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ON THE VICTORIAN SPECIES OF TUBERCULATED
DIPLODACTYLUS

By C. W. Brazenor, National Museum of Victoria

The tuberculated geckos of the genus Diplodactylus have been
the subject of some disagreement between herpetologists. Origin-
ally four species were described.

1839. Phyllodactylus strophurus Dumeril and Bibron, Erp. Gen., vol. 3, p.
397.

1842. Diplodactylus spinigerus Gray, Zool. Miscel., p. 53.

1885. Diplodactylus ciliaris Boulenger, Cat. Liz. Brit. Mus., vol. 1, p. 98.

1892. Diplodactylus intermcdius Ogilby, Ree. Aust. Mus., vol. 2, p. 10.

In the British Museum Catalogue (1885), Boulenger assigned
the three species then known to geographical regions, namely:

ciliaris — North Australia
spinigerus — West and North Australia
strophurus — South-east Australia.

Ogilby later described wntermedius and localized it to ‘‘the
interior of New South Wales.”

Zietz (2), in 1920, admitted only one species, placing the other
three names in its synonomy. In selecting spintgerus as the valid
name he ignored the fact that strophurus was described earlier,
and its name should therefore have been used.

Kinghorn (3), in 1929, resurrected strophurus from synonomy
and reinstated it as a full species. He agreed to leave ciliaris and
mitermedius as synonomys of spinigerus, but suggested that they
might be ‘‘geographical varieties or races.”” Ile suggested that
Boulenger’s record from Sydney is a mistake, ‘‘for it appears to
be restricted to locations in the vicinity of the Murrumbidgee
River and particularly south-western New South Wales.”’

Loveridge (4), in 1934, agreed with Kinghorn regarding ciliaris,
which he made a subspecies of spinigerus.

In the National Museum collections are 31 specimens of tuber-
culated Diplodactylus from localities within Victoria, and 38
specimens from Central and Northern Australia. Any later men-
tion of the Victorian or North Australian series in this paper
refers to these specimens.

During the preparation of a list of Victorian reptiles for future
publication, the present writer was confronted with the problem
of the correct designation of the Victorian member of this group
of geckos. No Victorian specimen possessed spines, so that
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