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Abstract: While the first veinless taxon in the genus Sarracenia—Sarracenia flava var. maxima—
was formally (albeit misleadingly) named more than 140 years ago, others have remained only
informally described or as cultivars. In this article, the author suggests that naming at the rank of
form is warranted, given the similar treatment to taxa that share the same color trait as S. purpurea
subsp. purpurea f. heterophylla (Hanrahan & Miller 1998; McPherson & Schnell 2011).

History

Variations in color expression in plants of the genus Sarracenia have long attracted the attention
of botanists and hobbyists alike. While early efforts at formally distinguishing these variations
included the veinless form of Sarracenia flava L.—as S. flava var. maxima Hort. Bull ex Mast.
(Masters 1881)—other veinless variants of Sarracenia have only been described with the informal
description “veinless” or named as cultivars:

o 8. alata (Wood) Wood “veinless” found in Washington Co., Alabama (Phil Sheridan, pers.
comm.) and Harrison Co., Mississippi (Mike Wang, pers. comm.; pers. obsv.)

» S. purpurea (Raf.) Wherry “veinless”, a veinless Sarracenia purpurea from Burlington Co.,
New Jersey (Jason Ksepka, pers. comm.)

* S. ‘Candlewax’ N. Haywood ex P. Sheridan, a veinless Sarracenia rosea Naczi, F.W. Case
& R.B. Case from Walton Co., Florida (Sheridan 2009)

* S. ‘Melissa Mazur’ P. Wilson, a veinless S. rosea from Bay Co., Florida (Wilson 2005)

Donald Schnell classified what he observed as distinct categories of coloration in S. flava
populations in Eastern North Carolina into informal descriptions such as “typica”, “all-red”,
“heavily-veined”, etc. (Schnell 1978). Later, Schnell formalized these varieties into seven,
confirming five older epithets (i.e. flava, maxima, ornata, rubricorpora, rugelii) and adding two
(i.e. atropurpurea, cuprea) (Schnell 1998).

Schnell again, this time with Stewart McPherson (2011), took on the task of formally naming
color variants in other Sarracenia species, along with the related genus Darlingtonia Torr. One of
the authors’ stated goals of this work was to provide “the first complete account of all members
of the Sarraceniaceae,” correcting the historically uneven taxonomic attention that these plants
had received. They use Sarracenia purpurea subsp. purpurea f. heterophylla (Eaton) Fern. as an

152 Carnivorous Plant Newsletter



example of this imbalance. Even though the plant was formally described nearly 200 years ago,
and anthocyanin-free examples have been found to date in every other Sarracenia species except
Sarracenia oreophila (Kearney) Wherry and S. alabamensis F.W. Case & R.B. Case, “None of the
others were named prior to this monograph”, they write, suggesting that “It is unequal to recognize
this taxon in one species, but not in others.” (McPherson & Schnell 2011).

So, McPherson and Schnell expanded the formal naming of Sarracenia (and their Sarraceniaceae
family relative Darlingtonia) with no visible anthocyanin expression into several new forms:

» forma viridescens (Sarracenia alata, S. flava, S. leucophylla, Sarracenia minor Walt.,
Sarracenia psittacina Michx., Sarracenia rubra subsp. jonesii (Wherry) Wherry) (McPherson
& Schnell 2011)

 forma luteoviridis (S. psittacina var. okefenokeensis S. McPherson & D.E. Schnell, S. rubra
subsp. gulfensis Schnell) (McPherson & Schnell 2011)

» forma pallidiflora (S. purpurea subsp. venosa (Raf.) Wherry) (McPherson & Schnell 2011)

» forma viridiflora (D. californica) (McPherson & Schnell 2011)

Discussion

But why not address the same inequality re: S. flava var. maxima and formally name the other
veinless Sarracenia clones?

Schnell long presumed that variations in venation within populations of Sarracenia purpurea
subsp. purpurea were the result of genetic intermediates between the all-green f. heterophylla
clones and nearby veined or entirely red/maroon plants (Schnell & Sivertsen 1974).

This presumption, McPherson and Schnell (2011) suggest—using my and Carl Mazur’s
published observations in support (Lechtman & Mazur 2005)—argues against taxonomic status for
veinless forms of S. purpurea subsp. purpurea clones where cross pollination may occur between
veined S. purpurea subsp. purpurea and S. purpurea subsp. purpurea f. heterophylla growing in the
same bog in Grey County, Ontario, Canada.

McPherson and Schnell (2011, p.455) wrote: “Sheridan and Scholl (1996) suggested that
these plants may represent a distinct infraspecific form, possibly resulting from a separate
mutation (Phil Sheridan, pers. comm.), but the overwhelmingly more likely explanation is
that these plants represent infraspecific hybrids between S. purpurea subsp. purpurea and S.
purpurea subsp. purpurea f. heterophylla with diluted red colouration (Mazur & Lechtman
2004; Case 1956).”

In my 2004 Carnivorous Plant Newsletter article with Carl Mazur on veinless S. purpurea
subsp. purpurea, we stressed that we were presenting a potential visual case for hybridization only.
Genetically, the theory that veinless plants form as the result of hybridization between wild-type and
anthocyanin-free Sarracenia purpurea subsp. purpurea clones appears to have been disproven by
Sheridan and Scholl through directly relevant F1 breeding experiments. (Sheridan 2009).

“In essence, the veinless form of S. purpurea has similarity to S. flava maxima,” Sheridan writes.
Sheridan has since taken this genetic work to the F2 generation and states as of the publication
of this article that it’s “pretty clear veinless is a separate mutation from anthocyanin-free.” (Phil
Sheridan, pers. comm. 2025).

Additionally, what has been observed in the Grey County, Ontario site isn’t visually dissimilar
from what can be seen in the continuum of venation in S. flava, from completely anthocyanin-free
(f. viridescens) to veinless (var. maxima), and from the faintest line of pink in the throat of a mature
pitcher to dark red in its entirety.
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If this spectrum of coloration doesn’t undermine the status of the accepted S. flava varieties,
including S. flava maxima, then why should it do so for other species exhibiting the same range of
venation as well as consistently veinless forms? I suggest that it shouldn’t.

I believe that formal taxonomic status is merited for any plant in the genus Sarracenia that
expresses visible anthocyanin but without an organized pattern of colored venation, and where the
plant maintains this characteristic in adequate light as well as mature leaves (i.e. some lightly veined
plants are more likely to have veinless new growth, which then expresses some degree of venation
later in the growth cycle or during senescence).

Beyond those already mentioned in this article, veinless Sarracenia specimens have additionally
been found as of this publication in the following additional species and naturally occurring hybrids:

 S. minor Walter var. minor in Berkeley Co., South Carolina and St. Johns Co., Florida (Pers.
observ.)

» 8. purpurea subsp. purpurea in British Columbia, Ontario, and Newfoundland, Canada as
well as Massachusetts, Connecticut, New York, Pennsylvania, Michigan, and Minnesota
(Hardy 2020; Morley 2009)

o S. X harperi (S. flava x S. minor) in Berkeley Co., South Carolina (pers. observ. 2025)

» S. X catesbaei (S. flava x S. purpurea) in Pender Co., North Carolina (pers. observ. 2025)

Diagnosis

Applying the same maxim articulated by McPherson and Schnell (2011), I propose that we
further even out our taxonomic attention and formally recognize veinless Sarracenia clones (as
described below) in the same manner as was done for S. flava var. maxima by Masters and Bull
more than 140 years ago (Masters 1881).

Etymology: While the direct Latin translation of veinless is avenis or avenosa, the epithet
erubescens signifies blushing, an apt description in my opinion for the coloration in both of the
ways this form expresses itself.

Sarracenia alata f. erubescens Lechtman f. nov. (Fig. 1)
Type Locality: Harrison County., Mississippi, USA
Holotype: Jay Lechtman, #2601 (US). Collected 14 Aug. 2026 from cultivation.

Mature leaves nearly entirely green in appearance with the exception of a varying degree of
red coloration in the apical bud, petioles, leaf margins and immediately surrounding damaged leaf
tissue; or suffused throughout mature leaf tissue with a clear, pale pink.

Sarracenia minor Walt. var. minor f. erubescens Lechtman f. nov.
Holotype: Jay Lechtman, #2502 (US). Collected 31 May 2025, South Carolina, Berkeley County,
Francis Marion National Forest.

Mature leaves nearly entirely green in appearance except for a varying degree of red coloration
in the apical bud, petioles, leaf margins and immediately surrounding damaged leaf tissue; or
suffused throughout mature leaf tissue with a clear, pale pink.

Sarracenia purpurea subsp. purpurea f. erubescens Lechtman f. nov.

Type Locality: Grey County, Ontario, Canada
Holotype: Jay Lechtman, #2602 (US). Collected 11 Aug. 2026 from cultivation.
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Figure 1. (A) Sarracenia alata f. erubescens in situ, type location, Harrison County,
Mississippi. (B) S. alata, veined clone in the same population.

Mature leaves nearly entirely green in appearance except for a varying degree of red coloration
in the apical bud, petioles, leaf margins and immediately surrounding damaged leaf tissue; or
suffused throughout mature leaf tissue with a clear, pale pink.

Sarracenia purpurea subsp. venosa f. venosoerubescens Lechtman f. nov. (Figs. 2-4)
Type Locality: Burlington Co., New Jersey, USA
Holotype: Jay Lechtman, #2603 (US). Collected 29 Aug. 2026 from cultivation.

Mature leaves nearly entirely green in appearance except for a varying degree of red coloration
in the apical bud, petioles, leaf margins and immediately surrounding damaged leaf tissue; or
suffused throughout mature leaf tissue with a clear, pale pink.

Sarracenia rosea f. roseoerubescens Lechtman f. nov. (Fig. 5)
Type Locality: Bay Co., Florida, USA
Holotype: Jay Lechtman, #2604 (US). Collected 11 Aug. 2026 from cultivation.

Mature leaves nearly entirely green in appearance except for a varying degree of red coloration
in the apical bud, petioles, leaf margins and immediately surrounding damaged leaf tissue; or
suffused throughout mature leaf tissue with a clear, pale pink.

Sarracenia x harperi Bell f. erubescens Lechtman f. nov. (Fig. 6)

Holotype: Jay Lechtman, #2503 (US). Collected 31 May 2025, South Carolina, Berkeley County,
Francis Marion National Forest.
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Figure 2. Sarracenia purpurea subsp. venosa f. venosoerubescens in situ, type location,
Burlington County, New Jersey. Photo by Jason Ksepka.
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Figure 3. Sarracenia purpurea subsp. venosaf. venosoerubescens showing anthocyanin
production in growing point and petiole bases. Photo by Jason Ksepka.
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Figure 4. Sarracenia purpurea subsp. venosa f. venosoerubescens in situ, type location,
with veined clone for comparison. Photo: Jason Ksepka.

Figure 5. Sarracenia rosea f. roseoerubescens in cultivation. Photo by Mike Wang.
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Figure 6. Sarracenia x harperi f. erubescens in situ in its type location: Francis Marion
National Forest, Berkeley County, South Carolina.
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Mature leaves nearly entirely green in appearance except for a varying degree of red coloration
in the apical bud, petioles, leaf margins and immediately surrounding damaged leaf tissue; or
suffused throughout mature leaf tissue with a clear, pale pink.

According to ICN Art. 24.4 Note 2, “Names of infraspecific taxa within the same species, even if
they differ in rank, are homonyms if they have the same final epithet but are based on different types
(Art. 53.3), because the rank-denoting term is not part of the name.” Some epithets above have been
adjusted accordingly. I recommend using “erubescens” similarly (likewise avoiding homonymy
where applicable) in the epithets for additional taxa in this genus exhibiting similar color traits.

Acknowledgements: Specimens of S. minor var. minor f. erubescens and S. x harperi t. erubescens
were collected in Francis Marion National Forest, South Carolina, USA, via permit waiver, file
code 2600, granted 13 March 2025 by the USDA Forest Service. The remaining specimens were
acquired from cultivation with the generous assistance of Damon Collingsworth, Mike Wang, and
Jason Ksepka. All holotypes will be housed in the United States National Herbarium, National
Museum of Natural History, Smithsonian Institution, Washington, DC. I would also like to express
my appreciation to Steve Galic, Jason Ksepka, Carl Mazur, Larry Mellichamp, Barry Rice,
Fernando Rivadavia, and Jan Schlauer for their constructive reviews and conversations during the
development of this article; and to John Brittnacher and Bob Ziemer for their editorial support.
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