
No.18 | November 2016

Newsletter of the South Asian Reptile Network

OPEN ACCESS | FREE DOWNLOAD

Reptile Rap
ISSN 2230-7079 

Date of publication: 30 November 2016

www.zoosprint.org/Newsletters/ReptileRap.htm

http://www.zoosprint.org/newsletters/reptilerap.htm
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


REPTILE RAP #18, 30 November 2016

2

Contents

A pilot-survey to assess the diversity and distribution of reptilian fauna in Taralu Village, abutting the 
Bannerghatta National Park, Karnataka, India
--  S. Aaranya Gayathri, M. Jayashankar & K. Avinash, Pp. 3–18

A comprehensive report on the Hook-nosed Sea Snake Enhydrina schistosa (Daudin, 1803)
-- Hatkar Prachi & Chinnasamy Ramesh, Pp. 19–22

A sighting of the Sind Awl-headed Snake Lytorhynchus paradoxus (Günther, 1875) from western Rajasthan: 
Habitat preferences 
-- Kachhawa Yati, Kachhawa Dimple, Kumawat Kumar Rakesh, K.K. Sharma & Sharma Vivek, Pp. 23–24

Distribution of Treutler’s Gecko (Hemidactylus treutleri  Mahony, 2009) in Telangana and Andhra Pradesh, 
southern India - a general information
-- B. Laxmi Narayana, G. Baburao & V. Vasudeva Rao, Pp. 25–28

On the occurrence of the Calamaria Reed Snake Liopeltis calamaria (Günther, 1858) (Squamata: Colubridae), 
in the Kalakadu Mundanthurai Tiger Reserve, India
-- Surya Narayanan, Pp. 29–30

Note on record of body length of the Common Wolf Snake Lycodon aulicus
-- Raju Vyas, Pp. 31–32

Unusual feeding behavior of the Checkered Keelback Xenochrophis piscator on Jahangirnagar University 
Campus, Savar, Dhaka, Bangladesh
-- Noman Al Moktadir & Md. Kamrul Hasan, Pp. 32–33

Bifid tail in Hemidactylus prashadi (Smith, 1935) 
-- Shivanand R. Yankanchi & Suresh M. Kumbar, Pp. 34–35

Some observations on the Malabar Pit Viper Trimeresurus malabaricus in central Western Ghats, India
-- Uday Sagar, Pp. 36–39

First records of Oligodon taeniolatus and Bungarus sindnus walli from Nagpur District, Maharashtra, India
-- Deshmukh, R.V., Sager A. Deshmukh & Swapnil A. Badhekar, Pp. 40–42

Snakes in an urban environment: A follow up on patterns of snake occurrences in western Ahmedabad after a 
gap of 15 years
-- Rishit Shroff, Pp. 43–50

A record of a 1,244mm long Common Krait Bungarus caeruleus (Schneider, 1801) from Dhangarhi, Corbett 
Tiger Reserve, Uttarakhand, India 
-- Sumanta Kundu, Gajendra Singh Mehra, Deepa Bisht & Saket Badola, Pp. 51–52



REPTILE RAP #18, 30 November 2016

3

A pilot-survey to assess the diversity and distribution of reptilian fauna in 
Taralu Village, abutting the Bannerghatta National Park, Karnataka, India

S. Aaranya Gayathri 1, M. Jayashankar 2 & K. Avinash 3 

1,2,3 A Rocha India, Taralu Field Study Centre, #257, Taralu Estate, Taralu Post, Uttarahalli, Bengaluru, Karnataka  560082, India
2 Research Associate, National Initiative on Climate Change Resilient Agriculture (NICRA), Division of Entomology and 
Nematology, Indian Institute of Horticulture Research (IIHR), Hessearghatta, Bengaluru, Karnataka 560089, India
1 aaranyagayathri18@gmail.com, 2 jay81zoology@gmail.com, 3 avinash.krishnan@arocha.org (corresponding author)

The level of biodiversity within a habitat is a good 
measure of the health of an ecosystem.  Ecological 
studies have revealed that habitat modification 
can cause changes in the prey-predator dynamics 
in a given landscape resulting in alteration of 
suitability of the habitat for a given species 
(Donovan et al. 1997; Byers 2002; Tewksbury 
et al. 2006).  Sanderson et al. (2002) estimated 
that more than 4/5th of the earth’s land area is 
influenced by human presence and anthropogenic 
activities including cultivation, urbanization and 
transport.  Though this may impact most of the 
ecosystem components, amphibians and reptiles 
have been found to be particularly sensitive to their 
habitat (Marks, 2006).  Considering the impact of 
human habitation on reptilian fauna, the current 
study was undertaken in Taralu to understand the 
reptilian diversity and distribution within the given 
habitats.

Taralu is a village of about 434 acres bordering 
one of the last largest remaining scrub forest 
of the country, the Bannerghatta National Park 
(BNP) which is placed along the confluence of 
the Eastern and the Western Ghats (Varma et al. 
2009).  Although situated in close proximity to a 
national park, Taralu has been reported to sustain 
a human population of more than 1000 individuals 
(Population Census 2010) and hence having a 
population density of more than 560 per sq.km.  To 
meet the growing needs of the local community, 
the area has also been continuously altered.  
During the study it was found that close to 47% of 
the total land area of Taralu has been converted 
into agriculture lands.  However, lack of literature 
in this regard has disabled understanding the 
impact of habitat modification on reptiles in this 

region.  Cropland ecosystems can be considered as 
ecotone aiding in exchange of species and nutrients 
between communities thereby supporting 
biodiversity (Grace Communications Foundation 
2011).  Taralu could be considered an important 
ecotone between the forest ecosystem of BNP 
and other ecosystems of the region. With this 
background, the present survey was conducted 
in this region to understand the diversity and 
distribution of reptiles in the given habitat niches, 
to attempt understanding of habitat usage of 
reptiles in a high human-dominated landscape 
and to gauge human perceptions on existence, 
encounters and conservation of reptiles found in 
the area.
 
Study Area

The current study was conducted in Taralu 
Village (12046-47’N & 77031-32’E) situated in 
Bangalore South Taluk of Bangalore Urban District, 
Karnataka, southern India (Fig. 1).  The terrain of 
Taralu is not just an extension of the scrubland of 
the BNP, it also exposes an assortment of other 
habitats.  The habitat variation could be a result 
of the change in land-use patterns and human 
domination in the creation of selective niches 
to accommodate the requirements of the local 
community.  Considering vegetation as one of the 
parameters that aid in defining the level of human-
habitation (Weeks 2010), the study area was 
compartmentalized into different zones based on 
vegetation and habitat availability as follows:

i) Agricultural Area (a) - Controlled plots that 
could be man-managed and/or maintained at 
various extents ranging from man-powered crop 
production practices to mechanical practices.  
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A variety of natural and artificial pest control 
systems are also being followed. In the site of 
Taralu, these areas predominantly produce crops 
like ragi (Eleusine coracana), tomato (Solanum 
lycopersicum), alfalfa grass (Medicago sativa), 
sapota (Manilkara zapota), sugarcane (Saccharum 
sp.), banana (Musa sp.), arecanut (Areca catechu) 
and coconut (Cocus nucifera). However, these 
quarters could include currently utilized areas or 
areas left undisturbed for future usage. 

ii) Dry Deciduous Cover (f) - This type of 
vegetation covers only a small area of land outlining 
the borders between Taralu and Bannerghatta 
National Park which is mostly covered with 
Ceylon Satinwood (Chloroxylon swietenia) and Red 
Catechue (Acacia chundra).

iii) Human - dominated landscapes (h) - Regions 
of intense human activity including houses, cattle/
poultry sheds, roads, industries and other man-
made buildings are considered to be highly human-
dominated.  Vegetation in these parts could be 
scarce, however, may include shrub verbenas 

(Lantana camara), coconut trees (Cocus nucifera), 
mango trees (Mangifera indica) and tamarind trees 
(Tamarindus indica).

iv) Lentic Aquatic System (A) - Naturally 
occurring aquatic ecosytems that includes 
diversified biota including snails, aquatic plants, 
fish and other invertebrates and a variety of 
vertebrates as well.  These include naturally dried 
up or active ecosystems depending on the season 
or due to the extensive anthropogenic activities 
such as sand filtration, de-silting activities by the 
locals.  The commonly found vegetation in the 
study area includes various kinds of reeds like 
Phragmites australis, lotus (Nelumbo nucifera) and 
common purslane (Portulaca spp.).

v) Scrubland Vegetation (s) - The terrain 
classified under this are scattered by species 
of mesquite (Prosopsis juliflora), chromolaena 
(Chromolaena odorata) and shrub verbenas 
(Lantana camara). The areas are either naturally 
scattered with the scrubland vegetation or left 
temporarily undisturbed by human activity. 

Figure 1. Map depicting the study area and its geographical proximity to the Bannerghatta National Park (BNP)
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Methods
Field study was carried out in the month of 

April 2014.  All the aforesaid habitat types were 
surveyed to record the present reptilian diversity. 
Visual encounter was adopted as the sampling 
approach and the surveys were conducted for 
30 days (1st–30th) in the month of April 2014.  The 
sampling time varied from 4–8 hr on the 24-
hour cycle on a random basis and the number 
of members sampling differed from 1–8 for a 
sampling period.  Efforts were made to ensure 
sampling all the possible areas in the vicinity from 
ground level crevices, burrows to the tree branches 
in the regions sampled with minimal alteration in 
the habitat. 

In order to assess the impact of movement of 
human/cattle on the habitat usage of reptilian 
fauna, a cultivated area of 3.5 acres was chosen as 
the sampling plot.  A one-day trial was conducted to 
devise hours of high human/cattle activity in a given 
day from 06:00hr to 18:00hr. Some diurnal reptiles 
follow a bimodal activity pattern during summer 
season with peaks hours of activity between 0930h 
and 1100h (eg, Heatwole and Taylor, 1987; Huey, 
1982). Hence sampling period for the current study 
was chosen between 0900h and 1200h where 
human/cattle activity also maximized. The area 
was divided into three zones based on human/
cattle activity levels on a standardized scale (Table 
1). After assessment, the three chosen plots (B1, 
B2 and B3) were graded as 2, 5 and 0 respectively 
to enable comparison. Block sampling method was 
adopted and sampling of these blocks was carried 
out simultaneously during the study period. The 
sampling time varied from 1 to 3 hrs a day and the 
number of members sampling differed from 1 to 8 
for a sampling period. 

To acquire knowledge on the perceptions of 
the communities of Taralu towards the reptiles, 
reflecting their individual views, religious and 
cultural practices referring to the reptilian fauna 
present in and around Taralu, a questionnaire 
survey was conducted. The questionnaire (N= 72, 
collective opinion of each family treated as a single 
sample) covers a wide list of questions including 
common species encountered, responses during 

encounters, species-specific religious and cultural 
practices followed by the individuals and their 
opinion on importance of reptiles in the ecosystem. 
A structured questionnaire (Appendix 1) was used 
to gather information from the residents of Taralu 
with prior consent.

Results
Species diversity: Continuous diurnal and 

nocturnal field surveys revealed 20 different 
species of reptiles belonging to 3 sub-orders and 
8 families during the study period in Taralu (Table 
2). Two hundred and seventy individuals of reptiles 
were counted . The list of species photographed 
is given in Images 1–20. The species richness 
varied with the habitat of encounter which can 
be seen in the plotted correlation graph (Fig. 2) 
between the recorded reptile species and their 
habitat of encounter revealed that the number 
of individuals encountered is unexpectedly high 
in human-dominated landscapes and agricultural 
lands. Moreover, the number of species in human-
dominated seems to be the highest with 12 taxa 
and agricultural land and aquatic with 10 different 
species. A comparison between different orders of 
reptiles with respect to their habitat reveals that 
lizards were recorded more in human-dominated 
and agricultural zones (Fig. 3), however, snakes 
seem to be present more in cropland and aquatic 
systems. 

Discovery of a new range of species: Tamanna 
Sun Skink, Eutropis tammanna Das, De Silva 
and Austin 2008 (Squamata: Scincidae) was first 
identified under Mabuya sp. and its distribution 
in Sri Lanka was reported by Fernando (1984) and 
Panabokke (1996). The species was later described 

Table 1. Standardization of human/cattle activity scale

Sno Scale Activity pattern (human/cattle)

1 0 Negligible activity (less than an hour a day)

2 1 Very low activity (1–2 h a day)

3 2 Low activity (2–3 h a day)

4 3 Moderate activity (3–4 h a day)

5 4 High activity (4–5 h a day)

6 5 Very high activity (5–6 h a day)
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in 2005 under the genus Mabuya by Indraneil Das 
and Anslem De Silva. In 2008, Das et al. compared 
the specimens of this species in Sri Lanka with the 
congeners from both Sri Lanka and Peninsular India 
and described them as a new species under Genus 
Eutropis as Eutropis tammanna. A report compiled 
by IUCN in 2011 describes this skink species to be 
endemic to the Sri Lankan island.

During the present survey in Taralu (Bangalore, 

southern India), the first opportunistic encounter 
of five individuals of Eutropis tammanna (Image 
10) is reported. They were spotted in semi-dry 
dense vegetation areas under clutters of fallen 
leaves on ground. Though molecular diagnosis 
was not carried out, morphological identification 
from photographs revealed that the ear openings 
are larger than adjacent scales, dark labial bars are 
present and dark postocular stripe was absent. 

Figure 2. Graph representing correlation between species recorded and their habitats of encounter

Figure 3. Graph representing correlation between orders of reptiles recorded and their habitats of encounter
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Furthermore, the gular, rostral and labial region 
was found to be flame scarlet identifying the 
species to be breeding males of Eutropis tammanna 
which is in correlation with the description by Das 
et al., 2008. 

Impact of human activity on reptile habitat 
usage patterns

Five species were recorded in the sampling 
cultivated plot namely, Calotes versicolor, Eutropis 
tammanna, Hemidactylus brookii, Mabuya carinata 
and Pytas mucosus, however, the number of 
individuals and species observed during the 
sampling period varied among the chosen blocks. 
Within an area of about 0.5 acre, 23 reptiles were 
encountered in the B3 which was graded the least 
on the human-interference scale of 0, belonging to 
3 species. Moreover, photographic identification 
reveals that a minimum of 6 individuals of Calotes 
versicolor were observed in this block. On the other 
hand, 9 and 5 reptiles were encountered in the B1 
and B2 blocks with human-interference scale of 2 
and 5, respectively. It can be considered that, B3 
block despite being in close proximity to a human-
dominated landscape such as a cultivated land, 
a buffer zone of unaltered habitat of about 1/7th 
of the total land area, seem to be supporting or 
providing refuge to close to 62% of the cropland 
reptilian biodiversity encountered, during peak 
hours of human/cattle activity in B1 and B2 blocks.

Perception analysis
Questionnaire survey in Taralu revealed species-

specific responses on perceptions towards reptilian 
fauna commonly found in the study region.

a. Lizards: Ninety seven percent of the people 
sampled have encountered lizards including 
geckos, agamids and skinks. Even though 
maximum encounters have been inside the houses, 
only 14% of the people interviewed reported 
that they kill lizards on sight inside their houses 
especially geckos, however, overall analysis of 
figures indicates that 94% of the people leave 
them undisturbed outside their localities, making 
lizards less prone to human intervention. Eight five 
percent of the questionnaires revealed that lizards 
do not hold any religious value and there are no 

specific practices followed in the region of Taralu. 
The community also seemed to be aware of the 
feeding habits of lizards.

b. Snakes: Snakes have been encountered by 
most people in the region of Taralu, according to 
the data obtained, commonly species belonging 
to Ahaetualla nasuta, Daboia russelli, Eryx conicus, 
Naja naja and Pytas mucosus. Close to 7 in 100 
people kill snakes on sight despite the location 
and 60% of the people revealed that inside their 

Scientific name Common name

Chelonia

Family: Geoemydidae

1. Melanochelys trijuga Indian Pond Terrapin

Squamata: Sauria

Family: Agamidae

1. Calotes versicolor Common Garden Lizard

2. Psammophilus dorsalis Peninsular Rock Agama

Family: Gekkonidae

1. Cnemaspis mysoriensis Mysore Day Gecko

2. Hemidactylus brookii Brook’s Gecko

3. Hemidactylus frenatus Southern House Gecko

4. Hemidactylus leschenaultii Bark Gecko

5. Hemidactylus triedrus Termite Hill Gecko

Family: Scincidae

1. Eutropis multifasciata Many-lined Grass Skink

2. Eutropis tammanna Tammanna Skink

3. Lygosoma punctatus Snake Skink

4. Eutropis carinata Brahminy Skink

Squamata: Serpentes

Family: Boidae

1. Eyrx conicus Russell’s Earth Boa

Family: Colubridae

1. Ahaetulla nasuta
Common Green Vine 
Snake

2. Dendrelaphis tristis
Common Indian 
Bronzeback Snake

3. Oligodon arnensis Common Kukri Snake

4. Ptyas mucosus Common Rat Snake

5. Xenochrophis piscator Checkered Keel Back

Family: Elapidae

1. Naja naja
Common Spectacled 
Cobra

Family: Viperidae

1. Daboia russelii Russell’s Viper

Table 2. List of reptilian species encountered in the region 
of Taralu (April 2014)
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Image 1. Indian Pond Terrapin Melanochelys trijuga

Image 3. Peninsular Rock Agama Psammophilus dorsalis

Image 5. Brook’s Gecko Hemidactylus brookii

Image 2. Common Garden Lizard Calotes versicolor

Image 4. Mysore Day Gecko Cnemaspis mysoriensis

Image 6. Southern House Gecko Hemidactylus frenatus

Image 7. Bark Gecko Hemidactylus leschenaultii Image 8. Termite Hill Gecko Hemidactylus triedrus



REPTILE RAP #18, 30 November 2016

9

localities, snakes encountered are killed either 
by head-stab or burn, mostly biased to the 
Spectacled Cobra (Naja naja). Thirty three percent 
of the representatives seem to be encountering 
snakes on a weekly scale; 1 in 4 of them encounters 
serpents within houses and hence leads to lethal 
confrontation towards snakes. If the data obtained 
is considered without any subjective bias, it can be 
assumed that a minimum of 5 snakes are killed 
every 7 days. Such a scenario can pose a major 
threat to the conservation of the concerned 
species. Despite the predominant Hinduism 
customary practices pertaining to Naja naja, the 
sight of snakes seems to instigate fear in the minds 
of 60% of the people sampled and 1/5th of people 
have accepted that agricultural practices from 
the land are withdrawn on the sight of a snake. 
Human-snake conflict seems to be of a concern 
within human-dominated territories.

Discussions
The present record of 20 different species of 

reptiles is a first of its kind from the study area. 
Taralu has, therefore been asserted to sustain a 
minimum of 20 reptile species during the survey 
period encompassing varied ecosystems; however, 
human-dominated landscapes seem to support 
more than 67% of the recorded reptilian population. 
Furthermore, it has been apparent that within a 
high human-dominated region, habitat usage is 
higher in blocks of negligible human/cattle activity 
during hours of high anthropogenic movements. 
It can be inferred from the obtained results that 
in spite of high occupancy of reptiles in human-
dominated regions, undisturbed buffer zones may 
help in providing refuge covers to reptiles. 

Threats to human life from lizards are less 
compared to snakes recorded in the region in 
terms of size, attack and venom. This is clearly 
reflected in the perception analysis and must have 
stemmed from experiences, hear, says and word of 
caution perpetuated via communications among 
the locals. Additionally, religious and cultural 
traditions seem to be playing a major part in 
how people of Taralu respond to encounters with 
reptiles. Especially for Naja naja (also a poisonous 

snake) the fear psychosis has an ultimate human 
response to kill snakes when encountered over-
riding conservation concerns, if any. Such reflex 
actions perhaps, drastically impact the population 
of reptiles especially snakes in the area. Therefore, 
it is evident from the study that conflicts are high 
and common community practices are being a 
threat to the reptiles in most cases. Maneuvering 
the intense customary background to practices 
to establish management protocol could be a 
challenging task. Also, further investigation and 
analysis in this region of Taralu in terms of available 
refuge covers and habitat usages could help 
preserve the fauna of an important biodiversity 
spot. 
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Appendix 1: Questionnaire Survey 

 

 

A pilot-survey to assess the diversity and distribution of 
reptilian fauna in Taralu village, abutting the Bannerghatta National Park, Bangalore 

Questionnaire Survey 

Date:              Start Time:     End Time: 

Location (GPS):          Village Name:    

Name of the interviewer (s): 

 

Personal details of interviewee: 

Name:       Age: 

Position in the Family:     Number of members in the family: 

Profession:      Livestock:   Yes/No 

Number of cows/goats/sheep/pigs/poultry:        /           /           /         /          /  

Religion followed:       

I) Have you seen reptiles around?  Yes/No 

Lizards: 

1. How often do you see them?  

a) Yearly once                        b) 6 months once                        c) 3 months once 

d) Once a month                     e) Weekly                                   f) Daily 

2. Where do you see them? 

 a) Farmland     b) Water body                             c) House/cattle shed 

d)  Temples     e) Forest area                 f) Others (mention)  

3. When do you generally see them? 

       a)   4:01 am -7:00 am            b) 7:01 am – 12:00 noon            c) 12:01 pm- 3:00 pm   

        d)  3:01pm - 6:00 pm            e)  6:01 pm - 9:00 pm                  f)  9:01 pm – 12:00 am   

        g) 12:01am - 4:00 am 
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 4. Description of the last one you saw:   Date:                      Time:  

Species known ……………………… 

a) Colour 

                          a.1) White        a.2) Brown            a.3) Yellow               a.4) Black           

a.5) Green     a.6) Others (mention) 

       b)    Patterns Yes/No 

  b.1) Horizontal stripes       b.2) Vertical stripes         b.3) Diamond shaped     

b.4) Spotted       b.5) Reticulated             b.6) Others (mention) 

      c)    Length 

  c.1) 10 cm            c.2)10 cm-20 cm     c.3) 21- 50 cm            c.4) > 50 cm 

      d)    Width 

  d.1) ≤ 10 cm           d.2)10-20 cm    d.3) > 20 cm (mention) 

      e)    Gender   Male/Female/Unknown 

5. What do you think they feed on: 

 a) Rice   b) Spiders         c) Butterflies                        d) Cockroaches  

 e) Bugs and beetles f) Rodents             g) Greens and grass              h) Others (mention) 

6. What do you do when you see a lizard inside your house or locality? 

a) Left alone  b) Scare        c) Kill            d) Capture and release 

e) Others (mention) 

7. What do you do when you see a lizard outside your locality 

      a) Left alone  b) Scare                   c) Kill            d) Capture and release 

     e) Others (mention) 

8. Any incidences of negative encounter like poisoning happened in your house?   Yes/No 

If yes, describe. ______________________________________________________________ 

___________________________________________________________________________ 
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Religious practices: 

9. Do you worship lizards?    Yes/No            

10. On any particular festival/occasion (mention): 

11. Place of Worship: 

 a) Temple  b) Home  c) Farmland      d) Forest  e) Others (mention) 

12. Worship Value: 

a) Fear     b) Luck          c) Myth        d) Love life      

e) Blessing     f) Customary practice       g) Longevity     h) Others (mention) 

i) None of the above 

13. Worship Practices: 

a) Feeding           b) Offering prayers           c) Rituals  d) Others 
(mention) 

e) None of the above 

14. Prevention Practices: 

a) Rituals      b) Keeping objects (eg. eggshells) (mention) 

c) Natural repellants     d) Barricades/other physical obstructions   

e) Flushing or other mechanical obstructions (mention) 

f) Seek expert assistance g) Others (mention)   h) None of the above 

15. What do you think lizard symbolizes? 

a) Fear     b) Luck          c) Fortune      d) Love life      

e) Blessing     f) Customary practice       g) Longevity     h) Others (mention) 

i) None of the above 

 

 

Snakes: 

1. How often do you see them?  

a)   Yearly once                             b) 6 months once                        c) 3 months once 

d)   Once a month                             e) Weekly                                   f) Daily 
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2. Where do you see them? 

a)    Farmland                   b) Water body      c) House/cattle shed 

d)   Temples                e) Forest area             f) Others (mention) 

 

3. When do you generally see them? 

a)   4:01 am -7:00 am                         b) 7:01 am – 12:00 noon                  c) 12:01 pm- 3:00 pm   

d)  3:01pm - 6:00 pm                         e)  6:01 pm - 9:00 pm                       f) 9:01 pm – 12:00 am   

g) 12:01am - 4:00 am 

4. Description of the last one you saw:  Date:    Time:  

Species known ……………………… 

a) Colour 

a.1) Black                a.2) Brown               a.3) Yellow                                                                                                                                          

a.4) Green                                a.5) White   a.6) Others (mention) 

       b)    Patterns Yes/No 

  b.1) Horizontal stripes            b.2) Vertical stripes      b.3) Diamond shaped     

b.4) Reticulated                       b.5) Spotted   b.6) Others (mention) 

      c)    Length 

  c.1) <30 cm (< 1 ft)         c.2) 31-90 cm (1 – 3 ft)        c.3) 90-180 cm (3.1-6 ft) 

              c.4) > 180 cm (> 6ft) (mention) 

      d)    Width 

  d.1) ≤10 cm                          d.2)10-20 cm                             d.3) > 20 cm (mention) 

 

     e) Number of heads 

  e.1) 1    e.2) 2    e.3) 5            e.4) Others (mention) 

     f) Number of tails 

  f.1) 1                f.2) 2                  f.3) 5                f.4) Others (mention) 

      g)    Gender   Male/Female/Unknown 
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5. Where do think they live 

a) Farmland       b) Water body      c) Forest area        d) House/cattle shed              e) Temples 

6. What do you think they feed on 

a) Rodents     b) Birds      c) Snakes    d) Humans             e) Others (mention) 

7. What do you do when you see a snake inside your house or locality? 

a) Left alone        b) Burn       c) Stab             d) Poison                e) Others (mention) 

8. What do you do when you see a snake outside your locality? 

a) Left alone     b) Burn       c) Stab              d) Poison                 e) Others (mention) 

9. Has it bitten anyone in the family?   Yes/No 

If yes, describe. ______________________________________________________________________ 

10.  If yes, what treatment was opted?   a) Ayurvedic   b)  Allopathic           

       Describe the treatment followed ______________________________________________________ 

11. Do you worship snakes?   Yes/No             

12. On any particular festival/occasion: 

a) Nagapanchami         b) Others (mention)       

13. Worship Species: 

a) Cobra  b) Saw-scaled viper     c) Russell’s viper     d) Common krait 

e) Others (mention) 

14. Worshiped for  

a) Lord Shiva   b) Lord Vishnu                 c) Lord Brahma             d) Others (mention) 

 

15. Place of Worship: 

a) Temple  b) Home  c) Farmland      d) Forest     e) Others (mention) 

16. Worship Value: 

a) Fear     b) Luck         c) Myth            d) Love life      

e) Blessing     f) Customary practice      g) Longevity         h) Others (mention) 

i) None of the above 
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17. Worship Practices: 

a) Feeding          b) Offering prayers           c) Rituals                 d) Others (mention) 

18. Prevention Practices: 

a) Rituals     b) Keeping objects (eg. eggshells) (mention) 

c) Natural repellants    d) Barricades/other physical obstructions   

e) Flushing or other mechanical obstructions (mention) 

f) Seek experts  g) Others (mention)  h) None of the above 

19. What do you think snake symbolizes? 

a) Fear     b) Luck         c) Fortune            d) Love life      

e) Blessing     f) Customary practice      g) Longevity            h) Others (mention) 

i) None of the above 

20. Threat to Agriculture / Livestock – Snake: 

a) Is your choice of land area for agriculture based on termite hills on the land?   Yes/No 

Remarks (Why so?): ___________________________________________ 

___________________________________________________________ 

b) Is your choice of land area for agriculture based on the number of snakes you think  
there are? Yes/No 

Remarks (Why so?): _________________________________________ 

__________________________________________________________ 

c) Do you have livestock?  Yes/No 

d) Have any livestock been bitten?  Yes/No   

If yes, describe. _____________________________________________ 

__________________________________________________________ 
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Importance of Reptiles: (Snake/Lizard) 

1. Conservation implications:   Do you think they are important? Yes/No 

a) Ecological importance: 

 i) Acts as a bio-control     ii) Part of the food chain   iii) Others (mention) 

b) Legal implications: 

 i) Protected by law  -   Known/Unknown 

 ii) Knowledge on snake rescuers -  Yes/No 

a) Telephone numbers      -     Known/Unknown 

b) Organization      -     Governmental / Non-governmental 

c) Name of the Organization & Location   -  

c) Aesthetic importance:  Yes/No 

d) Others importance (mention) 

 

 

2. Economical Value: 

a) Do you think reptiles are economically important? Yes / No 

b) What species of snakes/lizards are generally in demand? 

         SNAKE                      LIZARD 

 i)  Cobra    i) Monitor lizard 

 ii) Common krait   ii) Calotes 

 iii) Russell’s viper   iii) Geckos 

 iv) Saw-scaled viper   iv) Others (mention) 

 v) Others (mention) 

c) What part of body do they use 

 i) Head   ii) Tail        iii) Skin   iv) Moult          v) Venom 

d) Value of the products obtained 

 i) ≤10,000  ii) >10,000   iii) > 1,00,000        iv) Others (mention) 
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Sea snakes (Hydrophiidae) form an important 
component of the coastal habitats of the tropical 
and sub-tropical marine environment (Padate 
et al. 2009). Sea snakes spend most of their life 
in the ocean but rarely come out to coastal land 
(Damotharan et al. 2010). They are relatively 
abundant in estuaries and lagoons (Heatwole 
1999; Valenta 2010). These poikilothermic scaly 
vertebrates are ovo-viviparous, respiring through 
lungs and fast swimmers in the sea but slow on land 
(Sedgwick 1905; Sharma 2003), comprising about 
86% of living marine reptile species (Damotharan 
et al. 2010). They are known for one of the deadliest 
neurotoxic and myotoxic venom of all snakes and 
valuable skin (O’Shea 2005). Though sea snakes 
are very common, detailed information on these 
snakes is lacking. All Sea snakes are protected 
under Schedule IV of the Indian Wildlife Protection 

A comprehensive report on the Hook-nosed Sea Snake Enhydrina schistosa 
(Daudin, 1803)

Hatkar Prachi & Chinnasamy Ramesh*

Wildlife Institute of India, Post Box # 18, Chandrabani, Dehradun, Uttarakhand 248001, India
* ramesh.czoo@gmail.com (corresponding author)

Image 1. Hook-nosed sea snake (Enhydrina schistosa) basking on Chivala beach, Maharashtra, India

Act, 1972 (Whitaker et al. 2004). According to 
the IUCN red list, this species falls under Least 
Concerned category.

Hook-nosed or Beaked sea snake (Enhydrina 
schistosa) is one of the commonest sea snakes 
found in India and other South-east Asian countries. 
However, little is known about the distribution 
(site- specific records), ecology and natural history 
of this species. Hence, the purpose of this paper 
is (i) To report the further site-specific record of 
this species from Maharashtra. (ii) To review and 
compile the published information on this snake 
including negative interaction with humans, 
focusing on India’s coastal states and neighbouring 
countries to generate baseline information on 
E. schistosa for future studies and management. 
E. schistosa mostly inhabits the sandy or rocky 
bottom of the sea, river mouths, estuaries, coastal 



REPTILE RAP #18, 30 November 2016

20

lagoons, mangroves and mudflats (Whitaker et 
al. 2004; Varadaraju 2009). During the monsoon, 
it is found in tidal creeks and other sheltered 
spots (Rasmussen 1998). The body is greyish on 
the dorsal side with fainter darker cross bands 
on a white belly (Murthy 1986). An adult ranges 
between 85 and 120 Cm (Daniel 2002; Whitaker 
et al. 2004). Sea snakes are rarely aggressive 
or menacing; however E. schistosa is highly 
aggressive compared to other sea snakes (Murthy 
1986). E. schistosa is one of the most common 
encountered sea snakes during fishing activities. 
They prefer shallow coastal water habitats but 
when the sea is calm, they advance to offshore 
waters in search of crustaceans and fishes (Sharma 
2003).This often causes bites to fishermen during 
fishing activities. Hence, this one species accounts 
for the vast majority of injuries and deaths from 
sea snake bites in their distribution range.

Whitaker et al. (2004) reported this species 
distributed all along the Indian coastal states; 
nevertheless, site specific reports are few. In India, 
this species has been reported from the west coast 
in Bhavnagar, Amreli, Junagadh, Jamnagar district 
of Gujarat, Goa, Maharashtra, Coromandel coast 
and from the east coast in Tamil Nadu, Odisha and 
West Bengal (Sharma 2003; Walmiki et al. 2012; 
Muthukumaran et al. 2015). Adding to the previous 
information from Maharashtra we recorded an E. 
schistosa on 30th April 2013 at 1043 hrs (Image1) 
on Chivala beach of Malvan, Sindhudurg District, 
Maharashtra (16° 04’ 10.93”N; 73° 27’ 45.65”E). 
Besides, Chivala beach has developed as a 
marine ecotourism spot (Lad 2013) and fishing 
practices are still going on. The temperature of 
the Sindhudurg area varies from 16.3 to 33.8 0C 
with an average rainfall of 3287 mm from June to 
September (Paula et al. 2001). The beach is built 
up with rocks, and Casurina and Ipomia plantations 
dominate the sandy shore. 

The snake length was about 95cm (Image 1), 
and was basking from 1040 to 1100 hrs at a 150 
metres distance from the low tide line and was not 
daunted by anthropogenic activity. Since sexual 
dimorphism is not predominant in this species 
(Voris & Jayne 1979), we could not determine the 

gender. The snake was observed with a bulging 
stomach indicating either a swallowed prey or a 
female bearing a young one. An earlier study on 
this species from Malaysia found that females 
are larger and heavier than males but this study 
contradicted the studies on the Goa coast (Lobo et 
al. 2004). However, Voris & Jayne (1979) confirmed 
that there is no sexual dimorphism in this species. 
Whitaker et al. (2004) reported that the breeding 
season of this species is between February and 
May. Karthikeyan & Balasubramanian (2007) 
reported that in E. schistosa mating occurs from 
October to November and the gestation period 
is from January to August in the Coromondel 
coast. Breeding was reported in November 
from the coastal areas at Madras (Karthikeyan & 
Balasubramanian 2007). However, the breeding 
season may vary from place to place due to various 
environmental factors (Voris & Jayne 1979).

The species is reported to be active both during 
day and night (Whitaker et al. 2004). Sea snakes 
are active predators and always ingest their  prey 
head-first (Thurman & Webber 1984; Voris et al. 
1978). Karthikeyan & Balasubramanian (2007) 
reported that they are active in the night for 
foraging. Nevertheless, detailed seasonal activity 
pattern of this species is yet to be studied. These 
snakes feed mainly on Catfishes, Bombay duck, 
Gobids and Shrimps (Sharma 2003; Ukuwela et al. 
2013; Jeyabaskaran et al. 2014). E. schistosa bears 
4-9 young each time but as the mortality rate is too 
high relatively few young survive to reach the adult 
stage (Sharma 2003; Daniel 2002). Despite being 
venomous, estuarine Crocodiles and White bellied 
sea eagles (Haliaeetus leucogaster) predate on this 
snake (Muhamed 2000). Like most of the other 
snakes, the longevity of E. schistosa is not known.

True sea snakes never voluntarily leave water 
(Heatwole et al. 2012). Nevertheless, sea kraits are 
known to come out of water on land to court, rest, 
digest their food and bask during their breeding 
season (Heatwole et al. 2012). Yellow-lipped sea 
krait (Laticauda colubrine) deposits its eggs on 
shore (Guinea 1994). E. schistosa in Malaysia has 
a synchronous peak in gamete production by 
both sexes during September (Heatwole & Cogger 
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1993). The gestation period varies from November 
to March in Malaysia (Voris & Jayne 1979). The 
young ones reach maturity at the age of three 
years (Daniel 2002). Since temperature influences 
all physiological processes in sea snakes (Heatwole 
et al. 2012) we suspect that this snake came on 
land to bask as it helps to increase metabolic rate 
to accelerate the digestion process or to facilitate 
the growth of eggs (Ramesh 2012).

Cowles (1962) suggested that the Yellow-
bellied sea snake (Pelamis platurus) may show a 
basking behaviour. Brattstrom (1965) classified 
P. platurus as one of the group of aquatic reptiles 
that bask on the surface. This helps to regulate its 
body temperature behaviourally by alternately 
basking and diving (Graham et al. 1971). P. platurus 
maintains its body temperature at 2.40C above the 
sea temperature (Bertalo et al. 2005). However, 
sea snakes elevate their body temperature slightly 
above the water temperature by absorbing solar 
radiation in water (Dunson & Ehlert 1971; Graham 
et al. 1971; Graham 1974). Sea snakes can maintain 
a constant body temperature or keep the body 
temperature within a preferred range by basking 
(Graham 1974; Bertalo et al. 2005).

Major threats to sea snake populations are 
being entangled during trawling operations,. 
and these snakes are exploited for its venom and 
skin in many East Asian countries. E. schistosa 
is commonly encountered as a bycatch in the 
trawler, and other fishing activities along the 
Goa coast (Lobo et al. 2005). Passive fishing 
activities are the major threat to E. schistosa in 
the Puducherry coastal region (Muthukumaran 
et al. 2015). Several individuals get trapped in 
fishing nets and the fisherman kills them before 
taking them out of the net. From 2013 to 2014 
about 234 snakes got entangled in trawling nets in 
twelve villages near Puducherry (Muthukumaran 
et al. 2015). The venom of  E. schistosa is four to 
ten times more potent than Cobra venom (Daniel 
2002). Kularatne et al. (2014) confirmed that E. 
schistosa is a deadly sea snake and its bite causes 
severe rhabdomyolysis. In India so far only two 
cases of snake bite have been recorded in which 
the fishermen died within a span of two hours 

(Whitaker et al. 2004). Also, three cases have 
been reported from Sri Lanka where the victims 
died within three hours (Kularatne et al. 2014). 
However, there is an apprehension that many of 
the snake bites were not recorded accurately so 
the above mentioned figures might go up. Most 
cases of snake bite have been reported from 
Malaya (Daniel 2002). Ecotoxicological studies 
done on two specimens of E. schistosa of Mandovi 
estuary in Goa detected the high concentration 
of Polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs) and 
n-alkanes in the gut, kidney and liver tissues (Mote 
et al. 2015).

A recent phylogenetic study shows that E. 
schistosa consists of two distinct lineages in Asia 
and Australia that are not closely related (Ukuwela 
et al. 2013). E. schistosa venom has proved to be 
a source of potential antibiotics agent against 
human pathogenic diseases (Damotharan et al. 
2015). In India, so far no population ecology studies 
have been conducted on this species. Since this 
species is common all along the Indian coasts, it 
would merit further detailed study of this species’ 
biology and natural history. Most of the incidental 
captures of E. schistosa are reported from Tamil 
Nadu (Daniel 2002). Excluder devices need to 
be developed for the easy use of the fisherman 
to prevent sea snakes from getting entangled in 
fishing nets leading to increase in the fish catch and 
reduction in human causalities as well as mortality 
of sea snakes.
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The Sind Awl-Headed Snake Lythorhynchus 
paradoxus is a small snake (approximately 38cm 
in tbl length) with a triangular body or pointed 
head.  Body coloration is grey or pale brown with a 
series of dark brown patches connected by a white 
stripe running on the mid dorsal surface (Whitaker 
& Captain 2004).  It has a restricted and patchy 
distribution mainly from arid habitats of Rajasthan 
State of India.  It has been previously described 
from loose sand dunes or arid habitats of Sikar 
District mainly, Chohtan, Barmer and from Sam, 
Jaisalmer districts of Rajasthan (The reported area 
Mohangarh is about 100+km north from Sam, 
Jaisalmer; +450km west from Sikar and +240km 
north from Chohtan, Barmer) (Bhide et al. 2004; 
Agarwal et al. 2009; Agarwal & Srikanthan 2013). 

The present observation of this snake is 
to determine its new microhabitat usage as 
agricultural fields and new localities as range 
extension at the Great Indian Thar Desert, from the 
Mohangarh tehsil of Jaisalmer District, Rajasthan 
(27034’45.84”N & 70052’51.24”E). The Sind Awl 
Headed Snake was previously known to inhabit 
both stabilize and barren sand dune patches of 
Thar Desert. Snake is well known for its semi 
fossorial  and nocturnal habits. 

The present species was found in an agricultural 
field nearby human settlements at Mohangarh 
tehsil of Jasailmer.  Observation also revealed the 
fact that the species was supposed to be not in 
hibernation although the climatic conditions were 
very rigid for the survival and temperature was 
very low during January. 

On 16 January 2014 at 13:30hr in the agricultural 
field at Mohangarh tehsil of Jaisalmer district 
(27034’45.84”N & 70052’51.24”E) we recorded the 

Sind Awl-Headed Snake L. paradoxus (Images 1 & 
2).

The Snake was basking at that time and when 
approached the snake had moved and tried to 
return to its existing habitat i.e. the agricultural 
field (Images 3 & 4).  Though L. paradoxus snake is 
not only bounded habitual to the loose soil or sand 
dunes, but during the present observation the 
soil texture is harder rather than desert loose soil 
and the snake somehow managed to penetrate 
it.  That is just reverse observation about the 
preference of habitat use as under a thin layer of 
loose sand (Agarwal & Srikanthan 2013). According 

Images 1 & 2. Awl-headed Snake Lytorhynchus paradoxus

1

2
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Images 3 & 4. New habitats of Awl-headed Snake - agricultural field, the boundary area of storage the harvested crop and 
open land from new localities of Mohangarh

3

to Agarwal & Srikanthan (2013) L. paradoxus was 
observed only from sandy habitats (>95% sand), 
including both barren dunes and stabilized dunes 
habitats. Barren dunes Characterized as mobile 
sand dunes with very sparse total vegetation cover 
(<2%) whereas the stabilized dunes had relatively 
less sparse vegetation cover (7–11 %) and were 
stationary. While during the current observation 
is from agricultural field nearby the human 
settlement and with harder soil texture due to 
irrigation and crop roots (Images 3 & 4). 
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Distribution of Treutler’s Gecko (Hemidactylus treutleri  Mahony, 2009) in 
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The genus Hemidactylus (Oken 1817), belonging 
to the lizard family (Gekkonidae), order Squamata, 
composed of 137 species described till date in 
world (Uetz & Hošek 2015). In India, Hemidactylus 
is represented by about 26 species (Mizra & 
Sanap 2014) of which 11 species have been 
reported from Andhra Pradesh (Venugopal 2010). 
According to (Srinivasulu & Das 2008) 9 species 
are found in Telangana region wherein most of the 
Hemidactylus gecko species have been recorded 
in the Eastern Ghats namely (i) Hemidactylus 
bowringii (Gray1845) (ii) Hemidactylus cf. brookii 
(Gray 1845) (iii) Hemidactylus flaviviridis (Rüppell 
1835) (iv) Hemidactylus frenatus (Duméril & Bibron 
1836) (v) Hemidactylus giganteus (Stoliczka1871) 
(vi) Hemidactylus leschenaultii (Duméril & Bibron 
1836) (vii) Hemidactylus reticulatus (Beddome1870)
(viii) Hemidactylus triedrus (Daudin 1802), (ix) 
Hemidactylus cf. Maculates (Duméril & Bibron 
1836),  (x) Hemidactylus gracilis (Blanford1870 ) 
and (xi) Hemidactylus treutleri (Mahony 2009). H. 
treutleri is a nocturnal gecko and also active during 
day time.   In this note we are reporting range 
extension of H. treutleri on the basis of sightings 
and literature records from Telangana and Andhra 
Pradesh.

Hemidactylus treutleri was discovered and 
described by Mahony (2009) in the Golconda 
fort from Hyderabad. The species is listed as a 
Least Concern species by (IUCN Redlist 2013). 
Since Mohany (2009), only twenty four new 
localities have been reported; an individual was 
recorded from Rishi valley of Tirupathi foothills, 
Andhra Pradesh (Sreekar et al. 2010) and two 
localities from Telangana state. In Telangana three 

individuals were sighted at Yellareddy Pally village, 
Nizamabad district (Baburao & Krishna Kumar 
2014) while Narayana et al. (2014) reported one 
individual from Peddagattu village, Nalgonda 
district. Recently Srinivasulu et al. (2014) reported 
twenty new site records from Telangana (Eleven 
sites), Andhra Pradesh (Six sites), Odisha (One 
site) and Karnataka (Two sites).  Our present  
investigation from March, 2010 to January 
2016 yielded eighteen more additional new site 
records from Telangana (Fifteen sites) and Andhra 

Image 1. A typical coloration of Hemidactylus treutleri. 
(A) Adult male from Yellareddy Pally village and (B) sub adult male 
from Ethipothala village (c) Adult from Amangal village.
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Pradesh (Three sites)  (Table 1). Hemidactylus 
treutleri (Image 1) was constantly misidentified 
as Hemidactylus cf. brookii due to morphological 
similarities. Systematic taxonomic examination 
revealed that it differs from H. cf. brookii (Mahony, 
2009, 2011) (Image 2). The species was identified 
using the diagnosed key characters as stated by 
Mahony (2009) and Sreekar et al. (2010). Key 
identification characters of the species viz., the 
presence of large spines on the tail and large 
keeled tubercles on the dorsal-lateral side of the 
body and presence of granular body and I-shaped 
marks on the dorsal surface of the body (Image 3 & 
4). This species prefers habitats are rocky surfaces, 
rocky scrub jungles and dry deciduous forests 
(Image 5). The present paper reveals the current 
distribution status of this species in Telangana and 
Andhra Pradesh states which clearly indicates that 
species distribution in entire states and also its 
range was extended from centre of the Telangana 
(Previously it was Andhra Pradesh) to southern 

Andhra Pradesh, northern Telangana and also 
adjoining areas from Karnataka and Odisha (Image 
6). The distance between each sighting from the 
first sighting (Golconda fort, Hyderabad) is 432km 
to Rishi valley   Sreekar et al. (2010) 138km to 
Yellareddy pally (Baburao & Krishna Kumar 2014) 
and 116km to Peddagutta in Nalgonda (Narayana 
et al. 2014).  

There are many other places in these states 
have similar habitat types which prefers by this 
gecko. This presence of same habitat types in other 
places give an idea of species could also occur in 
other parts of these states.   However, the present 
reported areas are not yet well documented 
for Hemidactylus treutleri population. Further 
studies are needed to encounter the population 
distribution, demographic details, threats, ecology 
and behaviour.

Image 2. Morphological similarities of (A) Hemidactylus treutleri 
and (B) Hemidactylus brookii.

Image 3. (A) Hemidactylus treutleri (I-shaped marks on the dorsal 
surface of the body), (B) Hemidactylus brookii (X-shaped marks 
on the dorsal surface of the body) and (C) Hemidactylus treutleri 
(postcloacal opening in adult male). 
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Table 1. Current distribution localities of Hemidactylus treutleri in Telangana, Andhra Pradesh, Karnataka and Odisha, 
India.

Locality Coordinates Reference
Telangana

Bibinagar, Nalgonda District
17.47N, 
78.78E

Srinivasulu et 
al. (2014)

Devarkonda, Nalgonda 
District

16.69N, 
78.92E

Srinivasulu et 
al. (2014)

Nalgonda, Nalgonda District
17.05N, 
79.26E

Srinivasulu et 
al. (2014)

Peddagattu, Nalgonda 
District

16.60N, 
79.23E

Narayana et al. 
(2014)

Nagarjuna Sagar, Nalgonda 
District

16.64N,  
79.27E

Present study

Konda Mallepally, Nalgonda 
District

16.72N,  
78.96E

Present study

Dindi, Nalgonda District
16.55N,  
78.69E

Present study

Medak, Medak District
18.05N, 
78.26E

Srinivasulu et 
al. (2014)

Siddipet, Medak District
18.10N, 
78.84E

Srinivasulu et 
al. (2014)

D. Darmaram, Medak District
18.06N,  
78.51E

Present study

Gadwal, Mahbubnagar 
District

16.23N, 
77.80E

Srinivasulu et 
al. (2014)

Jadcherla, Mahbubnagar 
District

16.77N, 
78.13E

Srinivasulu et 
al. (2014)

Amangal, Mahbubnagar, 
District

16.85N,  
78.53E

Present study

Maisigandi, Mahbubnagar, 
District

16.95N,  
78.51E

Present study

Kadthal, Mahbubnagar 
District

16.97N,  
78.51E

Present study

Achampet, Mahbubnagar 
District

16.39N,  
78.69E

Present study

Munnanur, Mahbubnagar 
District

16.37N,  
78.77E

Present study

Dakkalgutta, Nizamabad 
District

18.56N, 
78.30E

Baburao & 
Kumar (2014)

Yellampet,  Nizamabad 
District

18.40N,  
78.49E

Present study

Domakonda, Nizamabad 
District

18.24N,  
78.43E

Present study

Jagatiyal, Karimnagar District
18.79N, 
78.91E

Srinivasulu et 
al. (2014)

Elgandal Fort, Karimnagar 
District

18.42N, 
79.04E

Srinivasulu et 
al. (2014)

Shanigaram, Karimnagar 
District

18.17N, 
79.02E

Srinivasulu et 
al. (2014)

Gambiraopet, Karimnagar 
District

18.31N,  
78.56E

Present study

Golkonda Fort, Hyderabad 
District

17.40N, 
78.46E

Mahony (2009)

Kandukuru, Rangareddy 
District

17.05N,  
78.50E

Present study

Ibrahimpatnam, Ranga 
Reddy District

17.19N,  
78.65E

Present study

Yacharam, Ranga Reddy 
District

17.05N,  
78.66E

Present study

Utnoor, Adilabad District
19.37N, 
78.78E

Srinivasulu et 
al. (2014)

Andhra Pradesh

Dornala, Prakasam District
15.92N, 
79.09E

Srinivasulu et 
al. (2014)

Guntur, Guntur District
16.29N, 
80.43E

Srinivasulu et 
al. (2014)

Ethipothala, Guntur District
16.53N,  
79.40E

Present study

Macherla, Guntur District
16.47N, 
79.44E

Srinivasulu et 
al. (2014)

Jaggayapet, Krishna District
16.86N, 
80.08E

Srinivasulu et 
al. (2014)

Kurnool, Kurnool District
15.76N, 
78.18E

Srinivasulu et 
al. (2014)

Nandikotkur, Kurnool District
15.85N, 
78.26E

Srinivasulu et 
al. (2014)

Rishi Valley, Chittoor District
13.63N, 
78.45E

Sreekar et al. 
(2010)

Tekkali, Srikakulam District
18.59N,  
84.22E

Present study

Melaiputti, Srikakulam 
District

18.77N,  
84.17E

Present study

Karnataka Present study

Raichur Fort, Raichur District
16.20N, 
77.36E

Srinivasulu et 
al. (2014)

Urugutta, Raichur District
16.15N, 
77.36E

Srinivasulu et 
al. (2014)

Odisha
Parelakhemundi, Gajapati 
District

18.77N, 
84.09E

Srinivasulu et 
al. (2014)
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The genus Liopeltis Fitzinger (1843) comprises 
six species that occur in Southern and South 
Eastern Asia (Utez & Hošek 2015). Four of the six 
species are reported from India: L. Rappi from the 
Western Himalayas, L. Stoliczkae and L. Frenatus 
from the Eastern Himalayas, and L. Calamaria in 
peninsular and eastern India and Sri Lanka. The 
Calamaria Reed snake (Liopeltis calamaria) was 
described originally from Sri Lanka (Günther 1858)
and subsequently reported from India (Smith 
1943).

During a recent survey on herpetofaunal 
mortality in the Tirunelveli Hills of the 
SouthWestern Ghats, I photographed a road-
killed Liopeltis calamaria on 11 August 2015 in 
dry deciduous forest (08°68’39’’N & 77°34’00’’E) 
at an elevation of 215m (Image 1). This area is on 

the slopes of the Eastern Ghats and receives an 
average annual rainfall of 750mm.

Dorsal  scale  rows  of  the individual  were 
counted  at  one  head-length  behind  the  head,  
at  midbody, and at one head-length anterior 
to the vent. The midbody count was taken at 
approximately midpoint between snout and vent.  
Ventrals  were  counted  according  to Dowling  
(1951);  the  anal  plate  was  not  counted  and 
the terminal scale was excluded in the subcaudal 
count. Measurements of body and tail length were 
taken with a measuring tape to nearest mm.

The individual we came across had following 
descriptions; head not depressed, distinct from 
neck, snout short, nostril very small, situated 
in a long nasal, nasal undivided. 1 preocular, 2 
postocular. Supralabial 7, where 3 and 4 in contact 

	  
Image 1. A road-killed Calamaria Reed snake (Liopeltis calamaria) from the Tirunelveli Hills in the southern Western Ghats, India 
(08068’39”N & 77034’00”E).

© Surya Narayanan
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with eye.  Ventral scales 146 and subcaudal scales 71. 
Light brownish dorsum with presence of irregular 
black spots that extends till the 36th ventral from 
where it continues as a two longitudinal lines 
which is separated by five rows of scales. Also has 
four longitudinal lines on dorsum in 3, 5, 12 and 
14th rows respectively which disappears near the 
anal region Explanation with a line drawing would 
have been best option .

The Calamaria Reed snake (Liopeltis calamaria)
is a diurnally active, terrestrial snake often 
associated with tropical dry deciduous and semi-
evergreen forests, but also is known to occur in 
shola grasslands and frequently encountered 
below rock boulders on hilltop plateaus in shrub 
forest (IUCN 2015). de Silva (1990) indicated that 
these snakes often live close to water. The specimen 
reported herein was on the Mundanthurai Plateau, 
which is dominated by dry deciduous forests and 
becomes swampy after heavy seasonal rains. The 
site where the road kill was encountered was an 
open area with scattered trees (Anogeissus latifolia, 
Terminalia bellirica, Chloroxylon swietenia, and 
Tectona grandis) interspersed with Lemongrass 
(Cymbopogon sp.) and other grasses.

 Although the snake is previously recorded from 
the area by Smith and Johnsingh no information on 
the habitat and elevation has been provided. The 
recent record of the same species is from 1,297m 
(Chunekar and Alekar 2015) elevation where here 
it is just 215m. Almost nothing is known about 
its elevational distribution so this note will add 
information on it and be a record of the species 
from lower known elevation. 

Johnsingh (2001) reported the species from 
Kalakad-Mundanthurai Tiger Reserve between 
1996 and 1998. However, neither Vijayakumar 
et al. (2006)in references mentioned as 2001 nor 
Seshadri (2009) missing in references recorded 
this species. This probably is attributable to the 
species’ seasonal activity and rarity in this region. 
Seshadri(2009) did note that vehicular traffic is one 
of the main threats to herpetofauna in the area.

Most of the recent records of L. calamaria are in 
the Western Ghats, from the Tirunelveli Hills in the 
southern Western Ghats to Ratangad in the north 

(Smith 1943; Johnsingh 2001; Chikane & Bhosale 
2012; Chunekar & Alekar 2015), although Smith 
(1943) also reported the species from the Mysore 
Plateau (Bangalore), Chota Nagpur Plateau 
(Surguja District), and the Almora District.
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Common Wolf Snake (Lycodon aulicus) is one 
of the prevalent non-venomous snakes from 
the Colubridae family, widely distributed across 
India, Pakistan, Nepal, SriLanka, Bangladesh and 
Myanmar (Whitaker & Captain 2004). According 
to Daniel (2002) this species grows up to 76.5cm in 
length but specimens measuring over 61.0cm are 
rare. Whitaker & Captain (2004) noted maximum 
body length to be 80cm in the species. Recently 
Patil & Mirza (2007) claimed the maximum body 
length found in species as 84cm long. Somehow 
Daniel (2002), Whitaker & Captain (2004) and Patil 
& Mirza (2007) claimed these observations as new 
records without thoroughly referringthe previously 
published literature. Thus, these records of 
observation are conjectural. An earlier publication 
of Karthikeyan (1993), noted 82cm body length in 
a specimen from Yercaud, Shevaroys, Tamil Nadu. 
Vyas & Patel (1995) noted the longest female 
specimen ever recorded from the species with a 
total body length of 92 cm (SVL 81.0+11.0 TL) from 
Bharuch City, Gujarat. However, Sharma (2007) 
mentioned maximum body length in species as 95 
cm without any further relevant information. 

The claim for any record entitled as ‘Longest 
specimen’ is always debatable for snake species, 
especially in case of a large boa or python (Barker 
et al. 2012). The subject is not debatable when 
records of heavy or larger snake species are 
concerned, but in case of smaller species of snakes, 
the judgement becomes difficult. Especially, the 
attempt to measure any live snake’s body length 
involves risk and requires experience. Moreover, it 
has been noted that there exists a certain disparity, 
when the measurements of a live specimen are 
compared to a dead one. According to Barker et al. 
(2012), there are significant discrepancies which 
arise when the measurements of living snakes are 

Note on record of body length of the Common Wolf Snake Lycodon aulicus
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later compared to the measurements of the same 
snake specimens at death.

There are the various techniques for measuring 
thebody length of snakes. Usually herpetologists 
use traditional technique for measuring live snakes’ 
body length, by stretching them on a ruler (see 
image along with publication of Patil & Mirza 2007) 
and recording the total body length (Total Body 
length= SVL+TL [from tip of snout to vent + from 
vent to end of tail tip]). However, due to the thin 
constitution of all snake species, a large number 
of inter-vertebral joints, and slim muscular mass 
of most snakes, it is easier to stretch a snake than 
it is to stretch any other vertebrate. This results in 
a reading which is influenced and affected by the 
stretching that the live snake undergoes. Another 
popular method involves placing the snake in a 
clear Plexiglas box and then pressing it with a soft 
gentle material such as rubber foam against the 
clear transparent surface. Measuring the length of 
the snake may be done by outlining its body with 
a string but this method is restricted to small or 
medium sized specimens (Fitch 1987). Measuring 
the snakes with a flexible tape also happens to be 
common practice, usually restricted for dealing 
with large and long specimens. But the way the 
tape is positioned can produce great variance in 
the final outcome (Blouin-Demers 2003). The best 
and most correct method for measuring of live 
small snake (up to one meter) is suggested by Fitch 
(1987) but such method is not appropriate for the 
measuring large size of live snake. 

Thus, it becomes fairly important to precisely 
measure and recognize the maximum length for 
a particular snake species, before claiming the 
specimen to be the ‘longest ever’, because reptiles 
have a tendency to continuously grow longer and 
larger. Also these discrepancies resulting from 
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the measuring methodology contribute to in-
accurate records. A large sized specimen does not 
necessarily suggest an elder or an aged specimen. 
Rather the presence of conducive environment 
during its development may actually affect the 
specimen to outgrow. The size of an individual 
is also an outcome of other factors such as the 
gender of the specimen, it’s fecundity and it’s 
predatory expertise. 
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Jahangirnagar University is situated 35 km 
north of the capital Dhaka city (N 30º16´ and 
E 90º26´). The total area of the campus is 280 
hectares. The diverse habitats of the university 
campus consisting of ponds and lakes; submerge 
areas, bushes, grasslands, and different vegetation 
types provide suitable habitats for snakes and 
other reptiles.

The Checkered Keelback (Xenochropis piscator) 
is a non-venomous freshwater snake under the 
family Colubridae which is the most common snake 
found on this campus. This species mainly feeds on 
frogs and fish (Daniel 2002; Das 2010, 2012; Hasan 
et al. 2014) but occasionally on rodents and birds 
(Whitaker & Captain 2004). 

During a field survey at Jahangirnagar 
University campus we observed an unusual feeding 
behavior of   X. piscator on two consecutive days 
on the 25th and 26thApril, 2015 at the same site. A 
large individual was found to consume boiled rice 
and cooked chicken from a student dormitory’s 
canteen outlet drain at night (at around 10.00 pm) 
(Fig. 1). The same food items were found to be 
consumed the next night from the same site. There 
could be two possibilities for this unusual feeding 
behavior, first it could be due to the reduction of its 
natural food resources and the second could be the 
opportunistic food habit of the species. There was 
a large lake with a huge submerged area beside 
the student dormitory but in recent years, the 
whole area has dried up and has been converted 
to a paddy field. An excessive use of agrochemicals 
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in the paddy field forced most of the frogs to 
leave that area.  As the fish and frog populations 
decreased, the snake became dependant on 
human waste food for its survival. 

There are a few reports on unusual feeding 
behavior of geckos. Vyas (1997) observed 
Hemidactylus flaviviridis to eat red colored 
Hibiscus sp. flower and to lick of a piece of sweet. 
Hemidactylus brooki  and Hemidactylus sp. were 
reported to eat rice grain and seeds of wild plants 
respectively (Smith 1938; Sharma 1982) while 
Calotes versicolor was found to eat vegetable 
matter, leaves, twigs and seed (Sharma 1982). 
None of the literature shows the unusual food 
habits of Xenochropis piscator (Whitaker & Captain 
2004; Das 2010, 2012; Hasan et al. 2014).

  
a b 

 

Image 1. (a) Xenochrophis piscator eating boiled rice and (b) engulfing a piece of cooked chicken from the canteen drain outlet.
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Hemidactylus prashadi is commonly 
known as the Bombay Leaf-Toed Gecko and 
Prashad’s Gecko. It was first described by Smith in 
1935; until the early 1990s records of this species 
were restricted to sites near the type locality, Jog 
Falls, Karnataka. It is now known to be widely 
distributed, with records from many localities 
in Karnataka, Maharashtra and Goa with an 
approximate distributional extent of 50,000 km2. 
It occurs in semi-evergreen forest patches of the 
Western Ghats at elevations between 15 and 1,500 

Bifid tail in Hemidactylus prashadi (Smith, 1935) 

Shivanand R. Yankanchi1 & Suresh M. Kumbar2*

1Department of Zoology, Shivaji University, Kolhapur, Maharashtra 416 004, India
2Department of Zoology, Arts, Commerce and Science College Palus, Sangli District, Maharashtra, 416310, India
*smkumbar@rediffmail.com (corresponding author)

m asl (Smith 1935; Giri & Bauer 2006). H. prashadi 
is a nocturnal gecko and is found in trees, rocks, 
temples and old monuments. Sometimes, it is 
observed in human habitations in villages and 
coconut plantations (Giri & Bauer 2006; Giri & 
Bauer 2008; Bansal & Karanth 2010; Bauer et al. 
2010). Most of the lizard species are capable of 
caudal autotomy as a means of predation evasion 
(Gogliath et al. 2012). Occasionally an additional 
lateral tail can be produced if the tail is broken or if 
it is lost (Gogliath et al. 2012). We observed an adult 

Image 1 Adult Hemidactylus prasadhi with bifurcated tail at extreme posterior region and enlarged portion of the bifid tail.
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H. prashadi with a bifurcated (or bifid) tail (Image 1) 
in the old Shiva temple in Bhatvadi village (17.32º N, 
74.30° E), District: Kolhapur, Maharashtra, India on 
Tuesday, 8th August, 2009, at 5:45:30 PM. The tail of 
the lizard was bifurcated at the tip of the posterior 
region. The right bifurcation of the tail was thinner 
than the left (Image 1). It is believed that bifid tails 
in reptiles regenerate as such due to abnormalities 
in tail development, spinal cord, and mutation 
(Brindley 1894). There are some reports on natural 
occurrence and experimental manipulation of 
bifid and trifid tails in Indian lizards (Agarwal et 
al. 2011; Brindley 1894; Brindley 1898; Chandra 
& Mukherjee 1980; Chethan Kumar & Srinivasulu 
2015; Das 1932; Kumbar et al. 2011). However, in 
fact this is the first report on H. prashadi found in 
Kolhapur District, Western Maharashtra, Southern 
India. 
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Western Ghats is one of the hot spots of 
biodiversity. It is second richest biodiversity zone 
in India (Myers 1988). The richness of biodiversity 
is might be the potential reason for exploitation 
of biodiversity at a very high degree leading to a 
gradual erosion of the diversity in the region. Many 
species must have disappeared from this region 
without our knowledge. Many species reported in 
19th century are now threatened. Lack of scientific 
documentation made it more difficult to take up 
measures to conserve individual species. Serpents 
are the worst hit in this series as people have the 
tendency to kill ruthlessly on sight without caring 
much whether it is poisonous or not. Studies on 
the ecological aspects of many common species 
of snakes are available (Murthy 1990; Daniel 2002; 
Whitaker & Captain 2004). The dietary preferences, 
seasonal dietary variations, activities and habits, 
breeding and competition are documented for 
some species (Smith 1943; Whitaker & Captain 
2004). Studies on the functional role played by 
the serpents in the ecosystem, food chain and 
the habitat preferences lacking on many of these 
species. The present study is made on the Western 
Ghats endemic Malabar Pit Viper Trimeresurus 
malabaricus (Jerdon 1854), that is known from 
the practically the whole of the Western Ghats 
(Whitaker & Captain 2004; Srinivasulu et al. 2014). 
We report the observations on behavioural aspects 
including habitat, diet and breeding of Malabar Pit 
Viper from central Western Ghats. 

The present study was carried out in about 
200 sq km area of Agumbe Reserve Forest in 
Thirthahalli Taluk, Shimoga District, Karnataka. 
Agumbe Reserve Forest (13.5087°N, 75.0959°E) is 
located amid Malnad Ranges in central Western 
Ghats whose altitude varies between 1500m and 
1800m (Fig. 1). Malnad ranges are characterized 
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by rich soil profiles, several deep gorges and 
waterfalls, and totally devoid of exposed rocks. 

Climate of this region is humid with an annual 
rainfall of 7460mm, with above 250 annual rainy 
days. The vegetation of the region is evergreen 
and semi-evergreen forest types (Champion 
& Seth 1968). The fauna is rich in diversity and 
populations.            

The present study was carried out between 
June 2009 and February 2010. Behavioral aspects 
including habitats, food and feeding, and breeding 
of T. malabaricus were recorded through field 
observations. A total of 72 fields days were spent 
bu the first author for carrying out the study. The 
associated flora and fauna were also recorded to 
assess the habitat conditions and activity patterns.

Malabar Pit Viper is a common pit viper in 
Western Ghats. The head scales on the dorsal 
side are large unequal, obtusely keeled and 
strongly imbricate. The supralabials 9 in number 
are completely separated from the nasal. The 
temporals were obtusely keeled. A deep pit lies 
between the preoculars and loreal. Tail is short and 
prehensile. Sub-caudals are paired. The general 
colour is greenish to olive on the dorsal side and 
the ventral side is pale green to yellow. The dorsal 
side is distinctly marked brownish black irregular 
spots with a distinct black streak on the head 
(Smith 1943; Whitaker & Captain 2004). The colour 
of the juvenile is different, brownish on dorsal side 
and grey on ventral side. On an average the adults 
were 70 cm in length, while juveniles were 27 cm in 
length (Table 1). 

An ideal habitat of any animal must meet its 
physical and physiological needs while maximizing 
the abundance of prey and minimizing exposure to 
predators and potential competitors (Reinert 1993; 
Eskew et al. 2009). The ecological preferences vary 
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within the species based on age group and habitat 
condition (Swamy et al. 1998; Sun et al. 2001; Amat 
et al. 2003; Brito 2003). The competition of animal 
with its associated lead to evolution of new species 
in different niches where the space, food and time 
favour the species to live and pass their gene’s to 
the next generation. 

Trimeresurus malabaricus prefer semi-arboreal 
and arboreal habitats facilitated by their prehensile 
tail sometimes exploit the ground habitats. They 
vibrate their tail and uttering a faint hissing sound 
(Günther 1864). At Agumbe, the Malabar Pit 
Viper share the habitat with rich faunal diversity 
including 14 species of reptiles belonging to 13 

genera and nine families (Table 2).

Colouration
The colour change is a common character 

among reptiles as a strategy to catch prey, to blend 
with the different surroundings in a niche and to 
avoid detecting by the predators. While coming 
to the serpents in many cases colouration may 
be both aggressive and protective (Abercromby 
1910). We observed colour variation within the 
same populations (Figs. 2-5). The colour variants 
were observed in different microhabitats, perhaps, 
to avoid the intraspecific competition. The change 
of colour varied with the season, quite light in the 
dry season and with faint markings, while in the wet 
it was dark and the markings were clearly defined. 
Young ones were brownish above, light brown or 
grey below. But nearly all the other markings are 
very indistinct, tail with white extremity.

Foraging strategies
Microhabitat use and activity pattern are the 

	  
Figure 1. Map showing the location of the study area – Agumbe Reserve Forest, Shivamoga Dist., Karnataka. Green circle – Green morph snake, 
Yellow circle – Yellow morph snake, Red circle - Mating pair.

Table 1. Morphometrics of Malabar Pit Viper T. malabaricus 
(n=21) observed during the study period

Age and Numbers SV length ± SD 
(in cm)

Tail length ± SD 
(in cm)

Adults (4 numbers) 58.0 ± 3.0 12.8 ± 1.5

Sub adults (11 numbers) 47.4 ± 2.0 10.5 ± 0.9

Juveniles (6 numbers) 22.8 ± 2.1 4.4 ± 1.0
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important components of animal ecology. The 
time of day when animals emerge from refuge 
and engage in activities such as basking, foraging, 
searching for mates and so on may be restricted 
to certain periods of the day or year. Most reptiles’ 
exhibit high activity during discrete times of 
the day or year and the factors controlling such 
periodicity interact in a complex manner (Swamy 
and Rao 1999). The pattern of daily activity ranges 
from nocturnal to diurnal with various intermediate 
conditions. Further, the activity patterns may 
be unimodal or bimodal. The body size and age 
influences thermoregulatory requirements of 
ectothermic animals because smaller individuals 
warm and cool more quickly than larger ones 
(Schmidt-Nielsen 1979; Stevenson 1985). They 
often use sit-and-wait foraging strategies. The pit 
vipers also adopt ambush strategy to maximize 
foraging success (Roth et al. 1999; Clark 2004).

Trimeresurus malabaricus is nocturnal. During 
day time they are often observed basking in the 
sun. They actively pursue food in the evening and 
at night, when they avoid most of the predators. 
They are semi-arboreal in habit and are usually 
detected on lower canopy, shrub layers of the 
vegetation and at ground level. They feed on 
small mammals, lizards, frogs, toads, birds 
and their eggs. With respect to their dietary 
preference, variation among adults and juveniles 

has been observed. The adults prefer rats and 
mice, whereas the juveniles feed on small frogs 
and lizards. The juveniles of some pit vipers, 
including several within the genus Agkistrodon, 
possess yellow tail tips used to attract prey in a 
display known as caudal luring (Wharton 1960; 
Carpenter & Gillingham 1990). Pit vipers lose their 
tail coloration as they grow, presumably reflecting 
a shift from prey that respond strongly to luring 
(e.g. amphibians and lizards) to those that do not. 
The white tip of the tail and prey choice indicate 
that the young and juvenile Malabar Pit Viper 
use caudal luring for attracting prey. Sometimes 
feeding on bird and lizards eggs and insect larvae 
were also observed. The adults and sub-adults 
feed primarily on rodents, birds and bird eggs. The 
observations in the present study revealed that 
the prey diversity in adults was high compared 
to juveniles. The habitat exploitation by juveniles 
was very low degree compared to adults and sub-
adults. Since the juvenile efficiency of exploiting 
semi arboreal habitats was less, their activity was 
confined to boreal and ground habitats. As they 
grew in size they attempted to catch small birds 
that visit the shrubs and grassy patches. However, 
the adults never attempted to search for reptilian 
eggs, large insect larvae in the litter layers. They 
are believed to be infrequent feeders as they feed 
larger rodents, birds, etc.

Breeding
The detailed description of breeding behaviour 

is not available for T. malabaricus. There are no 
reports on the time of breeding, clutch size; 
parental care, incubation time, etc. However, 
Wall (1919) reported that the breeding of the T. 
malabaricus extend from February to October. In 
the present study, six juveniles were recorded in 
August and September indicating that the Malabar 
Pit Viper breeding at Agumbe is well within the 
season reported earlier.
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Nagpur is very important region of Vidharbha 
and central India, in terms of herpetofaunal 
diversity. Vidharbha is one of the most diversified 
region in Maharashtra State of India, with 
respect to biodiversity (Joshi et al. 2014).  Its 
healthy climate, mountainous terrain, rugged 
configuration and sudden fall in elevation are 
phenomenal and have received notable interest 
that provides favorable environment for ophidian 
fauna (Joshi & Tantarpale 2014).  D’Abreu (1928) 
made a comprehensive collection and systematic 
data of reptiles for Vidharbha in general and the 
Central Museum Nagpur in particular, which 
provides information and records of 24 species 
particularly for Nagpur region.  Deshmukh et al. 
(2015) recorded 30 species in Nagpur District.  
The Nagpur District lying on the eastern side of 
Maharashtra as well as comprised part of central 
India and its geographical extends between 
79019’35”–79031’10”N and 21013’20”–2108’60”E.

Results
Two new uncollected species recorded first 

time from Nagpur District are Oligodon taeniolatus 
Russel`s Kukri and Bungarus sindnus walli Wall`s 
Sind Krait.  Here the detail annotations of newly 
recorded species Oligodon taeniolatus and 
Bungarus sindnus walli are given.  Identification 
was confirmed after referring obtained scalation 
and morphological data of both the specimen with 
specimen deposited at Bombay Natural History 
Society.  The geographical location of both the 
specimen is given separately in the maps (Figs. 1 
& 2). 

Oligodon taeniolatus (Jordon, 1853) (Reptilia: 
Colubridae)

A solitary road killed uncollected specimen 
was recorded from Weltur a small town in Nagpur 
District, Maharashtra, on 22 July 2015 at around 
21:55hr.  The adult male has a total length 
322mm; dorsal scale in 15 row at mid body; 179 
ventral; divided anal scale; 53 paired subcaudals; 
6 supralabial 3rd and 4th touching eye; 1+2 
temporal.  As the specimen was damaged from 
snout area the length and width of snout scales 
was not taken (Images 1).  The specimen was 
studied morphologically and obtained scalation 
and moephologicaldata from this specimen 
was compared with the deposited specimens at 
B.N.H.S.  The referred specimen data is as follow-
rostal well visible from above, internasal (longer 
3.1mm than broad 3mm), a pair of prefrontal in 
good contact with one another, frontal (4mm than 
wide 3mm), parietal touches both postocular, 6 
supralabial 3rd&4th touching eyes, eye (2.2mm 
diameter) with rounded pupil, temporal 1+2, 
ventral 187, dorsal scale in 15:15:15 row, 56 paired 
subcoudials, tail pointed.

This species is one among the 70 species 
in the genus Oligodon, the kukri snake, which 
are distributed throughout much of south and 
Southeast Asia (Green et al. 2010).  According to 
Whitaker (1978) it is found in hills and plains of 
Peninsular and Northern India and part of the 
western Himalaya (Garhwal District).  Accoring 
to Smith (1943) this snake found in the whole of 
peninsular India from Sind and Baluchistan in 
the north-west to Bengal (Purnia) in north-east; 
Ceylon.  Joshi et al. (2014) and Pradhan (1997) 
recorded existence of this species in Vidharbha.  
Similarly, Nande & Deshmukh (2007) recorded 
the same from Amravati district which is adjacent 
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to Nagpur District.  Our current record indicates 
that though this specimen was recorded earlier by 
others it was not confirmed from the geographical 
extension of Nagpur District, Maharashtra, India, 
in particular.  This is the first note which confirmed 
the existence of this species from Geographical 
extension of Nagpur District in particular.

Bugarus sindnus walli (Wall, 1907) (Reptalia: 
Elapidae)

Elapid snakes of the genus Bungarus, widely 
Known as Kraits, are distributed throughout the 
oriental faunal region with the exception of the 
Philippines (Theophilus et al. 2008).  Thirteen 
species of Krait are currently recognized (Slowinski 
1994; Kuch et al. 2005; Kuch & Mebs 2007).  While 
some of these are common and wide-ranging, most 
krait species are actually rare in collection and have 
remained largely unknown both ecologically and 

toxicologically.  Three species of genus Bungarus, 
B. caeruleus, Common Indian Krait, B. Fasciatus, 
Banded Krait and B. sindnuswalli, Wall`s Sind Krait 
found in Maharashtra (Whitaker & Captain 2004).

Here we report the first record of B. sindnus 
walli from Nagpur District, based on a specimen 
rescued on 1 August 2015 at around 15:20hr from 
abandon well at Jalalkheda a little town in Narkhed 
tahsil of Nagpur District.  The sub adult female 
has length snout to vent 908mm and tail 146mm. 
Rostal broad (5mm); internasal (longer 4mm, 
broad 5mm); pair of prefrontal (longer 6mm, wide 
4.2mm); frontal (longer 6.2mm, wide 5.3mm); 
parietal touches both postocular (longer 11.2 mm); 
temporal 1+2;dorsal scale 20:17:17; ventral 202; 
anal plate unpaired; subcaudials 55 (Images 2 & 
3).  This is a rare venomous snake found only twice 
in Amravati District (Nande & Deshmukh 2007).  
Joshi et al. (2014) recorded rare occurrence of this 
species from Vidharbha, in general.  So far, neither 

	  Figure 1. Location of Oligodon taeniolatus

	  Figure 2. Location of Bungarus sindnus walli.

Image 1. Road killed specimen of Oligodon taeniolatus

Image 2. Bungarus sindnus walli - lateral view showing head scales



REPTILE RAP #18, 30 November 2016

42

D’Abreu (1928), Joshi et al. (2014) nor Deshmukh 
et al. (2015) reported this species particularly from 
geographical extension of Nagpur District.  This is 
first published note which recorded the occurrence 
of this species from Nagpur district, Maharashtra.
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Although Gujarat is rich in herpetofauna, which 
is well documented (Vyas 1998; Gayen 1999), we 
still lack in our knowledge of snake populations 
and their patterns of seasonal abundance.  
Reptiles, particularly snakes, being of a shy nature 
and being adept at camouflage (blending with 
their surroundings), are very difficult to record 
in the wild.  Hence, the data obtained through 
rescue programs such as this (and Sundarvan - Urfi 
2005) can be of great importance for studying the 
dispersal patterns of reptile populations in urban 
areas.

I have been involved with the removal and trans-
location of snakes, mainly in residential areas in and 
around the outskirts of Ahmedabad since 1993.  I 
have attempted herewith, to systematically record 
the species and biological information of snakes 
rescued thus, from August 2010 to July 2014 and to 
do a preliminary analysis of the data with a view to 
discuss the possibility of snakes trying to cope with 
habitat destruction and a possible loss of breeding 
grounds due to expanding cities.  The focus is on 
western Ahmedabad city and its outskirts only. 
This analysis also attempts to compare the data 
collected by Sundarvan during the period from 
June 1996 to July 1998 (Urfi 2005).

Study area
The area studied was mainly the western part 

of Ahmedabad City (23.030N & 72.580E) and its 
outskirts, from Shahibaug in the north to Sarkhej 
in the south, covering an area of approximately 
225sq.km. (Fig. 5).  Ahmedabad is divided by the 
river Sabarmati into two physically distinct eastern 
and western regions.  The eastern bank of the 
river houses the old city.  This part of Ahmedabad 
is characterized by packed bazaars, and the 
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‘pol’ system of closely clustered buildings, and 
numerous places of worship.  It houses the railway 
station and the post office.  The colonial period 
saw the expansion of the city to the western side 
of Sabarmati, facilitated by the construction of the 
Ellis Bridge in 1875.  About 6–8 new bridges were 
added subsequently.  The western part of the city 
houses educational institutions, modern buildings, 
residential areas, shopping malls, multiplexes 
and new business districts centered around roads 
such as Ashram Road, C.G.Road, and Sarkhej 
Gandhinagar Road (S.G. Road).

Ahmedabad has a hot, semi-arid climate, with 
marginally less rain than required for a tropical 
savanna climate.  There are three main seasons: 
summer, monsoon and winter. Aside from the 
monsoon season, the climate is extremely dry.  
The weather is hot from March to June; the 
average summer maximum is 410C (1060F), and the 
average minimum is 270C (810F).  From November 
to February, the average maximum temperature is 
300C (860F), the average minimum is 150C (590F), 
and the climate is extremely dry.  Cold northerly 
winds are responsible for a mild chill in January.  
The southwest monsoon brings a humid climate 
from mid-June to mid-September.  The average 
annual rainfall is about 800mm, but infrequent 
heavy torrential rains cause local rivers to flood and 
it is not uncommon for droughts to occur when the 
monsoon does not extend as far west as usual.  The 
highest temperature recorded is 48.50C (119.30F) 

Materials & Methods
The overall method of data collection and 

analysis is based on the Sundarvan (Urfi 2005) 
model.  Most of the data collected, is of the rescue 
of snakes from urban houses/ gardens/factories.  I 
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mainly got direct calls from people and have used a 
hooked aluminum stick to handle the snakes and to 
bag them using a specially tailored cloth bag which 
could be attached to a badminton racket (with 
the strings removed) with velcro.  A month-wise 
rescue/trans-location form was put in use which 
had data of ecological importance systematically 
recorded, which included the following:
a) Date 
b) Name, Address and number of the caller
c) Species of the reptile 
d) Time (of receiving the call and time of rescue)
e) Health condition
f) Length 
g) Location at the time of rescue - (whether indoors 
or outdoors)
h) Release area
i) Date/ Time (of release)
j) Temperature and RH (if possible)
k) Remarks if any.

This data was further analyzed by recompiling 
it into species specific tables both year-wise and 
month-wise for other statistical analysis.  The 
length of the snakes was ascertained by holding 
them by the tail and suspending (Urfi 2005), 
and recording the lengths of the snakes to the 
nearest approximation.  Whether the snake was an 
adult, sub-adult or juvenile was also determined 
by the approximate length.  All taxonomical 
nomenclatures are as per those mentioned in 
Whitaker & Captain (2004). The time of the rescue 
call determined the time of activity, which was 
also recorded as morning (06:00–12:00 hr), noon 
(12:00–16:00 hr), dusk (16:00–20:00 hr) and night 
(20:00–06:00 hr). 

The data collected thus was analyzed with a 
view to obtaining the answers to the following 
questions:

1) Which snake species are mainly found in 
Ahmedabad?

2) Which snake species is sighted the most in 
Western Ahmedabad?

3) Which are the months showing maximum 
activity (sightings) of different snake species in 
Western Ahmedabad?

4) Does a specific species prefer a specific area?

Analysis
A total number of 152 snakes were handled 

during this period (Table 1), of which, the most 
commonly encountered snakes were Colubrids 
and Elapids.  Adult snakes constituted 63.81%, 
sub-adults constituted 19.73% and juveniles 
constituted 16.44% (the age of the snakes was 
determined by the approximate length recorded 
during rescue).  Of these, 84.21% snakes were found 
outside the built premises or outdoors, and 15.78% 
snakes were found within the built premises or 
indoors (be they residential buildings, commercial 
establishments or industrial buildings).  

Referring to Table 1, Figs. 1 & 2 indicates that 
the maximum activity period is between July and 
November (based on the sightings), starting from 
April onwards (April to May being the mating 
season of most of the snake species mentioned in 
Table 2.  December and January are the months of 
least activity being the winter months. Snakes are 
found to be active throughout the year in Gujarat 
(Vyas 1998), but there is a marked decrease in their 
activity between December and January.  More 
activity during October and November could be a 
result of some specific species like the Indian Rat 
Snake Ptyas mucosa and the Spectacled Cobra 
Naja naja being active during these months as 
they have two breeding seasons (Whitaker & 
Captain 2004).  This could also be an attempt by 
the snakes to gain more calories to cope with the 
winter months.

By referring to Table 2 and Fig. 3, it is observed 
that a total number of 13 species of snakes are 
mostly found in the western part of Ahmedabad 
(as described in the area of study), and the most 
common amongst them is the Spectacled Cobra 
Naja naja 31.5%, Indian Rat Snake Ptyas mucosa 
19.73%, Checkered Keelback Xenochropis piscator 
18.42% & Common Krait Bungarus caeruleus 
11.84%.

The most frequent sightings of the four 
species are Spectacled Cobra Naja naja (October, 
November and July), Indian Rat Snake Ptyas 
mucosa (October, May and November), Checkered 
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Keelback Xenochropis piscator (April, July and 
October–November) and Common Krait Bungarus 
caeruleus (April to September- September being 
the most preferred) (in order of most specimens 
encountered during that particular month) (Fig. 6).

Apart from these, the following species also 
deserve a mention as they were found by myself 

Year Jan Feb Mar Apr May June July Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Total
2010 - - - - - - - 2 6 7 6 1 22
2011 0 1 5 11 3 2 6 2 4 7 6 0 47
2012 2 3 2 4 2 2 3 2 1 3 1 0 25
2013 0 1 1 0 6 1 3 2 6 6 7 1 34
2014 0 1 0 0 3 3 17 - - - - - 24
Total 2 6 8 15 14 8 29 8 17 23 20 2 152

Table 1. The number of snakes rescued between August 2010 and July 2014

Figure 1. The number of snakes rescued each month 
between August 2010 and July 2014	  
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Table 2. Indicating the species found and the number of snakes of each species encountered year-wise

Species Encountered 
2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total

Pythonidae
1 * Indian Rock Python Python molurus (Linnaeus, 1758) 0 0 0 2 0 2

Boidae
2 Common Sand Boa Gongylophis conicus (Shneider, 1801) 0 2 2 1 4 9
3  Red Sand Boa Eryx johnii (Russell, 1801) 0 1 0 0 0 1

Colubridae
4 Common Trinket Snake Coelognathus helena (Daudin, 1803) 0 1 2 0 0 3
5 Common Wolf Snake Lycodon aulicus (Linnaeus, 1758) 1 2 2 0 0 5
6 Russell's Kukri Snake Oligodon taeniolatus (Jerdon, 1853) 0 1 0 0 0 1
7  Indian Rat Snake Ptyas mucosa (Linnaeus, 1758) 3 12 9 3 3 30
8 Striped Keelback Amphiesma stolatum (Linnaeus, 1758) 4 0 0 0 0 4
9 Checkered Keelback Xenochropis piscator (Schneider, 1799) 2 14 1 4 7 28

Elapidae
10 Common Krait Bungarus caeruleus (Shneider, 1801) 0 4 2 8 4 18
11 Spectacled Cobra Naja naja (Linnaeus, 1758) 12 8 7 16 5 48

Viperidae 
12 Russell's Viper Daboia russellii (Shaw & Nodder, 1797) 0 0 0 0 1 1

Typhlopidae 
13 Brahminy Worm Snake Ramphotyphlops braminus (Daudin, 1803) 0 2 0 0 0 2

Total snakes encountered 152

 * The Pythons were found on Sanand Nalsarovar Road, approximately 40km from the city.
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Figure 2. The percentage of snakes encountered in each 
month of the year between August 2010 and July 201
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and Sundarvan at various times before August 
2010, in the entire Ahmedabad City region, 
outside the present area of study.  Barred Wolf 
Snake (Lycodon striatus Shaw, 1802), Leithi’s 
Sand Snake (Psammophis leithii Gunther, 1869), 
Saw Scaled Viper (Echis carinatus Schneider, 
1801), Common Kukri Snake (Oligodon arnensis 
Shaw, 1802), Common Cat Snake (Boiga trigonata 
Bechstein, 1802), Saw Scaled Viper (Echis carinatus 
Schneider, 1801), Glossy Bellied Racer (Coluber 
ventromaculatus Gray, 1834), Bronzeback Tree 
Snake species.

Table 3 shows the comparison between the 
present data analysis and the analysis done 

Figure 3. The most commonly found species in Ahmedabad during the period from August 2010 to July 2014 (figures are in 
no.of snakes encountered)
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Table 3. The comparison between the most commonly found species by Sundarvan (Urfi 2005) between June 1996 and 
July 1998 and Rishit Shroff between August 2010 and July 2014.

Description
Findings of Sundarvan (Urfi 2005)
(between June 1996 – July 1998)

Findings of Rishit Shroff
(between Aug 2010 – July 2014)

No. of species of snakes encountered 12
13 (with 8 more species being a 

strong possibility)

Most commonly found species: 
Percentage 

of snakes 
encountered

No. of snakes 
encountered

Percentage 
of snakes 

encountered

No. of snakes 
encountered

1. Spectacled Cobra Naja naja 35.00% 341 31.50% 48

2. Indian Rat Snake Ptyas mucosa 20.00% 194 19.73% 30

3. Checkered Keelback Xenochropis piscator 24.00% 229 18.42% 28

4. Common Krait Bungarus caeruleus 10.83% 104 11.84% 18

Total sample set 868 124

Months of maximum activity / sightings between July to November between July to November

The slight imbalance in the percentage of Checkered Keelbacks (Xenochropis piscator), could be the result of reclamation of a number of wet 
lands in the periphery of western Ahmedabad, which were filled up for construction purposes.

by Sundarvan (Urfi 2005).  These results are 
encouraging, as even after rampant construction, 
increase in the number of vehicles, and a span 
of 15 years, the over all pattern of species-wise 
distribution remains similar.  In the 1990s only 
Sundarvan and the Kamala Nehru Zoological 
Gardens were actively involved in the rescue of 
snakes.  Also, there were no social media sites like 
Facebook, Twitter, etc.  Hence, though there might 
have been more species found in Ahmedabad 
earlier, they would have gone unreported. 
Increased sightings of snake species charted as 
“uncommon” earlier can also be due to the active 
use of social media.
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Further statistical analysis (area-wise) and 
mapping shows that within the area studied, 
the maximum number of Snakes are found from 
around Thaltej and Makarba areas of western 
Ahmedabad in the outskirts, and in the ATIRA/
Gujarat University Campus within the city.  The 
over all distribution pattern is as per the map 
shown in Fig. 4. (Data of East Ahmedabad is not 
included in this analysis. Hence, it should not be 
considered that there are no snake sightings in the 
eastern part.)

The present study shows that the snakes 
encountered by the author represent 5 out of 

Figure 4. Map of 
Ahmedabad depicting 
the area and species wise 
distribution of snakes

Figure 6. The maximum activity months 
of the first four most commonly found 
species in Ahmedabad.
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Figure 5. The area of Ahmedabad City covered under this 
study

the 8 families of serpentes in Gujarat, excluding 
Hydrophiidae, including 13 species (with probably 
8 more) of the recorded 57 species by  Desai & 
Sarpsandarbh (2011). That does not mean that the 
probable species are overlooked, but they being 
uncommon, have not been sighted by me within 
the said period ranging from Aug 2010 to July 2014 
in the area studied.  All the eight species have 
been encountered by me at some point before 
the said study period.  Also, as this data emerges 
from direct sighting of reptiles by humans, it is not 
comparable to data from a survey.

The seasonal peaks of activity that we see 
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might suggest that the snakes are driven out of 
their habitat by the onset of monsoon, which in 
Ahmedabad sets by the first week of July since 
the past few years.  August sees an unexplained 
drop, may be due to flooding and then there is a 
steady increase in snake sightings and activity 
from September to November.  There could be 
numerous reasons for this- the first one being 
that the ambient temperatures of the city/urban 
areas could be a few degrees higher than in the 
open farm lands and countryside due to vehicular 
exhaust and rampant concrete construction.  The 
second could be the easy availability of prey near 
human habitation - lights attracting insects, left 
over food attracting rodents, and landscaped 
gardens attracting birds and providing good hiding 
spaces, all of which, lead to being frequented by 
snakes.  Also the peak activity from March–April 
not only coincides with the breeding season of a 
number of snake species (Urfi 2005; Whitaker & 
Captain 2004), but it can also be a result of trying 
to find cool hiding spots and water as most of the 
water bodies have dried up, and both are easily 
available in urban homes - especially in lush green 
landscaped gardens. 

Observations
Apart from these, I have also recorded the 

following observations:
1) Even after 15 years of development, 

encroachment of humans, enduring habitat loss, 
and the most important factor of enduring trans-
location, the snakes are surviving and breeding, 
such that the over- all species distribution and 
frequency of the sighting of the species remains 
the same. 

2) The Spectacled Cobra Naja naja is the most 
abundantly found snake, followed by the Rat snake 
Ptyas mucosa and Checkered Keelback Xenochropis 
piscator.  Even the status of the Common Krait 
Bungarus caeruleus is maintained, along with the 
maximum activity period (June to October), when 
compared to the findings of Sundarvan (Urfi 2005).

3) A further analysis also reveals that small and 
medium sized snakes like the Common Sand Boa 
Eryx conicus, Checkered Keelback, Wolf Snake 

Lycodon aulicus and the Common Krait are mainly 
found within the city, while larger snakes like the 
Rat Snake Ptyas mucosa and the Spectacled Cobra 
are mostly found in the outskirts.  This could be 
due to their not finding proper hiding spaces on 
account of their large size and food preference.

4) One of the other reasons for the larger 
snakes not being found in the western part of the 
city could also be the S.G. Road, which runs along 
the western periphery of Ahmedabad. This could 
be acting as a barrier and not allowing the snakes 
to cross over. 

5) Larger snakes like the Rat Snake, Checkered 
Keelback and the Common Krait are still sighted in 
some green pockets still left intact within the city 
like ATIRA campus, University Campus, CN School 
Campus, CEE and the Nehru Foundation, which 
serve as small fragmented habitats.

6) A peculiar fact observed by me was that 
there are two lanes parallel to each other, in the 
same area, separated by a row of houses, being 
just about 200m apart.  In one lane, I have come 
across only Checkered Keelbacks, may be as it was 
abutting a now extinct water body, and, in the 
other one, I have come across only Common Sand 
Boas. They are not known to have crossed over in 
nearly 10 years now. (I am citing it as a personal 
observation over the years)

7) A whole clutch of freshly hatched Checkered 
Keelback babies was found on the premises 
of Gujarat University over three to four days, 
emerging from the toilet. Checkered Keelbacks 
were also sighted frequenting drains at a couple of 
other sites too.

8) A Common Krait  was found in the morning 
by Gujarat University students in the Animal Lab. 
Apparently, it had not only managed to find its 
way inside the lab at night, but had entered one 
of the enclosures of white mice, had fed on two of 
them during the night and was curled up inside the 
same enclosure.

Of all the snakes encountered, about 84% of 
snakes were found outdoors, and about 16% were 
found indoors.  Of all the species discussed so far, 
it was predominantly the Common Wolf Snake 
Lycodon aulicus, that was found indoors about 40% 

Spectacled Cobra (Naja naja) found under the roof of a labourer’s hut.

Spectacled Cobra found in the vertical section of an 
aluminum window

Indian Rat Snake (Ptyas mucosa) territorial fight in the 
compound wall garden on the outskirts of Ahmedabad City
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Spectacled Cobra (Naja naja) found under the roof of a labourer’s hut.

Spectacled Cobra (Naja naja) found from a drain  pipe.

Spectacled Cobra found in the vertical section of an 
aluminum window

Spectacled Cobra after having 
swallowed a Palm Squirrel

Indian Rat Snake (Ptyas mucosa) territorial fight in the 
compound wall garden on the outskirts of Ahmedabad City

Indian Rat Snake found on of a house within the 
city limits

New born Checkered 
Keelbacks (Xenochrophis 
piscator hatched from 
under a drain in Gujarat 
University Building

Checkered Keelback 
observed eating, a toad on 
the road in the outskirts of 

Ahmedabad.

© Umang Dutt
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of the times it was encountered, mainly behind 
mirrors hanging on the walls, on window grills, 
behind wall clocks, under the wardrobes and over 
the shelves. This could be due to its preference for 
Common House Geckos Hamidactylus flaviviridis as 
food (Daniel 2002).  Other places of hiding (this is 
for all the snake species in general) indoors include 
carpets, underneath T.V. Units, storage units 
under the kitchen platform and shoe cabinets.  A 
Spectacled Cobra was found after a lot of searching 
from the vertical channel of the aluminum frame 
of a window abutting the bedroom wall.  Of all 
the snakes encountered outdoors, they have 
been found from landscaped gardens, flower 
beds, compound wall cracks, on tiled roofs, 
under the Mangalore tiles on weather sheds, in 
air conditioner compression units, kitchen yards, 
construction sites, inside cars, washing machines 
kept outdoors, gas cylinder chambers, behind 
heaps of unused tiles, stones and wood, private 
water bodies (fountains), trees and shrubs, drain 
pipes and out door storerooms to name a few. 

Their food preferences mainly included rodents 
like mice and rats in case of the Indian Rat Snake 
and the Spectacled Cobra. There has also been a 
case of a Spectacled Cobra having swallowed an 
Indian Palm Squirrel Funambulus pennanti. Rats, 
mice and moles are preferred by both the Sand 
Boas (Gongylophys conicus Shneider, 1801) and 
(Eryx johnii Russell, 1801), while the Checkered 
Keelback, prefers fresh water fish, frogs and toads. 
These observations were made on the basis of 
regurgitation by certain snakes on handling.  The 
present analysis and the comparison with the 

earlier analysis by Sundarvan (Urfi 2005) shows 
that snakes survive and co-exist with humans in 
spite of habitat destruction, expanding cities, 
rescue/trans-location and ever increasing vehicles. 
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The Common Krait Bungarus caeruleus 
(Schneider 1801) also known as the Indian krait is 
a species of venomous snake belonging to the 
family Elapidae and is found in different habitats in 
the Indian subcontinent.  The Common Krait is the 
most prominent member of the “big four” species 
inflicting many snake bites in India.  In India, the 
Common Krait is listed on ‘Schedule IV’ of the 
Indian Wildlife (Protection) Act, 1972 . The average 
length is 900mm , but they can grow up to 1,752mm 
rarely.  The Common Krait has a shiny black or 
dark chocolate coloured body with milky white 
bands (paired or unpaired).  The body is cylindrical, 
tapering towards the tail.  Males are longer, with 
proportionately longer tails. The Common Krait is 
exclusively a nocturnal species and shows activity 
from late evening to early morning.  Due to their 
nocturnal habit the Common Krait is probably the 
most common venomous snake found in road kills.

The Common Krait is among the most common 
snake species found in the Corbett Landscape 
and frequently reported from various parts.  The 
average length observed is mostly around 600mm 
to 750mm.  In this article, the team is reporting the 
recovery of a dead specimen 1,244mm long (total 
body length measured which is snout to vent length 
or tail length) from Dhangarhi gate of Corbett 
Tiger Reserve, Uttarakhand. On the morning of 
8th September 2015 the team found the specimen 
lying dead on the floor of National Highway No. 
121 near the Dhangarhi Gate of Corbett Tiger 
Reserve while going on official work.  Initially it 
was thought to be an immature King Cobra due to 
its length and girth but on later inspection of the 
scales and other features confirmed the specimen 
to be a Common Krait (Image 1a–c).  Due to the 

A record of a 1,244mm long Common Krait Bungarus caeruleus (Schneider, 
1801) from Dhangarhi, Corbett Tiger Reserve, Uttarakhand, India 
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Image 1. Common Krait Bungarus caeruleus  - dead 
specimen
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relatively exceptional length of the specimen, 
the team decided to collect the specimen for 
documentation.  The Specimen was brought to 
The Corbett Foundation office based at Village, 
P.O. Dhikuli and necessary measurements were 
taken and photographic documentation was 
carried out carefully.  The measurement showed 
the total body length of the dead specimen was 
1,244mm.  On the same day, the specimen was 
handed over to the Veterinary Care Unit of Corbett 
Tiger Reserve for preservation for future reference 
and research purpose.  Though there are several 
unconfirmed pieces of information of relatively 
large specimens of the Common Krait till date 
there are no official records about the length of 

specimens seen or captured from this landscape.  
This is a notable relatively large specimen from the 
area and similar efforts are welcome from other 
snake lovers for proper documentation.
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