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All three of our Bay Island specimens as well as the Olancho specimen
exhibit the usual condition.

SPECIMENS EXAMINED.-Isla de Roatan: 5 km N Roatan (LSUMZ 21493);
ca. 3 mi W Roatan (LSUMZ 22349). Isla de Guanaja: La Playa Hotel (LSUMZ
21494).

ADDITIONAL SPECIMENS.-Isla de Guanaja: no other data (KU 101352).

Leptotyphlops phenops (Cope)

The albifrons group, to which the Bay Island Leptotyphlops belongs,
is in a notorious state of taxonomic confusion (Dunn and Saxe 1950,
Thomas 1965). The taxonomic history of the albifrons group has been
characterized by the attachment of many new names to unusual spe6imens
with little attempt at synthesis. Currently four species of the albifrons
group are recognized in Mexico and Central America: L. phenops
(Cope) (with its subspecies bakewelli-fide Smith 1943); L. ater Taylor
(L. nasalis Taylor is a synonym of ater-fide Dunn and Saxe 1950);
L. goudoti (Dum6ril and Bibron); L. albifrons (Wagler). Taylor (1940)
described L. magnamaculata as a distinct species on the basis of
a single specimen from Isla de Utila. Since that time this form has
been regarded as a subspecies of L. albifrons (Dunn and Saxe 1950,
Thomas 1965, Echternacht 1968).

The holotype of L. albifrons (Wagler) from ParA, Brazil was de-
stroyed during World War II and the original description is not suffi-
ciently detailed to allow for an association of the name albifrons with any
material of this group now available from South America (Smith and
List 1958). These authors indicated that a neotype should be designated
using a topotype. Orejas-Miranda (1967) in a recent review of Ama-
zonian Leptotyphlops was unable to alleviate the confusion ostensibly
because of a lack of sufficient topotypic material. He chose not to
designate a neotype, but he did present the following diagnosis of al-
bifrons, which he believed would distinguish it from L. tenella and other
"related" nominal species of Leptotyphlops in the Amazonian region:
"(1) supraoculars of medium size, larger than prefrontal; (2) two sup-
ralabials, the first not in contact with the supraocular; (3) less than
200 dorsal scales the length of the body; (4) 10 rows of scales around
middle of tail; (5) coloration of light zig-zag stripes and light cephalic
and caudal spots." He used the first two of the above characters to de-
fine the albifrons group, to which he assigned only albifrons.

As the holotype of albifrons has been destroyed and the original de-
scription is insufficiently detailed to allow association of the name with
any taxon, the best course would be to designate Stenostoma albifrons
Wagler 1824 a nomen dubium. Smith and List (1958) objected to this


