Members’ observations, questions and discussion

Chairman Jim Jermyn

Meconopsis integrifolia or Meconopsis pseudointegrifolia?  by Peter Cox
Peter Cox made a short presentation at the start of the Members’ Session, showing slides of various Meconopsis which he had observed when in West central and South central Sichuan in May / June (2007). The first slide shown appeared to him as a typical M. integrifolia (but hanging its head in the rain), followed by two slides of M. punicea, one being nearer pink than red. 
In south central Sichuan he failed to see the newly named M. wilsonii, but did see a number of Meconopsis with yellow flowers, very ragged petals and showed leaves with 3 veins. This puzzled him. Was this M. pseudointegrifolia or M. integrifolia? Some flowers were enormous. 
All plants lacked styles with the stigma sitting on top of the capsules which points to them being M. integrifolia. The general opinion from other members indicated this likely to be correct.

John thanked Peter for his contribution.
Jim thanked in particular Jose, Clint and Robin Callens who had travelled to the meeting from Belgium and four of our new members who had also come along.
Jim thanked the speakers, James Cobb, Steve McNamara, John Mitchell and Peter Cox. He said that we have all been highly motivated in seeing the range of Meconopsis available, not just the big blue poppies but also the monocarpics such as M. integrifolia and M. pseudointegrifolia.

He suggested that we should be seeking Members’ views on identification of plants.
Discussion points were invited.

Ian Christie introduced the problem of recent weather effects on plants. Members remarked that a dry April, late frosts, then heavy rains seemed to have had effects on colours of flower (making them more purple), not just in Meconopsis. There were also a larger number of more brittle stems, some varieties more prone than others. Fragrance too from foliage is also worthy of study. Were plants weakened?
Evelyn suggested that a micro change in pH could be the cause of colour variations. She had hoped to have had time to report on the chromosome studies under way in Italy. She had sent the early stages of developing pollen to be analysed. When opening the developing flower buds to take the pollen she noted that flower petals are colourless, then change through pink to purple to blue. She considers that subtle changes in pH in the tissues of the cells (not the soil) at the time of opening affect colour. A full scale study is needed.
Geoff also noted that a lack of light or sunlight may have affected Meconopsis this year. There are so many variables potentially involved each season, even with the rock and soil type constant.

Jim noted, however, that M. ‘Mrs. Jebb’ is consistently a good blue. It will be significant to note over a number of years which plants perform consistently, and which do not. The ones with the best constitution will survive. How much acceptable variation from year to year will have to be decided by nurserymen, who should select the best for their customers.
The problems of changing climate will be a topic at the next meeting to be held ion October 27th 2007.

The storage of seed was discussed. John explained that the seed at the RBGE is desiccated in bell jars with silica gel for three weeks, and then can be stored for twenty years at -19C. An alternative method of putting the seed on top of a radiator to dry, and then putting it in the freezer, was mentioned by one member. 

The unusual occurrence of M. superba going from bud to seed pod without ‘flower’ was noted. It is not sure if the seed will be viable.

Finally Jim noted that he had already taken good seed from M. quintuplinervia ‘Farrer’s Form’.
At the conclusion of the meeting Jim thanked John for chairing the meeting and for providing the venue. 
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