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Tn the course of a study of the reptile5 of the Sierra 

Nevatla de Santa i\iIai-ta, Colombia, and envii-ens, the wi-iter 

has beell let1 to investigate the status of A~izeiz,a bifrolztntta 

Cope and C?zr~n i t l op l~o~r~c  dlrrzszls Fischer, with the results set 

forward ill this paper. 

111 the original tlesci-iption Cope' gives as one of the char- 

acters of A I I ~ C ~ Z , ~  blfrontntn "three posterior sul~raoculars sur- 

1-ountled with gi-ailulai- scales in the male," whereas "in feillales 

the anterior supraocular is in contact \\lit11 the second." The  

t j~l)c locality is given as the island of St. Thoinas, but it is 

I-cmai-hetl that "the specimens described as feiuales are  labeled 

as coinii~g fi-0111 New GI-enada, probably incorrectly." Couletl- 

' I'loc. Acad. N a t .  Sci. Phila., 1862, 67. 
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ger\suhsequently listed a male specimen from Venezuela, but 

in his clcscriptioil does not inention the alleged sexual tliffer- 

ences in the original n~aterial .  

T o  inalie certain of the correctness of Coi~e's description 

the writer requested Mr.  H e n ~ y  TIV. Fowler, of the  Acadellly 

of Natural Sciences of Philadelphia, to re-examine the type 

material, wllicll is in that  institution, and he  has lcindly clone 

this and sub~nit ted tlie following accotunt: "The type o f  

i l i~zciun b i f r ~ ~ z t a t n  slio~\is but a single series O F  granules separ- 

ating the first and second supraoculal-s. 'I'hree other examples 

Irom St. Thomas agree. T w o  nrithout data, and labeled 

females, are \ ~ i t h o u t  granules, the first ant1 second supra ocular^ 
being in contact." I t  seems evidcnt that the Al~zczvn 211frolztntn 

of Cope and Roulenger are the same, ant1 that the lilales a t  

lea5t havc tlie lirst ant1 secoild \upraoculars scparatcd by gran- 

ular scales, but it has not been sllown that the fcillales tlescril~ed 

hy Cope ~unque5tionably belong to that species. 

111 1870, P i schc r~  tlescrihetl, under tlie name C ~ t c ~ ~ ~ i d o p I i o r z ~ s  

divisrrs, a new species of teeid lizard with a divided frontal 

from Raranclt~illa, Coloml~ia, and in this description renlarks on 

the similarity between this forill ant1 the fenlales dcscribecl by 

Cope allid suggests that the latter a re  to he referred to his 

C~zcrrzido~horrts dii i.rris. This name has been doubtfully re- 

fcrretl to the synonomy of A. bifrolzttrtn by Coulenger. 

Thc writer has examined 29 specimens%f an Ameiva from 

the region of tlie Sailta Marta Mountains, Coloml~ia (Santa 

Marta to Illinca, San Lorenzo; Salarnanca Coast;  F~mdac ion)  

that  has the c!~videtl frontal of A.  Difro~ztnta. I n  these speci- 

illens the arrangement of the supraocular scales and granulcs 

T a t ; l l o g u e  of 1,izal-ds in t h c  1:ritish hluseurn, 11, pi>. 351-352. 
:' Verh. Na turw.  \.'el-. I l a ~ n b .  ( 2 )  iii, 187% ~ p .  99-102, gl. V. 
. 'Obtained by tlio I{ryant Walkei- l l rpet l i t  on  of the  L1nivel-sity of l\lichi:an 

( I D I ~ ) ,  and  now in the  >luseuln of  Zoclogy. 
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is very constant, no sexual differences being apparent, and the 

series of granules on the inner illasgin of the supraoculars ends 

in every specinlei1 but one at the posterior cornel- of the second 

supi-aocular, while in the exception the series on one side fails 

to  reach that scute. I t  is quite evicleilt that these specimens 

are  not to be referred to A. bifrontata, and, except that the 

scaly portioi~ of the tongue is not arrow-headed, they coi-re- 

spond so closely to  the detailed description and figures of 

C~le~~~idoplzorz ls  divisus that one callnot but believe that they 

repi-esent the saine foi-in. 

F r o ~ l l  the study of the Santa Marta ~llaterial the writer has 

thus been led to coilclude, first, with Fischer, that the feillales 

described l ~ y  Cope were pi-o4d~ly not incoi-1-ectl~- labeled as he 

supposeti 1)ut actually came from Coloi~zbia ant1 represent a 

difierellt species, atid, second, as suspected by I:oulenger, that 

Fischer was iiz error in referring the Colombian forin to  the 

genus Cileiuidophoi-us. Indeed there is good reason to believe 

that it \vas the mlales exaili~ined by Cope that were incoi-rectly 

labeled. Reinhardt and Luetlcii~,~ as has been pointed out to 

me by Dr. Stejneger, questioned this locality as early as 1863, 
and it seems that no specimens have since beell recorded lronl 

thc island. It is highly probable that A l ~ ~ c i v n  Difro~ztnta does 

not occur on St. Thomas but is a Venezuelail forill that is 

. Widensk .  Mgddel. Natul-hist. Poren. (Copenhagen), 1862, pp. 168.169. I all1 
indphted to  Mr. I l ~ o m n s  1:arhour for ti-nnscril-rts of the original description of 
Cncn~i(lopl~orus llivisus and the references to .\mciva bifrontata by lieinhardt and 
1,uctkili. 




