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~erry (1916) desc~ibed and illustrated 6 species of Sapindus leaf­

1. 'ts from Eocene de'Pos~~s of Henry COtL'ty, Tennessee. These species 

ItTere differentiated solely on variaC.uns in sh.:tpe., size, 8nd venation of 

often isolated lecl.flets. a large nU~I'l)er of rorell-preserved isolated 

sapindc..ceous leaflets (over 400) fro;)1 Eocene deposits in this same area, 

Henry County, lJ:'ennessee, were examined in thi s study. In these leaflets 

both the Entire range of mory,hologica.l ch8racters of Berry's 6 species 

and numerous inter) ediate forms were found. All of the leaflets, regard­

less of variation in f"haue, si ze, or vena.t~.on, '"Tere found to have similar 

c1::.ticul2r chE·racters. ·:r:herefo:..~e, tb8 6 sreel es of Sapindus recogni zed 

S. eolignitic~s, ~ ..~o~:L~oni, ~. rseudaf~inis) probably represent 

natural vori8tions of a single species. On the basis of cuticular 

characters the leaflets in tnl s study, ",hich previously vrould have been 

identified as Sanindus, apr e2r to be rel~ted not to the genus Sapindus 

but to another taxon in the Sa~indaceae. 
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