
In MEMORIAM 
PIETER WILLEM LEEnhOuTs (1926–2004)

On 1 March 2004 Dr. P.W. (Piet) Leenhouts passed away: after many years of ill-
ness Parkinson’s disease won. From 1947 until 1999 he had been associated with the 
Rijksherbarium, now the Leiden University branch of the National Herbarium of the 
Netherlands, first as demonstrator, from 1953 as a member of the Flora Malesiana 
team, and after his official retirement in 1991 as an honorary staff member. During his 
long career he revised Burseraceae, Connaraceae, Dichapetalaceae, Goodeniaceae, 
Loganiaceae and Sapindaceae for the Flora. His accuracy and great knowledge of 
theory and practice made him an ideal editor of Blumea, a position he officially held 
from 1973 to 1999, but which he had already carried out on behalf of the Director of 
the Rijksherbarium, many years before as well.
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From the start his work showed two facets: Piet not only excelled in revising species 
and monographing families, he also placed his research in a modern theoretical and 
methodological framework. This is nicely demonstrated in his thesis, ‘A monograph on 
the genus Canarium (Burseraceae)’, which he defended in 1959. He revised all species 
and did not only attempt a phylogeny reconstruction based on derived characters (now 
called synapomorphies), but also analysed their historical biogeography. He also wrote 
on practical and general aspects in taxonomic practice, such as identification tables, 
mounting specimens and species concepts. Perhaps his most famous article, on indexing 
(now ‘databasing’) nomenclature and specimens, was published in Regnum Vegetabile, 
painstakingly describing how to design and create files on plant names, synonyms, lit-
erature references, specimens, etc. and how to integrate them. Of course, this is outdated 
by modern computer systems, but in the old days an extremely helpful tool.

His last major taxonomic revision for Flora Malesiana of the Sapindaceae earned Piet 
a certain notoriety. Especially the complex genus Allophylus posed a great taxonomic 
challenge. Because of his very precise species concept any overlap between groups 
of specimens resulted in a merger of taxa. For instance, two well-separable piles of 
specimens on the island of Java could sometimes be linked via a third pile of Bornean 
specimens. Some researchers would maintain three species; Piet, however, united them 
all and finally Allophylus ended up monotypic, with A. cobbe (L.) Raeusch. as single 
pantropical species. It comprised hundreds of synonyms and gave Leiden for a long 
time a reputation for giga-lumping. Of course, Piet was not satisfied with the result, 
but it was the best he could do and taxonomists after him still have to admit that any 
species concept in Allophylus is unsatisfactory.

The Sapindaceae provided Piet with many intellectual challenges. Together with Jan 
Muller he tried to reclassify the Sapindaceae phylogenetically. Piet investigated the 
morphological characters and Jan Muller the palynology of the species. Their joined 
publication added much body to the present classification of the Sapindaceae. Piet 
further developed his phylogenetic method, a kind of Wagner algorithm, and he also 
worked with synapomorphies and ordered characters, but the developing ‘phylogenetic 
school’ had already outdated his work. An overview of his method in comparison with 
other algorithms can be found in ‘An attempt towards a natural system of Harpullia’ 
(Sapindaceae; Blumea 31, 1985, 219–234), in fact again a joint effort with Jan Muller, 
who wrote the preceding article on pollen morphology and evolution in Harpullia. Piet 
always maintained that the Sapindaceae were very suitable for phylogenetic and (his-
torical) biogeographic work. His students (Frits Adema, Brigitte Etman, Raymond van 
der Ham, Hubert Turner, and Peter van Welzen) proved him right, they reconstructed 
the phylogenies of several genera and established interesting biogeographical patterns 
in the process.

On first encounter Piet might strike one as a ‘grey’ person, modestly merging with the 
background. On better acquaintance you would soon discover his ‘(com)passionate’ 
character. Piet was one of the friendliest persons you could ever meet. Always ready 
to help students, invite herbarium visitors to his house or for field excursions, etc. We 
never saw him angry, at most agitated. He was not a person to burst into roaring laughter, 
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but he had an enormous sense for dry humour. His eyes would twinkle, the corners of 
his mouth would rise a little and a very quick-witted and funny remark would pass his 
lips in a very soft spoken voice. 

Piet was passionate in his work and private life. He loved Irish folk music and art, es-
pecially (modern) paintings, and he was an erudite connoisseur. This passionate hobby 
turned out to be highly beneficial for the National Herbarium, because Piet’s interest in 
botanical illustrations placed him in charge of our so-called icones collection. He ordered 
and catalogued the plates and listed many biographical details about the various artists 
represented in the collection. He contributed to two highly successful exhibitions on 
botanical art and curiosities in Leiden (De plant verbeeld) and Franeker (Het Botanisch 
Kabinet), respectively. Thanks to Piet’s baseline work on the icones Cees Lut, librarian 
of the NHN, recently received substantial subsidies to restore the most valuable ones. 
Part of these are now on display in museums in the Netherlands and abroad.

Piet Leenhouts was a person who disliked false pretences. He approached fellow human 
beings regardless of position or rank. He was also very conscientious and dependable. 
This made him ideal for the position of acting director, a position he held for many 
years during the (all too short) holidays of successive directors. Piet was also extremely 
adverse to overspending or wasting resources. For example, the first photocopier in 
the herbarium had a two-step procedure, first negatives had to be made and these in 
turn had to be copied into positives again. Piet found the second step a waste of time 
and money, thus he only ordered the negatives, black sheets with white characters in a 
mirrored way. You could only read them by holding them towards the light and reading 
from the backside. Of course these were all stored in old envelops. He had plenty of 
those, because he had a vast correspondence with many colleagues. 

Towards the end of the Sapindaceae revision Piet’s health started to deteriorate seri-
ously, but a team effort completed the Sapindaceae for Flora Malesiana with Piet as 
first author of this difficult but very interesting family. We are glad that the publication 
of the Malesiana Sapindaceae formed a worthy completion of the scientific career of 
Piet Leenhouts. A person we will dearly remember.

PeTer C. van Welzen, FriTs adema & PieTer Baas

Eponymy

 Burseraceae: Haplolobus leenhoutsii Kochummen
 Loganiaceae: Geniostoma leenhoutsii B.J. Conn
 Loganiaceae: Strychnos leenhoutsii Tirel
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BIBLIOGRAPHY OF P.W. LEENHOUTS

by C.W.J. Lut

1952

Revision of the Burseraceae of the Malaysian area in a wider sense. I: Protium Burman f. — Blumea 
7: 154–160.

Revision of the Burseraceae of the Malaysian area in a wider sense. II: Scutinanthe Thwaites. 
— Blumea 7: 160–163.

1953

Protium macgregorii. — In: C.G.G.J. van Steenis, Miscellaneous botanical notes V. — Acta Bot. 
Neerl. 2: 305.

1955

The genus Canarium in the Pacific. — Bernice P. Bishop Mus. Bull. 216: 1–53.
Flora Malesianae Precursores. XI: New taxa in Canarium. — Blumea 8: 181–194.

1956

(with C. Kalkman & H.J. Lam) Burseraceae. — Flora Malesiana I, 5: 209–296.
Flora Malesianae Precursores. XII: Some notes on the genus Dichapetalum (Dichapetalaceae) in 

Asia, Australia, and Melanesia. — Reinwardtia 4: 75–87.

1957

Dichapetalaceae. — Flora Malesiana I, 5: 305–316.
Goodeniaceae. — Flora Malesiana I, 5: 335–344.
Miscellaneous notes on New Guinea plants. IV. — Nova Guinea (New Series) 8, 2: 175–177.

1958

Identification lists of Malaysian specimens. 3: Connaraceae. 31–46.
Flora Malesianae Precursores. XVIII: Some new taxa in Connarus. — Blumea Supplement 4: 

1–106.
Connaraceae. — Flora Malesiana I, 5: 495–541.
Addenda, corrigenda et emendanda: Burseraceae, Dichapetalaceae, Goodeniaceae. — Flora Male-

siana I, 5: 567–569.

1959

Revision of the Burseraceae of the Malaysian area in a wider sense. Xa: Canarium Stichm. — Blumea 
9: 275–475.

1960

(with H.J. Lam) Ten years Foundation Flora Malesiana, twenty five years of work. — Blumea 10: 
I–XXVI.

(with J. Bakker) Plantenlijst KNNV-excursie naar de Dolomieten, gehouden van 8 tot 20 augustus 
1960. 1–18. [mimeographed].

1962

Identification lists of Malaysian specimens. 18: Loganiaceae. 235–269.
Flora Malesianae Precursores. XXXIII: Loganiaceae. — Bull. Jard. Bot. État 32: 417–458.
Loganiaceae. — Flora Malesiana I, 6: 293–387.
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1963

Dichapetalum Thou. (16); 17: Rourea subg. Palliatus Leenh. sect. Palliatus Leenh.; 18: Canarium L. 
— In: C.G.G.J. van Steenis, Pacific Plant Areas 1.

Miscellaneous botanical notes XIII. — Blumea 12: 19–22.

1964

A new montane Scaevola from Borneo: S. verticillata (Goodeniaceae). — Blumea 12: 317–318.

1965

Flora Malesianae Precursores. XLI: Notes on Sapindaceae 1: Atalaya. — Blumea 13: 126.
A new Dichapetalum from the Solomon Islands (Dichapetalaceae). — Blumea 13: 162.
Notes on Canarium (Burseraceae) in the Solomon Islands. — Blumea 13: 163–166.
(with F. Weberling) Systematisch-morphologische Studien an Terebinthales-Familien (Burseraceae, 

Simaroubaceae, Meliaceae, Anacardiaceae, Sapindaceae). — Akad. Wiss. Abh. Math.-Naturwiss. 
Kl. 10: 1–90.

1966

Flora Malesianae Precursores. XLII: Notes on Sapindaceae 2: Tristiropsis. — Blumea 13: 395.
Canarium sect. Africanarium nov. sect. (Burseraceae). — Blumea 13: 396.
(with C.G.G.J. van Steenis) Review: R. Hegnauer, Chemotaxonomie der Pflanzen. Bd.3. — Blumea 

13: 411.
Gelsemium Juss. (30); 33: Cynoctonum Gmel.; 38: Neuburgia Bl.; 39: Geniostoma Forst.; 40: Labordia 

Gaud.; 91: Fagraea Thunb.; 109: Tristiropsis Radlk. — In: C.G.G.J. van Steenis & M.M.J. van 
Balgooy. Pacific Plant Areas 2. — Blumea Supplement 5.

A new Strychnos from Borneo (Loganiaceae). — Blumea 14: 230.
Keys in biology. 1: A survey and a proposal of a new kind. — Proc. Kon. Ned. Akad. Wetensch.  

C 69, 5: 571–596.

1967

Werkmethodiek in de plantensystematiek. — Jaarboek 1966. Verslagen Meded. Kon. Ned. Bot. Ver. 
1965: 35–36.

The compact key. — Flora Malesiana Bulletin 21: 1428–1431.
A new kind of botanical identification key. — The Malayan Forester 30: 104–108.
(with W. Punt) Pollen morphology and taxonomy in the Loganiaceae. — Grana Palynol. 7: 469–

516.

1968

A conspectus of the genus Allophyllus (Sapindaceae). The problem of the complex species. — Blumea 
15: 301–358.

Phoenicimon Ridl. (Sapindaceae) is Glycosmis Correa (Rutaceae). — Blumea 15: 452. 
(with: C.G.G.J. van Steenis) A guide to the practice of herbarium taxonomy. — Regnum Veg. 58: 

1–60.
Tropische zaden op de Nederlandse kust. — Gorteria 4: 95–98.

1969

Flora Malesianae Precursores. L: A revision of Lepisanthes (Sapindaceae). — Blumea 17: 33–91.

1970

Additional notes on Lepisanthes (Sapindaceae). — Blumea 18: 429–430.

1971

A revision of Dimocarpus (Sapindaceae). — Blumea 19: 113–131.
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1972

Professor C.G.G.J. van Steenis. — Trop. Ecol. 13: 1–4.
Addenda Burseraceae. — Flora Malesiana I, 6: 917–928.
Addenda Connaraceae. — Flora Malesiana I, 6: 933–936.
Addenda Dichapetalaceae. — Flora Malesiana I, 6: 941–943.
Addenda Goodeniaceae. — Flora Malesiana I, 6: 949–952.
Addenda Loganiaceae. — Flora Malesiana I, 6: 953–960.

1973

A revision of Haplolobus. — Blumea 20: 283–310.
(with Sri J. Widodo) Some notes on the seedling of Haplolobus (Burseraceae). — Blumea 20: 311–  

314.
Het genus Haplolobus (Burseraceae). — Jaarb. Kon. Ned. Bot. Ver. 1972: 35–36.
A revision of Crossonephelis (Sapindaceae). — Blumea 21: 91–103.
(with M.G. Bisset et al.) The Asian species of Strychnos, Part 2: Typification, miscellaneous notes, 

synoptic key, and sectional classification. — Lloydia 36: 179–201.

1974

A new species of Dimocarpus (Sapindaceae) from Australia. — Blumea 21: 377–380.
Review: D. Burger Hzn., Seedlings of some tropical trees and shrubs, mainly of South East Asia. 

— Acta Bot. Neerl. 23: 62–63.

1975

Taxonomic notes on Glenniea (Sapindaceae). — Blumea 22: 411–414.

1976

(with J. Muller) A general survey of pollen types in Sapindaceae in relation to taxonomy. – In: J.K. 
Ferguson & J. Muller (eds.), The evolutionary significance of the exine. — Linn. Soc. Symp. 
Series 1: 407–445.

Addenda Burseraceae. — Flora Malesiana I, 7: 820–822.
Addenda Connaraceae. — Flora Malesiana I, 7: 823.
Addenda Dichapetalaceae. — Flora Malesiana I, 7: 823–824.
Addenda Goodeniaceae. — Flora Malesiana I, 7: 827–828.
Addenda Loganiaceae. — Flora Malesiana I, 7: 828–829.

1977

The nomenclature of Delpya (Sapindaceae). — Blumea 23: 336.
Naschrift: W.S.S. van Benthem Jutting, Zaden van Entada gigas (L.) Fawcett & Rendle op het strand 

bij Domburg. — Gorteria 8: 156–157.

1978

A new species of Diploglottis (Sapindaceae) and its systematic position. — Blumea 24: 173–179.
Addenda Connaraceae. — Flora Malesiana I, 8: 549.
The pollen morphology of Burseraceae. A taxonomic comment. — Grana 17: 175–177.

1979

Systematic notes on the Sapindaceae – Nephelieae. — Blumea 24: 395–403.
A new species of Roureopsis (Connaraceae) from Thailand. — Blumea 24: 507–508. 
A new species of Tristiropsis (Sapindaceae) from New Guinea. — Blumea 24: 509–510.
Flora Verbeeld. Botanische tekenaars en hun werk. Tentoonstelling Lakenhal, Leiden. Catalogus: 

1–14.
Flora Verbeeld. — Ericultura 9: 12–15.
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1980

Het Botanisch Kabinet. Herbaria, houtverzamelingen, aquarellen en boeken uit vier eeuwen. Catalogus 
Tentoonstelling Museum ’t Coopmanshûs, Franeker: 15–37.

(with A.J.M. Leeuwenberg) Loganiaceae: 2: Taxonomy. — In: Die natürlichen Pflanzenfamilien, 
28b I: Angiospermae: Ordnung Gentianales – Fam. Loganiaceae.

1981

A new Fagraea (Loganiaceae) from Celebes, Indonesia. — Blumea 27: 209–210.
A new Canarium (Burseraceae) from Batjan I., Moluccas, Indonesia. — Blumea 27: 211–212.

1982

(with M. Vente) A taxonomic revision of Harpullia (Sapindaceae). — Blumea 28: 1–51.

1983

Addenda, corrigenda et emendanda: Burseraceae. — Flora Malesiana I, 9: 555–556.
Addenda, corrigenda et emendanda: Connaraceae. — Flora Malesiana I, 9: 557–558.
Addenda, corrigenda et emendanda: Goodeniaceae. — Flora Malesiana I, 9: 566.
Addenda, corrigenda et emendanda: Loganiaceae. — Flora Malesiana I, 9: 567–568.
Notes on the extra-Australian species of Dodonaea (Sapindaceae). — Blumea 28: 271–289.
A taxonomic revision of Xerospermum (Sapindaceae). — Blumea 28: 389–401.

1984

A new Fragraea from Borneo (Loganiaceae). Blumea 29: 423–424.

1985

An attempt towards a natural system of Harpullia (Sapindaceae). — Blumea 31: 219–234.

1986

A taxonomic revision of Nephelium (Sapindaceae). — Blumea 31: 373–436.
Review: E. & H.W. Lack, Botanik und Gartenbau in Prachtwerken. — Acta Bot. Neerl. 35: 375.
Sapindaceae. — In: T.C. Whitmore et al., Tree flora of Indonesia. Checklist for Sumatra: 212–217.

1987

New species in Alectryon (Sapindaceae). — Blumea 32: 221–224.
A new subspecies of Jagera javanica (Sapindaceae). — Blumea 32: 225.
Het Plantrijk. In: Goed gezien. Tien eeuwen wetenschap in handschrift en druk. Leiden. Catalogus: 

147–150.
Review: A. Arber, Herbals: their origin and evolution. Ed. 2. Reprint edition — Acta Bot. Neerl. 

36: 353.
Review: J. Heniger, Hendrik Adriaan van Reede tot Drakenstein (1639–1691) and Hortus Malabaricus. 

— Acta Bot. Neerl. 36: 356.

1988

Notes on some genera of the Sapindaceae–Cupanieae. — Blumea 33: 197–213.
Review: R.A. Davies, Index Kewensis. Supplement 17 and 18; R.A. Davies & K.M. Lloyd, Kew 

Index for 1986. — Blumea 33: 214.
A revision of Alectryon (Sapindaceae) in Malesia. — Blumea 33: 313–327.
Review: R.A. Davies & K.M. Lloyd, Kew Index for 1987. — Blumea 33: 328.
Review: A.S. George, Flora of Australia. Vol. 4 and 25. — Blumea 33: 510–511.
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1989

Review: S.W. Mill et al., Indexed Bibliography of the Flowering Plants of Hawaii. — Blumea 34: 
20.

Review: Sunita Garg, Indian Gentianaceae. (A check list). — Blumea 34: 102.
Review: A.S. George, Flora of Australia. Vol.19. — Blumea 34: 110.
Sapindaceae. — In: T.C. Whitmore et al., Tree flora of Indonesia. Checklist for Sulawesi: 118– 

121.
Sapindaceae. — In: T.C. Whitmore et al., Tree flora of Indonesia. Checklist for Bali, Nusa Tenggara 

and Timor: 76–79.

1990

Review: E.P. Klucking, Leaf venation patterns 4: Melastomataceae. — Blumea 35: 4.
Review: W.L. Wagner et al., Manual of the Flowering Plants of Hawaii. — Blumea 35: 216.
Review: D.E. Soltis et al., Isozymes in plant biology. — Blumea 35: 268.
Review: R.A. Davies et al., Kew Index for 1989. — Blumea 35: 273.
Review: G. Panigrahi et al., Flora of Bilaspur District (Madhya Pradesh). Vol. 1. — Blumea 35: 

274.
(with J.J. Vermeulen) Review: T.D. Stanley et al., Flora of Southern Queensland. Vol. 3. — Blumea 

35: 275.

1991

Review: G. Natho et al., Wörterbücher der Biologie. Morfologie und Systematiek der Pflanzen. 
— Blumea 35: 346.

Review: A. Borhidi, Phytogeography and vegetation ecology of Cuba. — Blumea 35: 388.
Review: G.R.M. Dashorst et al., Plants of the Adelaide Plains and Hills. — Blumea 35: 388.
Review: J.P. Mandaville, Flora of Eastern Saudi-Arabia. — Blumea 35: 546.
Review: M.M. Bhandari, Flora of the Indian Desert. — Blumea 35: 558.

1992

Review: R.A. Davies et al., Index Kewensis: Supplement 19. — Blumea 36: 292.
Review: K.M. Matthew, An excursionflora of Central Tamilnadu, India. — Blumea 36: 292.

1994

(with F. Adema & P.C. van Welzen) Sapindaceae. — Flora Malesiana I, 11: 419–768.

1996

(with F. Adema & P.C. van Welzen) Sapindaceae. — In: Tree Flora of Sabah and Sarawak, 2: 
263–374. 


