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Abstract

We describe a new species of the genus Ninia from the Chocó-Magdalena biogeographic province, which was previously 
reported as a distinct population of N. maculata or as N. atrata from the western slopes of the Cordillera Occidental of 
Colombia. The new species is similar to N. atrata, N. celata, N. espinali, N. franciscoi, and N. maculata. It shares the fol-
lowing characteristics with the species mentioned above: 19 dorsal scale rows without reductions; dorsal ground color 
black or dark brown; white or cream occipital nuchal collar. However, it is easily distinguished from all other congeners 
because it has a non-regular color pattern in the ventral surfaces of the head and body, subcaudal surface homogeneously 
black or dark brown, two nasal scales, and one lateral projection ornamented with a large basal hook-shaped spine that is 
larger than any other spine on the hemipenial body. The presence of a lateral projection on the hemipenial body makes the 
new species the only member of the genus from South America that shares this feature with its Central American conge-
ners. This feature suggests a closer relationship with this linage. Finally, our results indicate that proper and careful revi-
sion of the Ninia atrata species complex will help to understand and clarify the taxonomic composition of the genus.

Key words: External morphology, Biogeography of the Colombian Pacific lowlands, Hemipenis, Ninia atrata, Ninia 
maculata, taxonomy

Resumen

Describimos una nueva especie del género Ninia de la provincia biogeográfica Chocó-Magdalena, la cual fue reportada 
anteriormente como una población disyunta de N. maculata, así como de N. atrata sobre las vertiente occidental del Cor-
dillera Occidental de Colombia. La nueva especies es similar a N. atrata, N. celata, N. espinali, N. franciscoi, and N. mac-
ulata al presentar 19 hileras de escamas dorsales sin reducciones, dorso negro o café oscuro, collar nucal crema o blanco. 
No obstante, ésta se diferencia fácilmente de todos sus congéneres por presentar machas negras irregulares sobre la super-
ficie ventral de la cabeza y el cuerpo sin un patrón definido, superficie subcaudal homogéneamente negra o café oscuro, 
dos escamas nasales, y una proyección lateral que sobresale del cuerpo del hemipene ornamentada con una larga espina 
en forma de garfio. La presencia de una proyección lateral sobre el cuerpo del hemipene hace de ésta la única especie 
Suramericana, conocida hasta el momento, que comparte este carácter con sus congéneres Centroamericanos, sugiriendo 
una relación cercana con este linaje. Finalmente, nuestros resultados indican que una revisión cuidadosa del complejo es-
pecies N. atrata permitirá comprender y clarificar la composición taxonómica del género. 

Palabra clave: Biogeografía de las tierras bajas del Pacífico colombiano, Hemipenes, Morfología externa, Ninia atrata, 
Ninia maculata, taxonomía

Introduction 

The genus Ninia currently comprises eleven nominal species that primarily inhabit leaf litter in most of habitats 

from southern Mexico to northern Peru at altitudes between sea level and 1800 m above sea level [hereafter asl] 
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(Savage, 2002; Angarita-Sierra 2014): Ninia atrata Hallowell 1845, N. celata McCraine & Wilson 1995, N. 

espinali McCraine & Wilson 1995, N. diademata Baird & Girard 1853, N. franciscoi Angarita-Sierra 2014, N. 

hudsoni Parker 1940, N. labiosa Bocourt 1883, N. maculata Peters 1861, N. pavimentata Bocourt 1883, N. 

psephota Cope 1875, and N. sebae Dumeril, Bribon & Dumeril 1854. Since Dunn’s (1935) early efforts to clarify 

the taxonomy of Ninia in Central America, only a few herpetologists had reviewed specimens of N. atrata-like 

snakes. McCranie and Wilson (1995) were the first to attempt a comprehensive taxonomic assessment of 

specimens of N. atrata and found that populations from South America could be distinguished at the species level 

from those from Costa Rica, western Panama (posteriorly described as N. celata), Honduras and El Salvador 

(posteriorly described as N. espinali). Likewise, Angarita-Sierra (2009, 2014) evaluated the geographic variation of 

N. atrata in Colombia as well as the hemipenial morphology from throughout its geographic range of distribution. 

Angarita-Sierra’s findings show that the genus Ninia in Trinidad is represented by two sympatric species, the 

previously recognized species Ninia atrata (Dunn 1935; Murphy 1997; Boos 2001) and an undescribed species 

(described there as Ninia franciscoi). These authors agreed, therefore, that N. atrata as currently understood

represent a species complex that requires revision. 

Ninia atrata is the most widely distributed species of the genus in South America. It ranges from western 

Panama, Colombia, Ecuador, Venezuela and Trinidad and Tobago with disjunct populations inhabiting in the trans-

Andean Magdalena Valley, on the western slopes of the Cordillera Occidental and Chocoan rainforest (Colombia 

and Ecuador), as well as the Caribbean coast reaching the northern slopes of the Cordillera de Merida (Venezuela) 

to Trinidad and Tobago, and Orinoquia and Amazon basins (McCranie & Wilson 1995; Ingrasci 2011; Rivas et al. 

2012; Angarita-Sierra 2009, 2014, 2015; Mesa-Joya 2015; Medina-Rangel 2015). 

After the comprehensive characterization of the Ninia maculata populations from Costa Rica and western 

Panamá made by Savage & Lahanas (1991), Castaño-M, et al. (2004) reported the presence of N. maculata

populations in South America based on a single specimen (ICN 6906) from corregimiento of Santa Cecilia, 

municipality of Pueblo Rico, department of Risaralda, Colombia, on the western slopes of the Cordillera 

Occidental (biogeographical-Chocó region; Poveda-M, et al. 2004). In addition, these authors reported three 

specimens of N. atrata for the biogeographical-Chocó region, showing the sympatry among these species. 

However, their diversity analysis and reptile checklist of the biogeographical-Chocó region did not consider the 

direct examination of the specimens cited. The studies only made a literature review and a records compilation 

based on database available from major Colombian biological collections and natural history museums. Therefore, 

the accuracy of the taxonomic identifications was not considered.

During the study of the role of African oil palm plantations in the conservation of snakes in Colombia, we 

found six specimens of the genus Ninia from the municipality of Tumaco, department of Nariño, Colombia 

(biogeographical-Chocó region; Poveda-M, et al. 2004), that share certain unique similarities traits with each other, 

but differ from the more northern populations (from Costa Rica and Panamá) of N. maculata stated by Savage & 

Lahanas (1991) and Auth (1994), or sympatric populations of N. atrata reported by Angarita-Sierra (2009, 2014). 

Also, we made a direct examination of the specimens cited by Castaño-M, et al. (2004) as N. maculata and N. 

atrata, finding that these specimens do not match with the previous descriptions of the taxa or any recognized 

species of the genus (Hallowell 1845; Peters 1861; Dunn 1935; Savage & Lahanas 1991; Smith & Campbell 1996; 

Savage 2002; Köhler 2008; Angarita-Sierra 2009, 2014), but they shared unique similarities with the specimens 

collected at the municipality of Tumaco. Hence, it has become clear that these specimens were previously confused 

with N. maculata as well as with N. atrata by Castaño-M et al. (2004) and represent an undescribed species. 

Therefore, the aim of this paper is to describe this new species and discuss its unique morphology and distribution 

pattern. 

Materials and methods

Fieldwork was carried out in the palm oil plantations of Santa Helena S.A. and Santa Fé S.A. in the municipality of 

Tumaco, department of Nariño, Colombia. The plantations are located on the floodplains of the Mataje and 

Caunapi Rivers. Searches for snakes were conducted from 8:00 to 11:30 am with a sampling effort of 270h in April 

2010. Individuals were immediately put into cloth bags to general procedures of measurement and identification. 

Additionally, for comparative purposes, we examined preserved specimens housed in the following collections: 
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Instituto de Ciencias Naturales, Universidad Nacional de Colombia (ICN); Museo de Historia Natural, Universidad 

de Antioquia (MHUA); Museo de la Universidad La Salle (MLS); American Museum of Natural History 

(AMNH); Field Museum of Natural History (FNMH); University of Kansas, Biodiversity Institute (KU); National 

Museum of Natural History, Smithsonian Institution (USNM); and Amphibian and Reptile Diversity Research 

Center, University of Texas at Arlington (UTA).

Hemipenial preparation procedures follow Pesantes (1994). Also, we follow the adjustments to the Pesante’s 

method made by Myers and Cadle (2003), Zaher and Prudente (2003) and Smith and Ferrari-Castro (2008). The 

staining process follows Jadin and Smith (2010) and Angarita-Sierra (2014). Terminology for hemipenial 

morphology follows, Zaher (1999) and Myers and McDowell (2014). Variation in meristic, color pattern, 

morphometric and hemipenial characters was evaluated for 70 specimens of Ninia atrata from northern South 

America. General terminology and morphometric characters of the cephalic shields follows McCranie & Wilson 

(1995) and Angarita-Sierra (2009). Measurements of the following variables were made with a vernier caliper to 

the nearest 0.1 mm: head length (HL); head width (HW), paretial length (PL), paretial width (PW), frontal length 

(FL), frontal width (FW), prefrontal length (PFL), prefrontal width (PFW), internasal length (INL), internasal 

width (INW), supraocular length (SPL), supreocular height (SPH), loreal height (LH), loreal length (LL), internasal 

suture (INS) prefrontal suture length (PFS), parietal suture length (PS). Tail length (TL) and snout-vent length 

(SVL) measurements were made to the nearest 0.5 mm using a metric ruler (Table 1). Ventral and subcaudal scale 

counts follow Dowling (1951) and Peters (1964). 

We performed a multidimensional scaling test (MDS) to test whether the cephalic morphometry distinguishes 

the Chocoan specimens from the remaining Ninia atrata populations. The MDS is a statistical technique that 

allows depicting the morphometric similarities (or distances) between points in a high dimensional space into a 

lower dimensional space, providing a visual indication of the similarity (or dissimilarity) (Ren & Frymier 2003; 

Guisande et al. 2014). Also, this statistical technique allow to condense the information contained in a large 

number of original variables into a smaller set of new composite dimensions, while making no a priori assumptions 

about groupings in the data (Guisande et al. 2014). Further, the MDS allows identify whether one cluster of items is 

dimensionally distinct from another through of the variables that have the highest variability and discrimination 

degree without linearity assumptions (Kruskal & Wish 1978). The goodness of fit between the fitted and observed 

distances was measured by a stress test “Kruskal´s stress” (S) (Kruskal & Wish 1978; Fox et al. 2014) which is an 

average of the deviations between the end and the initial spatial distances normalized to take values between 0 and 

1. Values near 1 indicate the worst fit, and values near 0 indicate the best fit. However, values between 0.025–0.05 

are considered good values, < 0.025 are excellent, and values equal 0 are perfect (Guisande et al. 2014). To avoid 

allometric effects during statistical inference, each morphometric parameter were divided by snout-vent length 

(SVL). Therefore, only the quotients were employed to perform MDS. The sexual dimorphism among 

morphometric characters were investigated through multivariate analysis of variance (MANOVA). All statistical 

aproaches were carried out using the software Rwizard version 1.2 (Guisande et al. 2014) and the MDS function of 

the vegan package (Oksanen et al. 2013). The function “scatterplot” of the car package was used to generate the 

biplot graphic (Fox et al. 2014).

Results

The morphometric features used in our MDS and the qualitative differences in traits as pigmentation, hemipenial 

morphology and nasal scales suggest the independent evolution of Chocoan population from the remaining Ninia 

atrata populations. Chocoan specimens can be distinguished in function LH/SVL, PFW/SVL, and PW/SVL ratios, 

whereas that N. atrata is distinguished in function of LL/SVL, PFW/SVL, and INW/SVL ratios. The MDS 

goodness of fit between the fitted and observed distances shows a good stress value (S) = 0.048 which indicate that 

there is an underlying structure based on the set of measures used that allow clearly differenciate two groups (Fig. 

1). Also, the MANOVA test support that these differences are not product of sexual dimorphism (Pillai = 0.223, F 

(1, 17) = 0.907, p = 0.567). Likewise, the color pattern of the ventral surfaces of head and body and the presence of 

a lateral projection on the hemipenial body (see below) fully supports that the Chocoan population represent a new 

taxon described as follow.
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FIGURE 1. Multidimensional scaling test of the cephalic morphometry among Ninia atrata (black squares) and N. 
teresita (pink dots): Inner ellipse represents 0.5 of significance; outer ellipse represents 0.95 of significance. Cephalic 
measurements: (A) head length; (B) head width; (C) parietal length; (D) parietal width; (F) frontal length; (G) frontal 
width; (H) prefrontal length; (I) prefrontal width; (J) internasal length; (K) internasal width; (L) supraocular length; (M) 
supraocular height; (N) loreal height (O) loreal length; (P) internasal suture length; (Q) prefrontal suture length; (R) 
parietal suture length.

Ninia teresitae sp. nov. 

Fig. 2

Cresonyms. Ninia atrata (ICN 10661) and Ninia maculata (ICN 6906): Castaño-M, O. V., Cardenas-A, G.,

Hernádez-R, E. & Castro, F, 2004, Reptiles en el Chocó biogeográfico-catálogo, p. 613,619. In: Rangel-Ch, J. O. 

(Ed.), 2004.

Holotype. Adult male, ICN 12527, collected by Lucas Barrientos on April 9 2010 at Santa Helena oil palm 

plantation (01°37´30”N, 78°44´20”W; 20 m asl), municipality of Tumaco, Km 28 of the Tumaco–Llorente road, 1 

km S of Tumaco, department of Nariño, Colombia.
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FIGURE 2. General view of the holotype (ICN 12527) of Ninia teresitae sp. nov, in life (A), dorsal (B) and ventral (C) 
views after its preservation.

Paratypes. Nine specimens: adult female (ICN 10661) collected at La Cabaña (6°3’7.82”N, 76°15’4,7”W; 

1404m asl), near Calles River, Parque Natural Nacional Las Orquideas, municipality of Urrao and adult female 
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(MHUA 14860) collected at the Hydroelectric dam San Carlos (06°12’39.00”N, 74°50’26.00”W; 740 m asl), 

vereda Juarez, municipality of San Carlos, both of department of Antioquia; adult male (ICN 7927) collected 

between vereda La Cristalina and Dosquebradas near the Police station of Puerto Romero (05°54’41.83”N, 

74°21’8.65”W; 704 m asl), municipality of Puerto Boyacá, department of Boyacá; five specimens all from the 

municipality of Tumaco, department of Nariño, male (ICN 12528) same provenance as the holotype, females (ICN 

12523–25) and male (ICN 12526) collected at Santa Fé oil palm plantation (1°24´8.5”N; 78°33´30” W; 105 m), 

Km 63 of the road Tumaco–Llorente, 4 km west near Llorente; and adult female (ICN 6906) from corregimiento de 

Santa Cecilia (5°11´25.22”N, 76°24´16.41”W), municipality of Pueblo Rico, department of Risaralda.

Diagnosis. Ninia teresitae can be distinguished from all congeners by the following combination of characters: 

ventral surfaces of head and body spotted without regular pattern (Fig. 3), subcaudal surface homogenously black 

or dark brown; two nasal scales; bilobed hemipenis (50−74% respect to hemipenial body); centrifugal, bifurcation 

of the sulcus spermaticus proximal to midpoint of the hemipenial body; lateral projection ornamented with a large 

basal hooked spine that is larger than any other spine on the hemipenial body.

FIGURE 3. Color pattern variation of ventral surface at midbody among similar species of Ninia. Ventral pattern 
homogenously cream in Ninia atrata (ICN 12530 ˗ A), edged of the ventral scales uniformly black or dark brown with 
ventral scales heavily marked with black pigment in N. teresitae (ICN 12527 ˗ B), squarish marking in Ninia maculata 
(UTA-R 5400 ˗ C), and wedge-shaped in Ninia pavimentata (UTA-R 39508 ˗ D).

Comparisons. Ninia teresita was previously identified as N. atrata and N. maculata by Castaño-M et al. 

(2004). Nevertheless, conspicuous characters distinguish it from both these species, such as the uniformly black or 

dark brown dorsal ground color (vs. dark body bands in N. maculata), ventral surfaces of head and body spotted 

without regular pattern, chin surface black or dark brown (vs. ventral surfaces of head and chin homogeneously 

cream in N. atrata or arranged in checkered patterns in N. maculata); subcaudal surface homogenously black or 

dark brown (vs. subcaudal surface cream in N. atrata, or arranged in checkered pattern in N. maculata), hemipenis 

with a lateral projection ornamented with a large basal hook-shaped spine that is larger than any other spine on the 

hemipenial body (vs. hemipenial body without lateral projection), and two nasal scales (vs. one nasal scale in N. 

atrata) (Table1). 

Description of the holotype. Adult male, 429 mm TL; 105 mm CL; 324 mm SVL; CL/SVL ratio 0.32; head 

distinct from body; HL 11.72 mm; HW 7.14 mm; rostral wider than high; internasals wider than long (1.64 x 1.12 

mm); internasal suture 0.88 mm; prefrontals longer than internasals, longer than wide (3.38 x 2.72 mm; suture 2.68 

mm); frontal cordform and slightly longer than wide (3.64 x 3.4 mm); parietals longer than wide (6.28 x 3.42 mm); 

interparietal suture 3.44 mm; supraoculars 1/1, each longer than wider (1.78 x 0.88 mm), entering orbit and 

contacting postocular; nasal scales 2/2 where proximal nasal scale contacts internasal, rostral, first supralabial, and 

posterior nasal in contact with loreal, prefrontal, internasal, first and second supralabials; loreal single, longer than 

high (2.16 x 1.8 mm), entering orbit and in contact with 2nd and 3rd supralabials; postoculars 1/1; temporal formulae 

1+2, anterior temporal scale two times longer than lower posterior temporal; anterior temporal in contact with 5th

and 6th supralabials; supralabials 7/7; 4th and 5th supralabials entering orbit, 5th in contact with postocular; 

infralabials 8/8, 1–5 in contact with two pairs of chin scales; small tubercles present on mental scale, all 

infralabials, and chin scales; dorsal scales in 19/19/19 rows, keeled, strongly striated, lacking apical pits; ventrals 

145; divided subcaudals 65; cloacal plate undivided.
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Dorsal surface uniformly dark brown, without nuchal band; ventral ground color creamish white with ventral 

scales heavily marked with black pigment; edged of the ventral scales uniformly black or dark brown; ventral 

surfaces of head and gular region black or dark brown; subcaudal surface homogenously black or dark brown. 

(Figs. 2, 3B, 4B).

FIGURE 4. Color pattern variation in ventral surfaces of head and gular region of Ninia atrata (A) and in Ninia teresitae
(B).

FIGURE 5. Hemipenial morphology of Ninia teresitae (ICN 12527—A) from municipality of Tumaco, Km 28 of the 
Tumaco–Llorente road, 1 km south of Tumaco, department of Nariño, Colombia; and Ninia atrata (ICN 12529—B) 
from municipality of San Martin, Vereda La Castañeda, Palmas del Meta S.A, department of Meta, Colombia. The white 
arrow represents the pocket-shaped structure, whereas the black arrow represents the lateral projection with a large basal 
hook-shaped spine.
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FIGURE 6. Geographical distribution of Ninia atrata and Ninia teresitae in Colombia.

Color pattern variation. The ventral coloration in some specimens are faintly pigmented with small irregular 

spots (ICN 7927,12522–23, 12528); however, other specimens are strongly pigmented with large, irregular, 

randomly dispersed spots (ICN 6906, 12525, 12528). The nuchal band, when present, resembles the pattern 

exhibited by trans-Andean Ninia atrata populations (ICN 6906, 7927, 12522–23, 12528). 
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TABLE 1. Lepidosis and comparison of cephalic characters used in the MDS analysis. The abbreviations represent the 
following variables: SVL=snout ventral length; HL = head length; HW = head width; PL = parietal length; PW = parietal 
width; FL = frontal length; FW = frontal width; PFL = prefrontal length; PFW = prefrontal width, INL= internasal 
length; INW = internasal width; SPL = supraocular length; SPH = supreocular height; LH = loreal height; LL = loreal 
length; INS = internasal suture; PFS = prefrontal suture; PS = parietal suture. 

Character Ninia teresitae sp. nov. Ninia atrata

Dorsal scales 19/19/19 19/19/19

Ventral scales
Males
Females

143–151 (n=4)
150–160 (n=5)

136–158 (n=31)
133–169 (n=30)

Subcaudals
Males
Females

63–69 (n=4)
53–63 (n=5)

36–70 (n=31)
41–65 (n=30)

Internasal scales 2/2 2/2

Prefrontal scales 2/2 2/2

Parietal scales 1/1 1/1

Temporal formulae 1+2 1+2 (rare 1+3)

Nasal scales 2/2 1/1

Supralabials 7/7 7/7
(occasionally 6 or 8, rare 7)

Infralabials 8/8 8/8
(occasionally 7, rare 9)

SVL (mm)
Males
Females

273–24 (=297.75; n=4)

198–346 (=296.20; n =5)

133–370 (=255.00; n =31)

102–354 (=235.48; n=30)

HL (mm)
Males
Females

10.28–11.72 (=10.84; n =4)

9.32–11.32 (=10.45; n=5)

6.46–12.02 (=9.33; n =31)

6.46–12.10 (=8.84; n=30)

HW (mm)
Males
Females

6.20–7.14 (=6.51; n=4)

6.22–7.30 (=6.72; n=5)

4.30–7.52 (=6.27; n=31)

3.75–10.00 (=5.95; n=30)

PL (mm)
Males
Females

4.68–6.28 (=5.16; n=4)

4.40–6.10 (=5.21; n=5)

3.10–6.70 (=4.48; n=31)

3.33–6.08 (=4.25; n=30

PW(mm)
Males
Females

2.82–4.90(=3.57; n=4)

3.00 –4.08 (=3.38; n=5)

2.14 –3.72 (=2.82; n=31)

1.90–3.92(=2.60; n=30)

FL (mm)
Males
Females

3.10–3.64 (=3.31; n=4)

2.72–3.50 (=3.10; n=5)

 2.30 –3.62(=2.84; n=31)

1.75–5.74 (=2.88; n=30)

FW (mm)
Males
Females

2.90–3.40 (=3.10; n=4)

3.18–3.56 (=3.34; n=5)

2.12–3.82(=3.00; n=31)

2.18–4.06 (=2.83; n=30)

PFL (mm)
Males
Females

2.68–3.38 (=3.04; n=4)

2.46–3.42 (=2.95; n=5)

1.60–3.50(=2.50; n=31)

1.20–3.30 (=2.26; n=30)

PFW(mm)
Males
Females

2.20–2.72 (�=2.40; n=4)

2.14–3.00 (�=2.48; n=5)

1.70–3.52 (�=2.34; n=31)

1.50–3.40 (�=2.18; n=30)

......continued on the next page
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Hemipenial morphology (n = 3). Hemipenes in situ extends to the level of 7th or 8th subcaudal; organ bilobed 

and semicaliculate; sulcus spermaticus centrifugal and bifurcated, bifurcation point always proximal to midpoint of 

hemipenial body; sulcus spermaticus branch runs to tip of lobes; intrasulcar region densely covered with calyces; 

capitation plane just below the bifurcation point; sulcus spermaticus walls robust and well defined; sulcus 

spermaticus edges ornamented with numerous spinules. In sulcate view, basally, hemipenial body covered with 

small hook-shaped spines; laterally, ornamented with two oblique rows of hook-shaped spines and only one lateral 

projection ornate with a large basal hook-shaped spine larger than any other spine on the hemipenial body; globular 

lobes, conspicuously differentiated from hemipenial body and homogenously ornamented with calyces. In asulcate 

view, basally, hemipenial body has a pocket-shaped structure ornate with a small hook-shaped spine in the center 

and covered by small hook-shaped spines; basal region of spines followed by a region shallowly ornamented or 

nude. Medially, three or four oblique rows of hook-shaped spines arranged in an inverted “V” pattern; capitation 

clotch located just above the bifurcation point of sulcus spermaticus (sulcate side); region between capitation 

groove and the forked point of lobes covered with numerous and dense rows of spines organized in an inverted “V” 

pattern (Fig. 5).

Distribution and natural history. Ninia teresitae is known to inhabit in the Chocó-Magdalena biogeographic 

province of Colombia (Hernández-Camacho et al. 1992) between 50–1400 m asl, and occurs in sympatry with N. 

atrata (McCranie & Wilson 1995; Angarita-Sierra 2009, 2014). This province extends from southwestern Ecuador 

through the Chocoan region to eastern Panamá, including the western margin of the lower Cauca River Basin in 

Antioquia, the upper San Jorge and Sinu River Basins and reaching the middle Magdalena River Basin (Rangel-Ch 

& Arellano-P, 2004). During the past twenty years, this region has been deforested for cultivation more than 

150,000 hectares of oil palm plantations (Fedepalma 2014). The holotype of Ninia teresitae was collected hidden 

under piles of leaves palm at the Santa Helena oil palm plantation during morning hours (Fig. 6)

TABLE 1. (Continued)

Character Ninia teresitae sp. nov. Ninia atrata

INL (mm)
Males
Females

1.02–1.12 (�=1.08; n=4)

0.96–1.16 (�=1.04; n=5)

0.75–1.30(�=1.03; n=31)

0.60–1.7 (�=0.98; n=30)

INW (mm)
Males
Females

1.38–1.64 (=1.50; n=4)

1.22–1.60 (=1.42; N=5)

0.96–1.90(=1.34; n=31)

0.80–1.92 (=1.21; N=30)

SPL (mm)
Males
Females

1.28–1.78 (=1.56; n=4)

1.30–1.70 (=1.46; n=5)

1.00–2.00(=1.52 n=31)

0.13–2.02 (=1.42; n=30)

SPH (mm)
Males
Females

0.78–1.04 (=0.88; n=4)
0.82–1.00 (=0.91; n=5)

0.68–1.63(=1.02; n=31)
0.70–2.42(=1.47; N=30)

LL (mm)
Males
Females

1.88–2.96 (=1.22; n=4)

1.66–2.10 (=1.91; n=5)

0.95–2.10 (=1.53; n=31)

0.95–2.42 (=1.47; n=30)

LH (mm)
Males
Females

0.92–1.80 (�=1.22; n=4)

0.98–1.14 (�=1.04; N=5)

0.76–1.38(�=1.07; n=31)

0.60–1.40 (�=1.03; N=30)

INS (mm)
Males
Females

0.76–0.98 (�=0.98; n=4)

0.68–1.00 (�=0.86; n=5)

0.45–1.20 (�=0.84; n=31)

0.48–1.00 (�=0.78; n=30)

PFS (mm)
Males
Females

2.48–3.32 (�=2.74; n=4)

2.26–2.68 (�=2.46; n=5)

1.50–3.38 (�=2.24; n=21)

1.10–2.98 (�=2.02; n=30)

PS (mm)
Males
Females

2.88–3.44 (�=3.21; n=4)

2.98–3.60 (�=3.20; n=5)

2.00–4.00 (�=2.92; n=31)

2.00–4.00 (�=2.77; n=30)
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Etymology. The specific epithet teresitae represent the Latin translation of the nickname from the Spanish 

“Teresita” and is given in honor to the grandmother of the first author, Maria Teresa Guerrero (1915−2013). 

“Teresita” was one of the most influential persons in her grandson’s life, who never failed to support him and 

encouraged his endless passion for snakes.

Discussion

During the Miocene and Pliocene, the continued geological uplift provides many possible scenarios for the 

diversification and the southward dispersal of the Middle American herpetofauna over an emerging landmass 

(Savage 2002). Several elements of the Central American herpetofauna extend well into South America and vice-

versa, through the completion of the Panamanian Isthmus during the Pliocene. This event allowed the formation of 

assemblages of Neotropical snakes with members of linages whose radiations were centered in Central or in South 

America (Cadle & Greene 1993). As a consequence, biogeographical regions such as the Chocó-Magdalena 

province of Colombia (Hernández-Camacho et al. 1992) and region 12 defined by Cadle (1985) coincide with the 

snake’s spatial features and generic compositions, in which the dominant elements are the Central American 

species or species with a closer relationships to them. 

The hemipenial morphology of Ninia spp. shows clearly an anatomical tendency among Central American and 

South America species. Angarita-Sierra (2014) found that the presence or absence of lateral projections in basal 

portion of the organs apparently divides Ninia in two groups. The first group lacks lateral projections and is 

composed of three South American species (N. atrata, N. franciscoi, and N. hudsoni) and two Central American 

species (N. espinali and N. macultata). The second group possesses lateral projections and is composed of five 

Central American species (N. diademata, N. labiosa, N. pavimentata, N. psephota, and N. sebae). The presence of 

lateral projections on the hemipenis of Ninia teresitae makes it the only member of the genus from South America, 

so far known, that shares this feature with Nuclear Central American (sensu Schuchert 1935) congeners. This 

putative close relationship showed by Ninia teresitae, supported the biogeographic hypothesis of Ingrasci (2011) 

who stated that the genus Ninia has two main areas of diversification, the highlands of Nuclear Central America, 

and the highlands associated with the Talamanca region of Costa Rica and western Panama. Therefore, Ninia 

teresitae likely derived from the Nuclear Central America lineage following an evolutionary trend and dispersal 

pattern similar to other immigrant lineages that arrived independently in South America, such as Coniophanes

(Günther 1858; Cadle 1985), Rhadineae (Günther 1865; Myers 1974), Leptodeira (Linnaeus 1758, Duellman 1958, 

Daza et al. 2009), and Urotheca (Peters, 1863; Myers 1974), among others.

Hernández-Camacho et al. (1992) proposed for Colombia and the northern South America ninety-nine 

biogeographic unities divided hierarchically as territories, massif and provinces (Top), and districts (Bottom). 

However, these authors never revealed any evidence (diversity patterns, endemism, geological and climate factors, 

edaphic features, physiognomic vegetation or cladistic criteria) to create these biogeographic units. In addition, 

they explained that their proposal must be understood as a provisional classification that includes some heuristic or 

instrumental value, but that needs to be tested and is open to rectification. Despite this, these units have been 

broadly employed by researchers, planners, and governmental entities to create policies of land use and 

conservation areas (Henao-Sarminento et al. 2008; Latorre et al. 2014; Colombia 2012; Rámirez-Chaves et al. 

2013; Roncancio et al. 2011; Solar et al. 2013). As Hernández-Camacho et al. (1992) points out, these 

biogeographic units must be tested before employing them. Therefore, a cluster of taxa with restricted distributions 

and a close relationship with the physical and biotic features of each biogeographic unit must be found. In the case 

of the Chocó-Magdalena province, species such as Helicops danieli (Amaral 1938), Ninia teresitae, 

Rhinobothryum bovalli (Andersson1916), and Urotheca euryzona (Cope 1862) are apparently restricted to this unit 

(Niceforo Maria 1942; Cadle 1985; Rossman 2002; Rojas-Morales 2012). Moreover, Ninia teresitae,

Rhinobothryum bovalli, and Urotheca euryzona occurs in the entire range of the Chocó-Magdalena province, 

making them candidates to characterize this biogeographic unit. Other taxa show the same restricted spatial pattern 

such as Agalychnis terranova (Rivera-Correa et al. 2013), Craugastor raniformis (Boulenger 1896), Colostethus 

inguinalus (Cope 1866), Echinosaura palmeri (Boulenger 1911), and Leucopternis plumbea (Salvin 1868), (Fritts 

et al. 2002; Grant 2004; Marquez et al. 2005; Rivera-Correa et al. 2013; Ospina-Sarria et al. 2015). All these 

evidences corroborate the hypothesis stated by Hernández-Camacho et al. (1992) and support that the Chocó-

Magdalena province could be consider a full biogeographic unit. 
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Much of the biological diversity in the Neotropics remains undescribed, with large areas still lacking intensive 

sampling, especially in northern South America, and particularly in Colombia. Colombia, despite its key 

geographical position in the historical exchange of faunas between North and South America, remains a ‘black 

box’ regarding the systematics of many groups (Pinto-Sanchez et al. 2015). In the past twenty-five years, enormous 

efforts have been made by Colombian and foreign researchers to compile, sample, and elucidate the biological 

diversity of the country (e.g., Rangel-Ch 1995, 2004, 2009). However, much of this compilation does not consider 

the direct examination of the specimens cited. Hence, several records were based on specimens erroneously 

identified. It was the case of Ninia teresitae, which was cited as N. atrata and N. maculata by Castaño-M et al. 

(2004). Often, these misidentifications occur because the researchers of the past decades have employed the key 

developed by Peters and Orejas-Miranda (1970) as their unique tool to identify specimens. For instance, one of the 

characters employed by Peters and Orejas-Miranda (1970) to distinguish N. atrata from N. maculata was the 

presence or absence of dark markings on ventral surfaces of body. However, dark markings are present on the 

venter of N. maculata and N. pavimentat, (Fig. 3), arranged in patterns such as wedge-shaped or squarish shaped, 

checkered pattern, or dark rectangular markings (Savage & Lahanas 1991). As a result, the irregular spotted 

patterns seen in specimens of Nina teresitae were allocated to N. maculata when individuals were heavily 

pigmented and to N. atrata when it was faint. Finally, our results indicate that proper and careful revision of the N. 

atrata species complex will help to understand and clarify taxonomic composition of the genus.

Acknowledgements

We want to give special thanks to L. Barrientos (ICN) for help during the fieldwork; M.A. Pinto for provide 

pictures of live specimens of Ninia teresitae; J.A. Infante-Betancour and J. Gómez for help with map; G. Cardenas 

for help with provenance of some specimens; O. Ramirez-Ruíz for line arts; W. Schargel to provide us pictures of 

some specimens of N. maculata and N. pavimentata; F.I. Daza for his advice and review of this paper; L.F. 

Montaño-Londoño for general support; and M. Sierra-Guerrero, M.C. Sierra-Guerrero, T. Angarita-Serrano, and E. 

Angarita-Sierra for their love, support and help during the last years of Teresita. We thank M. Calderón-Espinosa 

(ICN) for allow the examination of specimens of Ninia under her care. Finally, we thank P. Passos, L.D. Wilson, 

and an anonymous reviewer who helped us to improve the manuscript.

References

Amaral, A. (1938) Estudo sobre ophidios neotropicos 34. Novas notas sobre a fauna da Colombia e descripção de uma especie 
nova de colubrideo aglypho. Memorias do Instituto Butantan, 11 (1937), 232–240.

Andersson, L.G. (1916) Notes on the reptiles and batrachians in the Zoological Museum at Gothenburg with an account of some 
new species. Meddelanden fran Göteborgs Musei Zoologiska Afdelning, 9, 1–41.

Angarita-Sierra, T. (2009) Variación geográfica de Ninia atrata en Colombia (Colubridae: Dipsadinae. Papéis Avulsos de 
Zoologia, 49 (22), 277–288. 
https://doi.org/10.1590/S0031-10492009002200001

Angarita-Sierra, T. (2014) Hemipenial morphology in the semifossorial snakes of the genus Ninia and a new species from 
Trinidad, West Indies (Serpentes: Dipsadidae). South American Journal of Herpetology, 9 (2), 114–130.  
https://doi.org/10.2994/sajh-d-12-00004.1

Angarita-Sierra, T. (2015) Repertoire of antipredator displays in the semifossorial snake Ninia atrata (Hallowell, 1845) 
(Serpentes: Dipsadidae). Herpetology notes, 8, 339–344. 

Auth, D.L. (1994) Checklist and bibliography of the amphibiansand reptiles of Panamá. Smithsonian Herpetological 
Information Service, 98, 1–59. 
https://doi.org/10.5479/si.23317515.98.1

Baird, S.F. & Girard, C. (1853) Catalogue of North American Reptiles in the Museum of the Smithsonian Institution. Part 1. 
Serpentes. Smithsonian Institute, Washington, 172 pp.

Bocourt, M.E. (1883) Mission Scientifique au Mexique et dans l’Amerique Centrale. Livrasion 9, 529–592.
Boos, H.A. (2001) The Snakes of Trinidad and Tobago. Texas A&M University Press, College Station, 328 pp.
Boulenger, G.A. (1911) Descriptions of new reptiles from the Andes of South America, preserved in the british museum. 

Annals and Magazine of Natural History, Series 8, 7 (37), 19–25. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/00222931108692903

Boulenger, G.A. (1896) Descriptions of new reptiles and batrachians from Colombia. Annals and Magazine of Natural History, 
 Zootaxa 4244 (4)  © 2017 Magnolia Press  ·  489NEW NINIA FROM WESTERN COLOMBIA



Series 6, 17 (97), 16–21.  
https://doi.org/10.1080/00222939608680317

Burger, W.L. & Werler, J.E. (1954) The subspecies of the ring-necked coffee snake Ninia diademata, and a short biological and 
taxonomic account of the genus. The University of Kansas Science Bulletin, 36, 643–672.

Cadle, J.E. (1985) The Neotropical colubrid snake fauna (Serpentes: Colubridae): lineage components and biogeography. 
Systematic Zoology, 34 (1), 1–20. 
https://doi.org/10.2307/2413341

Cadle, J.E. & Greene, H.W. (1993) Phylogenetic patterns, biogeography, and the ecological structure of neotropical snake 
assemblage. In: Ricklefs, R.E. & Schulter, D. (Eds.), Species Diversity in Ecological Communities - Historical and 
Geographical Perspectives. University Chicago Press, Chicago, pp. 281–293.

Castaño-M, O.V., Cardenas-A, G., Hernádez-R, E. & Castro, F. (2004) Reptiles en el Chocó biogegráfico-catalogo. In: Rangel-
Ch, J.O. (Ed.), Colombia Diversidad Biótica IV. El Chocó Biogeográfico/Costa Pacífica. Instituto de Ciencas Naturales-
Conservación Internacional, Bogotá, pp. 599–632. 

Colombia (2012) Manual para la Asignación de Compensaciones por Pérdida de Biodiversidad. Ministerio de Medio 
Ambiente y Desarrollo Sostenible. 49 pp. Available from: http://www.minambiente.gov.co/images/BosquesBiodiversidady 
ServiciosEcosistemicos/pdf/gestion_en_biodiversidad/180912_manual_compensaciones.pdf (accessed 21 February 2017)

Cope, E.D. (1862) Catalogues of the reptiles obtained during the explorations of the Parana, Paraguay, Vermejo and Uraguay 
Rivers, by Capt. Thos. J. Page, U.S.N.; and of those procured by Lieut. N. Michler, U.S. Top. Eng., commander of the 
expedition conducting the survey of the Atrato River. Proceedings of the Academy of Natural Sciences of Philadelphia, 14 
(1862), 346–359.

Cope, E.D. (1866) Fourth contribution to the herpetology of tropical America. Proceedings of the Academy of Natural Sciences 
of Philadelphia, 18, 123–132.

Cope, E.D. (1875) On the Batrachia and Reptilia of Costa Rica with notes on the herpetology and ichthyology of Nicaragua and 
Peru. Journal of the Academy of Natural Sciences of Philadelphia, 8, 93–183. 
https://doi.org/10.5962/bhl.title.5028

Daza, J.M., Smith, E.N., Paez, V.P. & Parkinson, C.L. (2009) The origen and diversificatión of the widespread genus 
Leptodeira (Serpentes:Colubridae). Molecular Phylogenetics and Evolution, 53, 653–667. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ympev.2009.07.022

Dowling, H.G. (1951) A proposed standard system of counting ventral in snakes. British Journal of Herpetology, 1, 97–99. 
https://doi.org/10.2307/1437542

Dowling, H.G. & Savage, J.M. (1960) A guide to the snake hemipenis: a survey of basic structure and systematic characters. 
Zoologica, 45, 17–28.

Duellman, W.E. (1958) A monographic study of the colubrid snake genus Leprodeira. Bulletin of American Museum Natural 
History, 114, 1–152.

Duméril, A.M., Bribon, G. & Duméril, A.H. (1854) Erpétologie générale ou Histoire Naturelle complète des Reptiles Vol. 7 
(part 1). Paris: Librairie Encyclopédique de Roret, 780 pp. 
https://doi.org/10.5962/bhl.title.45973

Dunn, E.R. (1935) The snakes of the genus Ninia. Proceedings of the National Academy of Science of the United States of 
America, 21, 9–12. 
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.21.1.9

Fedepalma (2014) Anuario Estadístico. Fedepalma, Bogotá, 255 pp. 
Fritts, T.H., Almendáriz, A. & Samec, S. (2002) A new species of Echinosaura (Gymnophthalmidae) from Ecuador and 

Colombia with comments on other members of the genus and Teuchocercus keyi. Journal of Herpetolgy, 36 (3), 349–355.  
https://doi.org/10.2307/1566177

Fox, J., Weisberg, S., Adler, D., Bates, D., Baud-Bovy, G., Ellison, S., Firth, D., Friendly, M., Gorjanc, G., Graves, S., 
Heiberger, R., Laboissiere, R., Monette, G., Murdoch, D., Nilsson, H., Ogle, D., Ripley, B., Venables, W. & Zeileis, A. 
(2014) Companion to applied regression R package version 2.0-20. Available from: http://CRAN.R-project.org/
package=car (accessed 12 September 2015)

Grant, T. (2004) On the identities of Colostethus inguinalis (Cope,1868) and C. panamensis (Dunn, 1933), with comments on 
C. latinasus (Cope, 1863) (Anura:Dendrobatidae). American museum novitates, 3444, 1–24. 
https://doi.org/10.1206/0003-0082(2004)444%3C0001:OTIOCI%3E2.0.CO;2

Groenen, P., Mathar, R. & Heiser, W.J. (1995) The majorization approach to multidimensional scaling for Minkowski 
distances. Journal of Classification, 12 (1), 3–19. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01202265

Guisande, C., Vaamonde, A. & Berreiro, A. (2014) Rwizard, Available from: http://www.ipez.es/Rwizard/ (accessed 12 
September 2015)

Günther, A. (1858) Catalogue of colubrine snakes in the collection of the British Museum. Annals and Magazine of Natural 
History, 1 (16), 1–281.

Günther, A. (1865) Fourth account of new species of snakes in the collection of the British Museum. Annals and Magazine of 
Natural History, 3 (15), 89–98.

Halllowell, E. (1845) Descriptions of reptiles from South America, supposed to be new. Proceedings of the Academy of Natural 
Sciences of Philadelphia, 2, 241–247.

Henao-Sarminento, J.E., Cardenas-Torres, M.A. & Fajardo-Patiño, A. (2008) Zonificación ambiental de la reserva forestal del 
ANGARITA-SIERRA & LYNCH490  ·  Zootaxa 4244 (4)  © 2017 Magnolia Press

http://www.minambiente.gov.co/images/BosquesBiodiversidadyServiciosEcosistemicos/pdf/gestion_en_biodiversidad/180912_manual_compensaciones.pdf
http://www.minambiente.gov.co/images/BosquesBiodiversidadyServiciosEcosistemicos/pdf/gestion_en_biodiversidad/180912_manual_compensaciones.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1206/0003-0082(2004)444%3C0001:OTIOCI%3E2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1206/0003-0082(2004)444%3C0001:OTIOCI%3E2.0.CO;2
http://CRAN.R-project.org/package=car


Pacífico en jurisdicción del departamento de Cordoba, Caribe colombiano. Colombia Forestal, 11 (1), 175–200. 
https://doi.org/10.14483/udistrital.jour.colomb.for.2008.1.a12

Hernández-Camacho, J., Hurtado-Guerra, A., Ortiz-Quijano, R. & Walshburger, T. (1992) Unidades biogeograficas de 
Colombia. In: Halffter, G. (Ed.), La diversidad Biológica de Ibreroamerica I. Instituto de Ecología A.C., México, 204 pp.

Holdridge, L.R. (1947) Determination of world plant formations from simple climatic data. Science, 105 (2727), 367–368. 
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.105.2727.367

Ingrasci, M.J. (2011) Molecular Systematic of the Coffe snakes, genus Ninia (Colubridae: Dipsadinae). M.Sc. Thesis, 
University of Texas, Arlington, 127 pp.

Köhler, G. (2008) Reptiles of Central America. Herpeton, Ofenbach, 361 pp.
Kruskal, J.B. & Wish, M. (1978) Multidimensional Scaling. Sage Publications Inc., Newbury Park, 98 pp. 

https://doi.org/10.4135/9781412985130
Latorre, P., Jaramillo, J.P., Corredor, O.R. & Arias, L.G. (2014) Condición de las Unidades Ecobiogeograficas Continentales y 

Sistema Nacional de Áreas Protegidas en Colombia (Base de Datos Geográfica a Escala 1:100.000). Parques Nacionales 
Naturales de Colombia, Bogotá, 270 pp.

Linnaeus, C. (1758) Systema naturæ per regna tria naturæ, secundum classes, ordines, genera, species, cum characteribus,
differentiis, synonymis, locis. Tomus I. Laurentii Salvii, Holmiæ, 824 pp.

Lynch, J.D. (2015) The role of plantations of african palm (Elaeis guineensis Jacq) in the conservation of snakes in Colombia. 
Caldasia, 37 (1), 169–182. 
https://doi.org/10.15446/caldasia.v37n1.50992

Marquez, C., Bechard, M., Gast, F. & Vanegas, V.H. (2005) Aves Rapaces de Colombia. Instituto de Investigación de Recursos 
Biológicos Alexander von Humboldt, Bogotá, 383 pp.

McCranie, J.R. & Wilson, L.D. (1995) Two new species of colubrid snakes of the genus Ninia from Central America. Journal 
of Herpetology, 29, 224–232. 
https://doi.org/10.2307/1564559

Medina-Rangel, G.F. (2015) Ninia atrata, geographic distribution. Herpetological Review, 46 (4), 574–575.
Mesa-Joya, F.L. (2015) First record of Ninia atrata (Hallowell, 1845) (Squamata: Colubridae) from Sierra Nevada de Santa 

Marta, northern Colombia. Check List, 11 (2), 1–3.  
https://doi.org/10.15560/11.2.1584

Murphy, J.C. (1997) Amphibian and Reptiles of Trinidad and Tobago. Krieger Publishing Company, Malabar, Florida, 245 pp.
Myers, C.W. (1974) The systematics of Rhadinaea (Colubridae), a genus of New World snakes. Bulletin of the American 

Museum of Natural History, 153, 1–262.
Myers, C.W. & Cadle, J.E. (2003) On the snake hemipenis, with notes of Psomophis and techniques of eversion: a response to 

Dowling. Herpetological Review, 34, 295–302.
Myers, C.W. & McDowell, S.B. (2014) New taxa and cryptic species of Neotropical snakes (Xenodontinae), with commentary 

on hemipenes as generic and specific characters. Bulletin of the American Museum of Natural History, 1 (385), 1–112. 
https://doi.org/10.1206/862.1

Niceforo Maria, H. (1942) Los ofidios de Colombia. Revista de la Academia Colombiana de Ciencias Exactas, Físicas y 
Naturales, 5, 84–101.

Oksanen, J., Blanchet, F.G., Kindt, R., Legendre, P., Minchin, P.R., O’Hara, R.B., Simpson, G.L., Solymos, P., Henry, M., 
Stevens, H. & Wagner, H. (2013) Community Ecology Package. R package. Version 2.0-10. Available from: http://
CRAN.R-project.org/package=vegan (accessed 12 September 2015)

Ospina-Sarria, J.J., Angarita-Sierra, T. & Pedroza-Banda, R.F. (2015) A new species of Craugastor (Anura: Craugastoridae) 
from the Magdalena River Valley, Colombia, with evaluation of the characters used to identify species of the Craugastor 
fitzingeri group. South American Journal of Herpetology, 10 (3), 165–177. 
https://doi.org/10.2994/sajh-d-14-00014.1

Paker, H.W. (1940) Undescribed anatomical structures and new species of reptiles and amphibians. Annals and Magazine of 
Natural History, 5, 257–274. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/00222934008527045

Pesantes, O. (1994) A method for preparing the hemipenis of preserved snakes. Journal of Herpetology, 28 (1), 93–95.  
https://doi.org/10.2307/1564686

Peters, J.A. (1964) Dictionary of Herpetology. Hafner publishing company, New York, 450 pp.
Peters, J.A. & Orejas-Miranda, B. (1970) Catalogue of the Neotropical Squamata. Part I. Snakes. United States National 

Museum Bulletin, 297, 1–347. 
https://doi.org/10.5479/si.03629236.297.1

Peters, W.C. (1861) Über neue Schlangen des Königl. zoologischen Museums: Typhlops striolatus, Geophidium dubium,
Streptophorus (Ninia) maculatus, Elaps hippocrepis. Monatsberichte der Königlichen Preussische Akademie des 
Wissenschaften zu Berlin, 1861, 922–925.

Peters, W.C. (1863) Über einige neue oder weniger bekannte Schlangenarten des zoologischen Museums zu Berlin. 
Monatsberichte der Königlichen Preussische Akademie des Wissenschaften zu Berlin, 1863, 273–289.

Pinto-Sanchez, N.R., Calderón-Espinosa, M.L., Miralles, A., Crawford, A.J. & Ramírez-Pinilla, M.P. (2015) Molecular 
phylogenetics and biogeography of the Neotropical skink genus Mabuya Fitzinger (Squamata: Scincidae) with emphasis 
on Colombian populations. Molecular phylogenetics ans Evolution, 93, 188–211. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ympev.2015.07.016 
 Zootaxa 4244 (4)  © 2017 Magnolia Press  ·  491NEW NINIA FROM WESTERN COLOMBIA



Poveda-M, I.C., Rojas-P, C.A., Rudas, A. & Rangel-Ch, O.J. (2004) El Chocó biogeográfico: Ambiente físico. In: Rangel-Ch, 
O.J. (Ed.), Colombia Biodiversidad Biótica IV: El Chocó biogeográfico/ Costa Pacífica. Universidad Nacional de 
Colombia, Conservación Internacional, Bogotá, pp. 1˗21.

Rámirez-Chaves, H.F., Noguera-Urbano, E.A. & Rodrígez-Posada, M.E. (2013) Mamíferos (Mammalia) del departamento de 
Putumayo, Colombia. Revista de la Academia Colombiana de Ciencias Exactas, Físicas y Naturales, 37 (143), 263–286. 
https://doi.org/10.18257/raccefyn.9

Rangel-Ch, O.J. (1995) Colombia Diversidad Biotica I. Instituto de Ciencias Naturales. Universidad Nacional de Colombia, 
Bogotá, 442 pp. 

Rangel-Ch, O.J. & Arellano-P, H. (2004) Clima del chocó biogegráfico/ costa Pacífica de Colombia. In: Rangel-Ch, O.J. (Ed.), 
Colombia Diversidad Biótica. IV. El Chocó biogeográfico/ Costa Pacífica. Instituto de Ciencias Naturales-Ocnservación 
Internacional, Bogotá, pp. 39–82.

Rangel-Ch, O.J. (2009) Colombia diversidad biótica VIII: media y baja montaña de la serranía de Perijá. Instituto de Ciencias 
Naturales, Universidad Nacional de Colombia, 728 pp.

Ren, S., & Frymier, P.D. (2003) Use of multidimensional scaling in the selection of wastewater toxicity test battery 
components. Water research, 37 (2003), 1655–1661. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0043-1354(02)00518-3

Rivas, G.A., Molina, C.R., Ugueto, G.N., Barros,T.R., Barros-Amorós, C. & Kok, P.J.R. (2012) Reptiles of Venezuela: an 
updated and commented checklist. Zootaxa, 3211, 1–64. 

Rivera-Correa, M., Duarte-Cubides, F., Rueda-Almoacid, J. & Daza, J.M. (2013) A new red-eyed treefrog of Agalychnis
(Anura: Hylidae: Phyllomedusinae) from middle Magdalena River valley of Colombia with comments on its phylogenetic 
position. Zootaxa, 3636 (1), 82–100. 
https://doi.org/10.11646/zootaxa.3636.1.4

Rojas-Morales, J.A. (2012) On the geographic distribution of the false coral snake, Rhinobothryum bovallii (Serpentes: 
Dipsadidae), in Colombia a biogeographical perspective. Salamandra, 48 (4), 243–248.

Roncancio, N.J., Rojas, W.A. & Defler, T.A. (2011) Densidad poblacional de Saguinus leucopus en remanentes de bosque con 
diferentes caraterísticas físicas y biológicas. Mastozoología Tropical, 18 (1), 105˗117.  
https://doi.org/10.1896/044.015.0211 

Rossman, D.A. (2002) Morphological variation in the endemic Colombian water snake, Helicops danieli Amaral 1937 
(Serpentes: Xenodontidae). Recvista de la Acadamia Colombian de Ciencias Exactas, Físicas y Naturales, 26 (100), 589–
594.

Salvin, O. (1868) Further revision of the genus Leucopternis, with a description of a new species. Ibis, 14 (3), 240–243.
Savage, J.M. (2002) The Amphibians and Reptiles of Costa Rica. A Herpetofauna between two Continents, between two Seas.

University of Chicago Press, Chicago, 954 pp.
Savage, J.M. & Lahanas, P.N. (1991) On the species of the colubrid snake genus Ninia in Costa Rica and western Panama. 

Herpetologica, 47 (1), 37–53.
Schuchert, C. (1935) Historical Geology, Antillean-Caribbean Region. John Wiley & Sons Publishing Inc., New York, 811 pp.
Smith, B.E. & Campbell, J. (1996) The systematic status of Guatemalan populations of sankes allied with Ninia macualata

(Reptilia: Colubridae). Proceedings of the Biological Society of Washington, 109, 749–754.
Smith, E.N. & Ferrari-Castro, J.A. (2008) A new species of jumping pitviper of the genus Atropoides (Serpentes: Viperidae: 

Crotalinae) from the Sierra de Botaderos and the Sierra La Muralla, Honduras. Zootaxa, 1948, 57–68.
Solari, S., Muñoz-saba, Y., Rodriguez-Maecha, J.V., Defler, T.R., Ramírez-Chaves, H. & Trujillo, F. (2013) Riqueza, 

endemismo y conservación de los mamíferos de Colombia. Mastozoologia Neotropical, 2 (2), 301–365.
Zaher, H. & Prudente, A.C. (2003) Hemipenes of Siphlophis (Serpentes, Xenodontinae) and techniques of hemipenial 

preparation in snakes:response to Dowling. Herpetological Review, 34, 302–307.

APPENDIX. Specimens examined.

Ninia atrata (n =61). COLOMBIA: ANTIOQUIA: Medellín: (AMNH 35673–74). META: Puerto Lleras: Lomalinda: (UTA-R 
3603, 3607, 3641, 3715–16, 3640, 3649), San Martin: Vereda La Castañeda: Palmas del Meta S.A: (ICN 10756–67, 
12529–30); VALLE DEL CAUCA: (USNM 151675). ECUADOR: MANABI: Río Cauque: Pedernales-El Carmen road: 
(UTA-R 23525). TRINIDAD & TOBAGO: TRINIDAD: (FNMH 49953, KU112622), St. George: (USNM 146362), 
Tucker Valley: (AMNH 64472); TOBAGO: St. John: (USNM 228096). VENEZUELA: ARAGUA: Rancho 
Grande: (AMNH 98269, FNMH 204475); MIRANDA: Power plant Curupao: (AMNH 59425, 59427).

Ninia maculata (n = 2). HONDURAS: OLANCHO, Sierra de Botaderas Cauca, 5°38’382”N, 86°21’145”W, elevation 
895 m, (UTA-R 54000); PANAMÁ: DARIÉN: (USNM 50114).

Ninia pavimentata (n = 8). GUATEMALA: BAJA VERAPAZ: Cerro Verde, (UTA-R 7099); SAN MARCOS: San 
Rafael Pie de la Cuesta, Aldea La fraternidad, elevation 1600m, (UTA-R 39508, 42402, 42405–08, 46560).
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