 

out and replaced with the word curator, not in Reichenbachôs writing) of Glasnevin gardens, Mr. M [sic] Moore 

which name it justly bears. 

Masdevallia is a genus of Central and South American orchids numbering in the region of 665 species and natural hybrids. M. 

mooreana Rchb.f. (Fig. 14 & Fig. 15) grows in the Norte de Santander department of Columbia. The plant depicted was 

painted in the private collection of Mr A. P. Sijm in Hem, Holland.  

NEOMOOREA IRRORATA 

Following this dedication by Reichenbach, Moore continued to send flowers to Reichenbach until his death. His last 

correspondence was dated 16 April 1889, 20 days before he died. Frederick Moore annotated the postcard, ñlast card from 

Reichenbachò.  

Interesting plants continued to flower in the Glasnevin collections and on 8 April 1890, Moore sent a flower to Rolfe at Kew. 

In his letter he states: ñToday I send you ... the flower of an orchid which is quite new to me. It seems a distinct and interesting 

thing, but I cannot say anything further about it as this is the first flower to open, and I have never before seen it.ò Rolfe 

agreed, replying that ñI arrive at the conclusion that it is a new genusò, and he named this orchid Moorea irrorata. In the 

description in The Gardenersô Chronicle Rolfe wrote:  

It affords me great pleasure to be able to connect the name of Mr. F.W. Moore, Curator of the Glasnevin Botanic 

Garden, with so striking an Orchid. It is only one of a large series of very valuable contributions to the Kew 

Herbarium, extending over a long period. 

The generic name Moorea had already been used for a grass so Rolfe had to publish another name. In 1904 in the Orchid 

Review, Neomoorea became the generic name of this orchid. As the herbarium of Reichenbach was still closed, Rolfe had no 

way of knowing that Reichenbach had identified the orchid as a species of Lueddemannia, and named it L. wallisii in 1876. 

However, Rolfe's view that the orchid was distinct has stayed the test of time. Today the accepted name is Neomoorea wallisii 

(Rchb.f.) Schltr. (Fig. 16).  

Neomoorea wallisii, the only species in its genus, occurs in Panama, Columbia and possibly in northern Ecuador. The plant 

illustrated is growing in the collection of the Botanischer Garten der Universitªt Wien and was obtained from a former 

Chairman of the Orchid Society of Vienna, Mr. Schwarz in 1976. 

EPIDENDRUM MOOREANUM 

No finer compliment could be paid than to have a genus of orchid named after you, yet the flow of interesting novelties 

continued from the Glasnevin orchid houses as did the dedications. 

In an undated letter, annotated 1889 by Frederick Moore, Rolfe wrote: 
  

I have tried to identify your Coelogyne from Java, & the Epidendrum, but am sorry to say I cannot find anything quite 
identical. I believe I had the Epidendrum once before from someone. It is near to E. trachycarpum, but not the same. 

The Epidendrum may again have been the reference to a paragraph in a letter dated July 25 1889: 
 

The Epidendrum I cannot match, and think the same came from Sander a little time ago, but my batch of recently 
dried orchids are not arranged yet, so I cannot readily find it. I may have to do something with it hereafter.  

On 23 June 1891, Rolfe again wrote of the Epidendrum that had flowered in the Glasnevin collections in May 1889. Rolfe, 
with the availability of other specimens from the collections of Sir Trevor Lawrence and Mr William Bull, had described it in 
the Kew Bulletin as a new species, Epidendrum mooreanum: 
 

In 1889 you sent an Epidendrum for name which I could not identify. It has since been received from  other 
sources, and has been described for Kew Bulletin as E. mooreanum, Rolfe, n. sp. Probably you will be able to identify 
it when description appears.  
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Fig. 12. Dracula chimera 'Mooreana' painted by Margareta Pertl.  
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Fig. 13. Three clones of Encyclia mooreana showing the differences which may be 

found in individuals of a species. Painted by Margareta Pertl. 

. 
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Fig. 14. The specimen of Masdevallia mooreana from Heinrich Gustav 
Reichenbach's herbarium now housed at the Museum of Natural 
History, Vienna. By kind permission of Dr Ernst Vitek, 

Naturhistorisches Museum Wien   
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Fig. 15. Masdevallia mooreana Rchb.f.,  painted by Margareta Pertl. 



 

     The Irish Orchid Society                                 SPECϥAL EDϥTϥON                                     April 2018   [ 22 ] 

 

 

Fig. 16. Neomoorea irrorata Rolfe (now Neomoorea wallisii (Rolfe) Schltr.)  

painted by Margareta Pertl. 
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Approximately 180 species of Encyclia range throughout the subtropical and tropical areas of Central and South America. The 
plants of E. mooreana (Rolfe) Schltr. (Fig. 17) illustrated are growing in the collection of the Botanischer Garten der Universitªt 
Wien. The main subject on the plate is a plant obtained from Maduro's Tropical Flowers, Panama, and the flower detail of the 
darker clone from the private collection of Mr Rudi Lange, Rosenheim, Germany. 
 
SACCOLABIUM MOOREANUM 
 
Two years later a plant from New Guinea, that had arrived with a shipment of Dendrobium phalaenopsis, began to flower in 
many of the collections to which it was sold. In the Kew Bulletin of 1893, Rolfe wrote: 
 

A small-flowered Saccolabium, introduced from New Guinea together with Dendrobium Phalaenopsis by Messers. F. 
Sander & Co., of St. Albans and now represented in several  collections. It flowered with Mr. F.W. Moore , 
Glasnevin Botanic Garden, Dublin in October last, then with Sir Trevor Lawrence, Bart., of Burford, Dorking, in 
November and shortly afterwards with C.J. Lucas, Esq., Warnham Court, Horsham, from all of whom specimens were 
received for determination. 

 
There is a letter dated 19 October 1892 in the Glasnevin archives in which Rolfe identifies four species, including  ñSaccolabium 
mooreanum, Rolfe, n. sp. "New Guinea".ñ 
 
Saccolabium mooreanum was transferred to Robiquetia by J.J. Smith in 1912. Robiquetia mooreanum (Rolfe) J.J. Smith (Fig. 
18) is now a synonym of R. ascendens Gaudich, published in 1829. Robiquetia is a genus of a little more than 80 species found 
in some Asian countries. The plant illustrated is growing in the collection of the Botanischer Garten der Universitªt Wien and 
was obtained from Mr Helmut Lang, Steiermark.  
 
MAXILLARIA MOOREANA 
 
The next plant to be named for Frederick Moore was Maxillaria mooreana. In the Bulletin of Miscellaneous Information, volume 
36 (1895), Rolfe described a new species of Maxillaria and named it  M. mooreana: 
 

A pretty species belonging to the same group as M. grandiflora and approaching M. Hubschii, Rchb.f., which has larger 
flowers with differently coloured petals and a lip fully twice as broad. It was introduced by Messrs. F. Sander and Co., 
and flowered in their establishment in April 1891, when it was named, though the description has not been previously 
published. It has since been received from Glasnevin. 

 
Rolfe had verified a specimen from the Glasnevin collection in a letter dated 26 January 1895, writing, ñMaxillaria Mooreana, 
Rolfe - described for Kew Bulletin.ñ 
 
Maxillaria contains approximately 350 species of Central and South American orchids. Maxillaria mooreana Rolfe (Fig. 19) is 
another example of a name now reduced to a synonym, the accepted name being M. amesiana Mast., which grows in Peru. The 
plant illustrated is growing in the collection of the Botanischer Garten der Universitªt Wien and was obtained from Mr Pepe 
Portillo of Ecuagenera in Ecuador.   
 
ANGRAECUM MOOREANUM 
 
There is only one orchid of African origin named after Moore. It was initially named by Frederick Sander of Messrs F. Sander 
and Co., St Albans, and recognised as a provisional name by Rolfe when he verified it among six orchids from Glasnevin in a 
letter to Moore on 17 December 1891: ñAngraecum Mooreanum, Sander & Co. - (provisional name)ñ. Again on 31 October 
1892 a plant was identified as ñAngraecum Mooreanum, Rolfe, n. sp.ñ Moore annotated this entry with ñS. 91ñ identifying it as a 
plant that came from Sander and Co. in 1891. Both of the specimens sent to Rolfe from Glasnevin appear on the type sheet for 
the species in the herbarium at the Royal Botanic Gardens, Kew. 
 
In 1983, Angraecum mooreanum Rolfe ex Sander (Fig. 20) was transferred to the genus Aerangis by Joyce Stewart and Philip 
Cribb of the Royal Botanic Gardens, Kew. Aerangis contains approximately 50 species. A. mooreana (Rolfe ex Sander) P.J. 
Cribb & J. Stewart is found in the Comoros Islands and Madagascar. The plant illustrated is growing in the collection of the 
Botanischer Garten der Universitªt Wien and was obtained from the orchid nursery of Cramer Orchideen.   
 
CRYPTOPHORANTHUS MOOREI 
 
The Glasnevin orchid collection was especially rich in small species often considered unworthy of cultivation. One such genus is 
Cryptophoranthus, which was the topic of Rolfeôs letter dated 8 September 1899 : 
 
 Cryptophoranthus hypodiscus, Rolfe (Masdevallia hypodiscus, Rchb.f.) (ex descriptione)  

Cryptophoranthus Moorei, Rolfe n. sp. (not "C. fenestratus", Rodr.) Please send stem and leaf, with any indication of 
the plant's history, so that the description may be completed. He [Director] also thanks you for the specimens of 
Cryptophoranthus oblongifolius, Rolfe & Masdevallia angulata, Rchb.f. 
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On 16 June 1903 Rolfe again writes of Cryptophoranthus: 
 
The large-flowered Cryptophoranthus agrees with Day's drawing and our specimens of C. dayanus, Rolfe 
(Masdevallia dayana Rchb.f.). The other is about half as large, and seems distinct, but we find no name for it. It is 
near C. hypodiscus, Rolfe. 

 
Finally, a few months later in the October 1903 issue of the Orchid Review, Rolfe published an article on the genus and stated: 
 

No less than five species are flowering in the fine collection at Glasnevin, under the care of Mr. F. W. Moore, namely, 
Cryptophoranthus Dayanus, C. Lehmanni, C. hypodicus, C. Moorei, and C. gracilentus..... 

 
Both Cryptophoranthus moorei and C. lehmanii are noted as flowering for the first time.  
 
Cryptophoranthus is now regarded as a synonym of Zootrophion, and Cryptophoranthus moorei (Fig. 21) a synonym of 
Zootrophion hypodiscus (Rchb.f.) Luer. Species of Zootrophion are found on some of the Caribbean islands, in Central 
America and in northern countries of South America. Z. hypodiscus occurs in Colombia and Ecuador. The plant illustrated is 
growing in the collection of the Botanischer Garten der Universitªt Wien and was obtained from Mr Joachim  Wlodaczek, 
Grossreschener Orchideen. 
 
COELOGYNE MOOREANA 
 
Of the orchids named after Frederick Moore, the most well known one, probably for its ease of cultivation, availability in the 
trade and its pure white flowers and strong yellow/orange lip markings, is Coelogyne mooreana. The tale of its discovery 
begins with the purchase of plants from Sander & Sons, St. Albans, that had been collected in Annam, Vietnam, by Wilhelm 
Micholitz. Specimens flowered with Sander in December 1906 and at Glasnevin a few months later. Sander wrote to Rolfe 
saying that he wished to name it after Frederick Moore. A letter from Rolfe to Glasnevin dated 3 January 1907 states: 
ñSpecimen of Coelogyne Mooreana for Herbarium. A description has been prepared for the Kew Bulletin.ò 
 
Coelogyne comprises approximately 200 species distributed throughout southeast Asia and the tropical Pacific. C. mooreana 
Rolfe (Fig. 22) is confined to high-mountain cloud-forest in Vietnam. The plant illustrated is growing in the collection of the 
Botanischer Garten der Universitªt Wien and was obtained from the collection of Leo Renesteder of St Gallen.  
 
ACINETA MOOREI 
 
The last, chronologically, of the nine orchids named to honour Frederick Moore is another South American plant purchased 
from Sander & Sons, St. Albans. On 27 July 1909, Rolfe wrote: 
 

Acineta sp. not identified. If this be the one sent on July 20, 1905 a painting was made and the raceme of 7 flowers 
dried. Nothing further is known about it. All that is known of "A. Colossa, Hort.  Sand." is that it was sent 
from Glasnevin on August 19 1898. It has not been described, & only the raceme is known. The one sent July 20, 
1905 was suggested as "intermediate between Humboldtii & Colossa." 

 
This letter was annotated in pencil by Frederick Moore as "sent as Acineta colossa". Rolfe wrote again on 10 August 1909:  
 

Acineta sp. near A. colossa. It is still uncertain what name this plant must bear, for A. colossa, Sander, is not 
described. The photographs [Fig. 23] will enable the plate to be completed.  
P.S. 
If a leaf of the doubtful Acineta can be spared it would be acceptable, as otherwise this part of the plate must be left 
uncoloured. Of A. colossa, Sander, also, no leaf was sent.   

 
And, on 13 August 1909:  
 

The leaf of Acineta sent has been added to the plate prepared for the Botanical Magazine. The question of the correct 
name has not been decided yet, nor yet whether it is identical with a plant sent on August 19, 1898 under the name of 
A. colossa, Hort. Sander. The latter has not been described and only the inflorescence was sent. 

 
The correspondence for the year 1910 cannot be located so any letters that continue the story are not available. However, when 
the species was described in Curtis's Botanical Magazine in 1911, the delay in getting the name published was revealed: 
 

flowered for the first time in July 1905. Flowers and photographs submitted to Kew indicated that the plant was new 
to science, but fuller material was desirable. With some of the Acinetas the act of flowering, at least when under 
cultivation, has an exhausting effect. This species has been no exception to the rule. 

 

Acineta moorei Rolfe (Fig. 24) is now considered a synonym of A. hrubyana Rchb.f., known from Colombia.The plant 

illustrated is growing in the collection of the Botanischer Garten der Universitªt Wien and was obtained from the private 

collection of Mrs Helga Kºniger who purchased the plant from the South American nursery of Columborquideas Ltd, 

Medellin, Colombia.  
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Fig. 18. Saccolabium mooreanum Rolfe (now Robiquetia ascendens Gaudich.)  

painted by Margareta Pertl. 
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Fig. 19.  Maxillaria mooreana Rolfe (now Maxillaria 

amesiana Mast.) painted by Margareta Pertl 

.  

Fig. 20. Angraecum mooreanum Rolfe ex Sander (now Aerangis mooreana (Rolfe ex 

Sander) P.J. Cribb & J. Stewart) painted by Margareta Pertl. 
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Fig. 21. Cryptophoranthus moorei Rolfe (now Zootrophion hypodiscus (Rchb.f.) Luer)  

painted by Margareta Pertl. 
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Fig. 19.  Maxillaria mooreana Rolfe (now Maxillaria 

amesiana Mast.) painted by Margareta Pertl 

.  

Fig. 22. Coelogyne mooreana Rolfe, painted by Margareta Pertl. 
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And so concludes the histories of the species of orchid named after Sir Frederick William Moore. In 1922, with the 

establishment of the Irish Free State, he retired to Willbrook in Rathfarnham, County Dublin, and continued to engage with the 

National Botanic Gardens, exchanging fruit, bulbs and hardy garden plants. I expect he strolled through his beloved orchid 

houses when he visited, and the collections he built provided ample material for those who wrote about the intriguing species 

that came to flower.  

Most of the great, long-lived public collections of orchids have suffered the highs and lows that occur from various pressures 

and Glasnevin has been no exception. However, the collection still contains examples of plants that were growing when 

Frederick Moore oversaw the collection. In 2005, a plant labelled Tainia sessilifolia was used as the basis for a transfer to its 

correct genus, Eria. The plant had been obtained from the auctioneers Prothero & Morris in June 1887, from whom many 

plants were purchased by Frederick Moore. It was another such purchase, Bulbophyllum ornatissimum (as Cirrhopetalum 

ornatissimum) in January 1892, that formed the basis of an article by Bernard McDonald and Andr® Schuiteman, the latter of 

the Orchid Herbarium of the Royal Botanic Gardens, Kew. 
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Fig. 19.  Maxillaria mooreana Rolfe (now Maxillaria 

amesiana Mast.) painted by Margareta Pertl 

.  

Fig. 23.  Acineta moorei Rolfe (now Acineta hrubyana Rchb.f.),  

painted by Margareta Pertl. 
.  


