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On the lower side of the body I find constantly only six longitudinal
rows of scales on the chest between the axils, one ridge connects the axil
with the groin at the edge of the belly and above this follow always two,
only in very old specimens sometimes three, shorter rows of enlarged keeled
scales. Thus there are on the lower half of the circumference of the body,
strictly speaking, 12 series of longitudinal rows of enlarged scales, 6 on the
lower side of the belly and 3 (rarely 4) on each side of it. Dum. and Bibron
correctly refer to the “ six series longitudinales” along the lower side of the
belly, and besides to the enlarged scales on the flanks, not, however, defining
their exact number, most likely because they found them to be variable.
Dum. and Bibron’s statement cannot, therefore, be attributed to a probable
misprint, as suggested by Dr. Giinther (L cit., p. 69).

The coloration and size and proportions of the Sikkim specimens exact-
iy correspond with those of sexlineatus. Some have a white iridescent
stripe along the edge of the back; others are uniform green above, with a
more or less distinct bronze tint. The fore-imb reaches to the rostral and
the hind-limb nearly, or exactly to the axil, when laid forward. Of all the
specimens examined, there is only one with two inguinal pores on each side,
several have 3, but most 4 or 5 pairs, often succeeded by a sixth imperfectly
developed one.

‘What follows from these observations is :

1st.—That the Zuchydromi cannot be grouped with sufficient reliance,
either by the number of chin-shields, or by the number of inguinal pores, as
suggested by Dr. Giinther, these two characters being evidently very variable
within the limits of one species; and that the most important difference
must rest in the number and size of the scales of the body, the proportions
of the limbs and the general form.

2nd.—That the specific distinction between 7' meridionalis and sexli-
neatus is not so definite, as it would appear to be from Giinther’s deserip-
tion of the former species. Both appear to have an indistinet short fold
before the shoulder, when adult, but in meridionalis there are said to be 2 or
3 more transverse rows of scales between axil and groin, and the limbs would
seem to be slightly shorter. Whether these points represent sufficiently
characteristic distinctions, can only be shewn by the examination of a larger
number of specimens.

3rd—That 1. Haughtonianus (Jerdon, Proc. A. Soc. B., Feb. 1870,
p- 72) must range with Gunther’s septemtrionalis (and not with 7. Japonicus),
and as the number of chin-shields is not characteristic, the two are evidently
closely allied, but in the former the median row of dorsal scales is not smaller
than the lateral ones ; the fore limb does not reach the rostral shield, when
laid forward, nor the hind-limb the axil.
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7 Opurors Jerpoxt, Blyth.

Blyth in Journ. Asiat. Soc. Bengal, 1853, vol. xxii, p. 653. —Giinther I. R., p. 72.
Tropidosaura Jerdoni apud Theobald, Cat. Rept. Asiat Soc., 1868, p. 22.
Pseudophiops Jerdoni et Theobaldi,* Jerdon in Proc. A. S. B., Feb. 1870, p. 71 &c.

I have lately received from the neighbourhood of Agra and the country
northwards, towards Ambala, about 20 specimens of the form describ-
ed by Jerdon as Pseudophiops Theobaldi. The characters given as distinc-
tive from the only type of Ophiops Jerdoni are not constant ; therefore,
O. Theobaldi must be considered as identical with Jerdoni, as has already
been suggested by Major Beddome (Madras J. Med. Se., for 1870). More-
over, the genus Pseudophiops proves to be perfectly identical with Ophiops.
Already in the somewhat injured type of Ophiops Jerdoni in the Museum
there is on one side a distinet groove seen to proceed from behind the nostril
and dividing the nasal. In one of Jerdon’s specimens of Zheobaldi, present-
ed to the Indian Museum, the nasal is, as far as it can be traced, in one shield,
but in the other it is distinctly between two shields, followed by two post-
nasals, which is also the usual number in the type of the genus, Ophiops
eleqans, while three postnasals are evidently of much rarer occurrence. In
nearly all the specimens which I lately received, the nasal is exactly as in
0. eZegans, between two shields, only few have them anteriorly, and others
also posteriorly, entire ; therefore the name Pseudoplhiops must be cancelled.

As regards the species, O. Jerdoni, I have to record the following
variations. As a rule there is one frontal ; in one specimen this is obliquely
divided into two unequal shields, and in two specimens it is divided regularly
along the middle into two halves. The posterior frontals are sometimes in
contact with each other, or they are divided by one elongated, linear shield,
or by two smaller ones following each other. Each posterior frontal is
behind separated from the respective supraorbital by a small shield, but
occasionally the latter is united with the frontal. The elongated vertical,
the two large supraorbitals, the pair of anterior occipitals forming a suture,
and the larger posterior occipitals separated by two unequal shields, following
each other, are persistent in all. There are 8 upper and 7 lower labials, the
last in each case smallest, and there are 5 or 6 pairs of chin-shields, the last
generally followed by two smaller shields. In one specimen the two, rather
larger, anterior pairs are in contact, in others, three anterior pairs form a
suture. The number of scales round the body is generally 30, sometimes 32,
very rarely 34, of these the 6 ventral longitudinal rows are enlarged and
smooth, as are also one or two adjoining rows on either side, while all the
other scales are very sharply keeled. The fore-leg, when laid forward, very

* Beddome notes the M. S. name Civittata, which was evidently suppressed by
Dr, Jerdon himself. Comp. Beddome in Mad, Jour. Med. Sc. for 1870,
12
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nearly or exactly reaches the nostril, and the hind limb extends to somewhat
beyond the axil, rarely as far as the ear. Some of the largest specimens
measure very nearly 5 inches, the body being 13 inch.

The coloration also is variable ; it is usually bronze brown, sometimes with
an olive and often a greenish metallic tint. The four white bands, two along the
edge of the back and two at the sides, are generally well marked ; however, in
some specimens the dorso-lateral bands are very indistinct. Again, there are as
a rule two series of black dots, separated by reddish brown ones, on the back
along each white band, and similar black spots, almost forming irregular bars,
are at the sides between the white bands, and also below the lateral band. In
two specimens all these black spots are remarkably small, and in one of a dis-
tinct greenish brown coloration they are nearly absent, but the white bands are
well marked. This specimen is one of the two which I noticed as possessing a
pair of anterior frontals, and very closely corresponds with Ophiops Beddomet,
Jerdon* (= monticola apud Beddome, Mad. Jour. Med. Se. for 1870).

I collected near Kandala, on the Western Ghéts, a specimen which
agrees in every point with Beddome’s description of monticola. It has the
uniform greenish brown coloration with the dorso-lateral white stripes very
indistinct, but the lateral ones well defined ; there is a pair of anterior frontals
present, and the femoral pores are more widely separated in the preanal re-
gion, than in any of the specimens of true O. Jerdoni: which I examined.
Considering the variations which I have noticed in undoubtedly identical
specimens of O. Jerdoni, 1 cannot but doubt that O. Beddomer (= monticola)
will prove a really good species. However, more specimens must yet be ex-
amined, in order to settle this point.

9
< GYMNOPS MICROLEPIS, Blanf.

Blanford, Jour. Asiat. Soc. B., 1870, xxxix, p. 351, pl. xv, figs. 1—5.

A few specimens of this species, which was described from a single spe-
eimen from the Central Provinces, were collected by me at the coal mines of
Kurhurbali, W. Bengal.+ One specimen has 5, the other 6, pairs of chin-
shields, the last pair in each case followed by a smaller shield. In other
respects of structure of shields and scales, proportions of body and coloration
the specimens perfectly agree with Blanford’s description, except that the
number of scales in one transverse row between the 6 longitudinal enlarged
rows on the belly, and counted across the back, is generally 56-64 instead of
about 50 ; but this is evidently a character which may be expected to vary with
the size of the lizard. There is a good deal of variation in the number and dis-
tinctness of the dark spots accompanying the white bands ; in some specimens
the former nearly become obsolete. The tail is reddish in young specimens,

# Jerdon, in Proc. Asiat. Soc., Feb. 1870, p. 72,
+ I found it since abundant in Katch,
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and the lower side of adults often with a distinct yellow tinge, particularly on
the lower side of the thighs. One of the largest specimens measures 5%,
another 51 inches.

Gymmops is distinguished from all known species of Ophiops by the
peculiar small size of smooth scales, being almost granular on the neck ; they
altogether resemble those of Eremias. It further differs from Ophiops by
having one instead of two postnasals, this is, however, a character not of
great generic value, as already observed by Mr. Blanford, when suggesting
the separation of the present species into a special genus or subgenus.

k-  AcavrHODACTYLUS CanTORIS (I. R., p. 73).

I received numerous specimens of this species from the neighbourhood
of Agra, Ambala and Lddiana, together with Opliops Jerdoni, both of
which have also been found associated by Dr. Jerdon (Proc. A. S. B., Feb.
1870, p. 71) in the country a little westward in the Panjab.

The specimensmeasure between 4 and9 inches, the length of thebody being
15 to 2% inch. When young they are usually marked with 8 longitudinal black
stripes, separated by white ones of equal width. Four of these stripes are on the
upper side of the body, the two inner coalescing into one before they reach the
middle of the back, while the two outer unite on the anterior part of the tail.
One dark band runs on the upperedge of the sides of the body, and one connects
the ear with the groin. In more adult specimens the dark bands become
gradually less distincet and are first dissolved into spots, until they gradually
quite disappear ; and the same is more or less the case with the white bands
and other spots. The general colour changes from brownish to pearly grey,
and there is always a more or less distinct purplish irridescent lustre trace-
able on the scales. This is particularly clearly seen in the more uniform
coloured adult specimens, which often shew an indistinet reticulation of a dull
reddish tinge on the upper side of the neck and back. Limbs above white
spotted, top and sides of head dark spotted or marbled ; the dark spots dis-
appearing with age; below uniform white or greenish white. I have to
note three points in which nearly all the specimens I examined differ from
the type described by Dr. Giinther :—

1st.—There are always 3 or 4 scales at the front edge of the opening of
the ear, slightly projecting into its space, unless the edge be accidentally
turned inwards.

2nd.—There are very often 14 longitudinal, along the median dorsal line
convergent, rows of enlarged, keeled scales across the middle of the back,
and the adjoining 2 or 3 rows on either side are equally large, but beyond
this the size considerably diminishes. Across the middle of the belly there
are 14-16 enlarged smooth scales, 10 being in a row on the flat lower sur-
face of the belly, and the remainder at the side of it.
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3rd.—The fore limb, when laid forward, at least reaches the nasal shield
and more often the tip of the snout ;* and the hind limb extends rarely only
to the collar, usually somewhat beyond it, and occasionally as far as the
tympanum.

None of these points indicate, I believe, a specific distinction from typi-
cal A. Cantoris, as described by Giinther. Some of my specimens agree in
every point of size with the measurements given by Giinther; the largest
is 9 inches.

Of other variations may be noted :—the anterior frontal is, as a rule,
single, sometimes split into two unequal portions, and in one instance it is
represented by a regular pair of equal shields. The posterior frontals gene-
rally form a suture, but sometimes they are partially or even entirely
separated by an intercalated shorter, or longer, or by two, shields. The
posterior supraciliaries are often broken up into two shields. The form and
number of verticaland occipitals is persistent. The large shield below the orbit -
sometimes rests on two or on three labials, and occasionally it touches the
labial margin itself. :

Fam.- GECKOTIDZZ.
[ Gzcxo eurrarus (I. R. p. 102).

The young of this, and indeed of most other speciest of Geckoes, are
dark, or blackish brown, with white spots. Few small spots are on the hinder
part of the head, while on the body they are larger and generally arranged
in 7 irregular cross series, the first series being placed immediately behind the
occiput and the last between the hind limbs ; tail blackish with 7 white
rings, the last oceupying the tip.

The general structure is exactly as in the old, but the tubercles are
much flatter ; there are (in several specimens) only 34 longitudinal series
in the middle of the belly, while in old ones the number rises to 50.

G PrycHoz0oON HOMALOCEPHALUM.

I. R., p. 105 and Journal A, S. B., xxxix, p. 159.
This species occurs both at the Nicobar and Andaman islands.

* Giinther says it only reaches ¢the front edge of the orbit,’ but he gives the
fore limb 11 lines, which is exactly the distance between the axil and the nasal shield
in all my specimens measuring 7 inches.

+ It is, therefore, very probable that the specimen of Gecko Smithii, Gray, which
I noticed on p. 161 of Jour. A. S. B., 1870, Vol. xxxix, has still the coloration of the
young, and may lose most of the white spots, when adult. Dr, Anderson when
re-describing the same in Proc. Zool. Soc. for 1871, p. 159, subsequent to the
publication of my paper, omitted to notice the identity of the specimen, which it is
necessary to do, because a misprint occurred in my statement (1. cit. on p. 162) as re-
gards the total measurement, this being 4'8 inches (instead of 58 inches), but the
other detailed measurements are correct,
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HEMIDACTYLUS.

I have observed in several hundreds of specimens of different species of
Hemidactylus, (as restricted, and of the section Doryura), as well as in the
allied genera Peripia and Nycteridiwm, that the total absence, or the presence,
of a few enlarged tubercles does not constitute a sufficiently distinet specific
character. The variations in this respect cannot be accounted for either
by age, sex, or the locality, but they are simply accidental. The species
belonging to the section Doryura have generally a nearly uniformly granular
body, well developed paratoid glands and normally a smooth tail, while in
Hemidactylus the tail is normally spiny, but, when reproduced, it becomes
smooth.

The distribution of the Indian and Burmese species of Hemidactylus
is the following : 2

Y 1. H. rrieprus, Daud. (I. R., p. 107). Ceylon, South and Central
India (Bundelcund).* :

Nothing reliable is as yet known about the form for which Jerdon
suggested the name H. subtriedrus (Jour. A. S. B., Vol. xxii, p.467).
(see pl. ii, fig., 17).

It is perhaps not specifically different from #riedrus, but there certainly
exist some forms which possess the distinctive characters noted by Jerdon of
his subtriedrus. Mr. W. T. Blanford kindly allowed me to examine two
specimens which he lately collected near Ellore, and which, although agreeing
in form, general structure and coloration with ¢riedrus (for instance the figure
in Belanger’s Voyage), differ somewhat from the description usually given
of that species. The two specimens are both females, apparently not full
grown, and measuring on the average 4% inches, of which the head is about
% inches, and rump 1} inch. None of the tubercles on the back is as
large as the opening of the ear; the head does not appear to be shorter than
in typical Zriedrus, but the scales on muzzle and throat are certainly very
small ; a great number of moderately enlarged tubercles on the hinder part of
the head ; two enlarged shields behind the rostral separated by two small
azygous shields ; nostril situated between rostral, suprarostral, first labial and
two moderate shields behind ; 10 to 12 upper labials, not constant, a row of
conspicuously enlarged scales above them; 10 very distinct and well
developed lower labials; 2 pairs of chin-shields, first forms a suture ; 32 long
rows of scales across the middle of the belly. The coloration, which was
noted by Mr. Blanford during life is : body generally bluish grey with 5 olive
brown, black-edged bands on the body and about 6 on the tail; of the
former the first is situated on the neck, 2nd on the shoulder and the last be-

* Proc. A. S. B. for 1870, p. 74.
+ Side and lower views of head ; natural size.
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tween the hind limbs. The band on the neck is darkest. The edges of all are
darker and more irregularly undulating in front than behind ; a yellow black
edged band passes from the nostril to the eye, slightly continuing behind,
the lower black margin is the more distinet one and continues through the
ear to the cross band on the neck, with the anterior black margin of which
it is confluent ; upper half of orbit and some spots below eye yellow ; head
pale, uniform ; tubercles on back yellowish, those on the edges of all the
blackish bands and at the sides of the belly more distinctly so, brightest on
neck ; imbs unspotted ; below yellowish, all scales minutely punctated.
In spirit the whole of the yellow coloration has turned pure white and the
dark bands are now white edged.
Y 2. H. macuzaTus, D. and B.
{Giinther, I. R., p. 107.—Stoliczka in J. A. 8. B., vol. xxxix, p. 164, and Blanford,

ibidem, p. 361.

© 3. H. Prerest, Kelaart, ( = H. Sykes:, Giinther, I. R., p. 108).

It is, I think, clear that Dum. and Bibron, when describing their H.
maculatus, had under examination the two forms which Ginther separated,
and for one of which (considered as the young by D. and B.) he retained
Dum. and Bibron’s name. The two forms are, no doubt, extremely closely
allied, and it has yet to be satisfactorily proved, whether . Pieresi should
more appropriately be considered as a large local variety of maculatus, or as a
distinct species, but, I believe, the view taken by Kelaart and Giinther, and
first of all by Gray, is the correct one. It is certain that maculatus, as restricted
by Giinther, never appears to attain on the continent of India and Burma a
larger size than 51 inches, and this measurement was observed only in two
cases among about 200 specimens from South India, Central India, N. W.
Provinces, the Sub Himalayan hills, and almost all parts of Bengal, Burma and
the Andamans. The usual size is 4 or 41 inches.

In all these specimens the head and body is brown spotted, the
spots on the latter have a tendency rather to arrange themselves in
longitudinal than in cross series; in the three median rows the spots are
larger and more distinct than at the sides, where they generally become
rather confluent. The brown spots are equally distinct, or equally indis-
tinct, in males and females, the variations apparently depending upon the
seclusion of the locality in which the lizards live. However, I have repeatedly
observed, that in specimens which had the tail reproduced, the brown spots do
not retain the same distinctness which they had before. ~ South Indian speci-
mens are generally of dark hue, and often have some of the enlarged tubercles
white. Young specimens are always dark brown, with still darker spots,
while the majority of the enlarged tubercles is purely white.

As regards structure I find the enlarged tubercles slightly vary. They are
always well marked, along the back distinctly trihedral, on the sides often more
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rounded ; they are arranged, as a rule,in 16 to 20 alternating, longitudinal,
but not very regular rows ; they are slightly larger and sharper in adult males
than in females. The enlarged scales on the middle of the . belly somewhat
extend to the sides and are usually in 38 or 40 longitudinal series. The
femoral pores in the male are 10-14 on either side, very rarely united
in the preanal region; as a rule, they are separated by 1 or 3 or 5 scales;
if 3 intermediate scales are present, which is very often the case, they are
arranged in a triangle.

The specimen recorded by Theobald in Cat. Rept. Asiat. Soc., p. 30,
under the name “ H. fasciatus, Gray (?)” is H. maculatus ; the former having
been described from an unknown locality must, therefore, provisionally remain
under that doubtful head, and not be added to the Indian fauna.

The four specimens in the Museum from Ceylon, recorded by Theobald
in Cat. Rept. Asiat. Soc. p. 30, No. 41, as H. maculatus, belong to the larger
form ; two of them have the body about 3% inches and inone the tail is
3%, giving a total measurement of nearly 7 inches. In structure of scales,
tubercles and shields, the specimens do not exhibit any impertant difference
from maculatus, as usually understood, though at the first sight they
appear quite distinct. The two other specimens equal in size typical
maculatus, but when closely compared with specimens of this species,
they evidently possess a certain aspect of immaturity and tenderness
of the skin, &e.; their heads are proportionately larger, and the same
is the case with the trihedral tubercles, which are present in a slightly
smaller number (14-16 rows); their colour is almost uniform whitish.
In the two adults, the differences are still more marked, and the
brown marbling has an inclination to form transversely arranged bands,
very similar to a specimen described by Giinther under the name of H.
Sykesi.* Thenumber of femoral pores is 82-36, in a slightly interrupted
series. For this Ceylonese form, Kelaart proposed the name H. Pieresi
(Prod. Faunz Ceyl. 1852, p. 159), and as far as can be seen from the
drawing of H. Sykesi (in Giinther’s Reptiles), the latter does not in any
way differ from the former, therefore, Kelaart’s older name must take
priority. It alsd seems to me clear that Dum. and Bibron’s largest specimen
of maculatus, of which they give measurements, is the Sykesi of Giinther ;
it is said to occur in the neighbourhood of Bombay, wherefrom Dum. and
Bibron received it. Dr. Gray is evidently the original observer of the two forms,
the small maculatus and the large Pieresi, as shewn by him in his ¢ Lizards’
p- 158, where he gives “ H. Sykesi, Gray, B. M.” as the synonym of
maculatus ; and among the specimens of that species he quotes “a. In
spirits. Female ? India, Dukun. Presented by Col. Sykes.” This is to all
appearance the only type of Giinther’s species, bearing the name H. Sykess.

* Of Gray?
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Kelaart (Prod. Faune Ceyl.,, 1852, p. 158) also gives H. Sykesi, Gray, as
the synonym of his doubtful maculatus. 'The history of the species appears
to have been overlooked by Dr. Giinther.

H. maculatus, as restricted, occurs in Ceylon, throughout India, Burma
and the Malayan Peninsula extending to Sumatra, Java, &c. Peters in
Van der Decken’s Reisen gives it also from the Seychelles. It is a very com-
mon species in houses about Calcutta. '

H. Pieresi is as yet known only from Ceylon and from the Dakhin
(Dekan).

/o 4. H. eracruis.—A very beautiful species deseribed by W. T. Blanford
from Berar and Raipur in Central India (Journ. A. S. B., Vol. xxxix
p- 362, pl. xvi, figs. 4-6).

5. H. rEricuratus, Beddome. Madras J. Med. Sc., 1870, p. 33.

6. H. FrENaTUS, Schlegel, (I. R., p. 168).

Hem. sublevis, Gray, apud Theobald, Cat. Rept. Asiat. Soc., p. 30.
H. frenatus, in Journ. A. S. Beng., vol. xxxix, p. 164.

? H. punctatus, Jerdon, 1853, Journ. A. S. B., xxii, p. 467.

This species which usually grows to about 5 inches, (rarely attaining
51) is readily recognised from all other Indian Hemidactyli by the small
size of the thumb and inner toe; the claw on it is setiform and “often so
fine as to be hardly traceable. The body is finely granular, but there are
always some enlarged rounded tubercles present. In Bengal specimens, two
alternate series of those very usually run along the centre of the back, and
there are besides about 3 irregular rows on each side of the body. Dakhin
(Dekan) and Upper India specimens generally have no enlarged tubercles in
the middle of the back. The tail is spiny, unless it has been reproduced, in
which case it remains smooth. The femoral pores are either interrupted by
one enlarged scale, or they are continuous above the preanal region. The
colour is very variable,—uniform grey, or greenish grey, very closely marbled
and spotted with dark ; or grey with some irregular stripes and close mar-
blings, the former most distinctly marked on the neck and the sides of the
belly ; or dark brown with some irregular blackish stripes ; there is, however,
always a more or less distinct pale (during life sometimes yellowish orange)
band present, passing from the rostral through the eye and either disappear-
ing above the ear, or continuing along the side of the body down to the
groin ; this pale band is margined above and below by a dark line. =The tail
has sometimes an orange tinge, particularly after the cuticle had been shed.

H. frenatus is the commonest Gecko from Ceylon and through India, ex-
tending in a northwesterly direction as far as the Panjib, and occurring all
through Bengal, Burma and the whole of the Malayan Archipelago, includ-
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ing the Andamans and Nicobars. From all these parts I have examined
specimens. It occurs in houses as well as on trees, and among stones. Ac-
cording to Peters it is also found at the Seychelles.

I am strongly disposed to believe that Jerdon’s H. punctatus was
based upon a young female specimen of firenatus. 1 possess specimens
which in every point of colouration, and structure and measurement, agree
with Jerdon’s description, the only apparent discrepancy lying in Jerdon’s
statement to the effect that «the thumb appears as well developed as in
maculatus.” In some respects this is really the case, the basal portion
of the thumb being in the two species nearly equally developed, occasionally
almost more so in firenatus, but the free claw bearing portion of the thumb
is always somewhat shorter in firenatus than in maculatus.

I © 7. H. Lescmesavirr, D. axp B.

Giinther, I. R., p. 109.-—Idem, Jerdon, J. A. 8. B., xxii, p. 468.—H. Coctei, apud
Kelaart, Prod. F. Ceyl., 1852, p. 160,—H. Kelaartii and Leschenaultii, Theobald, Cat.
Rept. Asiat. Soc. Mus., p. 29 and 80.—H. marmoratus, BIf., Jour. As. Soc. Bengal, vol.
xxxix, part ii, p. 363, pl. xvi, figs. 1-3.—H. marmoratus, Kelaarti and Leschenaultii,
Blanford in Proc. A. S. B. for August, 1871, p. 173.

The present species generally has, like the previous one, some enlarged,
rounded tubercles on the back, at least on the femoral region, more rarely
are the tubercles scattered over the entire body. The colour is rarely uni-
form silvery grey, generally there are some transverse, zigzag dark marblings
traceable, and there is usually a dark band through the eye present; 10-16
femoral pores on each side, widely separated in the preanal region.

The species can readily be distinguished from frrenatus by the well de-
veloped thumb, and from Cocfe: by the greater number of femoral pores,
somewhat less widely separated in the preanal region. Kelaart’s Cocter is
evidently this species, and was named Kelaarti by Theobald, as pointed ouf
by Mxr. Blanford, who formerly separated a small Central Indian variety,
with a nearly uniform granulation, as H. marmoratus.

H. Leschenaultii occurs in Ceylon, whence some years ago specimens
have been identified by Professor Peters* and Dr. Steindachner ; it is com-
mon all through South India according to Jerdon and in Central India ac-
cording to Blanford. I have obtained a few specimens on the Parisnath hill
and near Ranigunj in Bengal, and others from near Patna and Agra. Itis
not known from North-Eastern Bengal, and thus may be regarded as a true
Indian species.

1Y 8. H. Mortont, Theobald, Journ. Linn. S., Zool. X, p. 32. Close to
Jrenatus, but having the thumb and inner toe well developed.—Burma.

* Berlin Akad. Monatsb. 1860, p. 183.
13
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9. H. Cocrzr* (I. R., p. 109).

Theobald, Cat. Rept. As. Soc. Mus, 1868, p. 29.
Steindachner, Novara Rept., Pt. I, p. 13.
H. Bengaliensis, Anderson, Journ. A. S. B, vol. xl, p. 14.

This is the most common species all through Bengal, whence it was
originally described by Dum. and Bibron. The thumb is well developed, as
noted by the French authors and by Cantor, but the claw small, as observed
by Dr. Giinther, who identified Bolt. sublevis, Gray, with the present species.
The back is generally equally granular ; sometimes there are a few larger
rounded tubercles present on the sacral region, more rarely also on the sides
of the back, the variations being in this respect exactly similar to those
noticed in . ZLeschenaultyi. The larger tubercle on the side of the neck,
stated by Dr. Anderson to distinguish Bengaliensis from Coctewi is quite as often
present as it is absent. Tail, when original, segmented, with one or two
large elongate scale-like lateral tubercles near the base, and 2 to 3 smaller
ones on the upper sides, but as a rule none along the middle ; subcaudals
enlarged. On reproduced portions of the tail, there are sometimes a few large
scales present at the lateral edges, but more commonly the tail remains quite
smooth. I have mever seen, even in the largest specimens, more than 8
femoral pores in each row, they being widely separated in the preanal region ;
the usual number of pores is six in each row, rarely less.

During life, the general colour is greenish grey, with 5 transverse, broad
undulating greenish brown bands, the first on the neck, the fifth on the loin,
and all edged with white posteriorly ; the tail is similarly banded above, and
the white edgings are often more conspicuous; a pale band through the eye
on the side of the head, margined with dark above and below, and generally
becoming obsolete on the neck. The iris is reddish golden, pupil narrow, black
with undulating edges. The animal changes its coloration very rapidly
during life, sometimes the transverse bands turn almost to blackish brown,
and another time they become quite obsolete. In spirits the brown tints
partially, and in time entirely, fade. Below white, most of the scales
generally very minutely punctated with black. Old specimens, particularly
the females, have the tail at the base often very bulging, depressed, and
nearly three-fourths of an inch broad. ;

I have not seen specimens of this species from farther southwards than
Orissa, but it is very numerous in Western Bengal, extending through the
North West Provinces up to the foot of the hills at Kangra and Hurdwar,
westward into the Panjib and eastward into the lower parts of Sikkim, the
Khasi hills, Cachar and the whole of the Gangetic delta. I did not obtain
it in Burma, but two specimens have been sent to me stated to have been
procured in Pegu. Dum. and Bibron record it from Bombay, which very

* ? TIs the right name Cocteaui ?






