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Abstract-Nesogenes rotensis (Chloanthaceae) is described as new, from the island of Rota,
Marianas, extending the distribution of Nesogenes DC. from East Africa, Madagascar and the
western Indian Ocean islands and southeastern Polynesia to Micronesia. The recently described
family Nesogenaceae is regarded as belonging to the Chloanthaceae, a principally Australian
family.

Among collections made by Herbst and M. V. C. Falanruw in April 1982 on
Rota Island, just north of Guam in the Marianas, is a plant previously unknown
from Micronesia. It resembles several species of the genus Nesogenes DC., known to
Fosberg from extreme eastern Polynesia and from the western Indian Ocean islands,
but, until now, unreported from areas between. Comparison with material in the U.
S. National Herbarium showed that it belongs in Nesogenes and differs no more from
the known species in that genus than they do from each other.
Nesogenes has been long considered to belong to the Verbenaceae, but Fosberg
and Renvoize (1980: 226-278) placed it in the Dicrastylidaceae (nom. illegit. =
Chloanthaceae), an Australian family recognized by Airy Shaw (1966). Marais (1980)
excludes all non-Australian genera from the Chloanthaceae, citing Munir (1979), and
erects the monogeneric family Nesogenaceae to accommodate Nesogenes. Munir, in
his several papers on the family, treats only the Australian members of it but says
nothing about excluding the non-Australian genera. His only remark that we can find
that even suggests that he has considered this question (Munir 1978: 435) refers to the
distribution of Chloanthaceae " Endemic to Australia with the possible exception of
the African genera Acharitea Benth. and N esogenes DC." His beautiful illustrations
suggest to us that the Australian plants he studied are very closely related to
Nesogenes. We see no reason for excluding Nesogenes from the Chloanthaceae. In
fact, we do not see much reason for separation of the Chloanthaceae from the
predominantly Australian family Myoporaceae. For the present, pending a broader
familiarity with the Myoporaceae, we regard Nesogenes as belonging to the
Chloanthaceae and consider the latter as a distinct family.
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Fig. 1. Nesogenes rotensis Fosberg & Herbst, new species. a, habit x 0.5. b, branch with
flowers x 1. c, surface of stem x 25.
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