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The Pacific Ocean is the world’s largest 
geographic feature, comprising about a third 
of the globe, but its tropical oceanic islands 
take up less than 0.05% of the Earth’s land 
surface, a collective area around the size of 
the U.S. state of West Virginia or the country 
of Costa Rica. However, these Pacific oceanic 
islands, most of which are tiny, include well 

over half the world’s island total and are home to a diverse and 
fascinating herpetofauna.

Organizing the Pacific islands into regions has long vexed ge-
ographers. In a highly influential work, de Brosses (1756) coined 
the term Polynesia, applying it to all the islands of the Pacific. 
Later, one of the great Pacific explorers, Dumont d’Urville (1832) 
subdivided the central and south Pacific into three contiguous ar-
eas, Polynesia, Micronesia, and Melanesia, based on the physical 
and cultural attributes of the people. These terms remain in cur-
rent use but are generally now regarded as somewhat simplistic. 

Biogeographers have been less successful in dividing up the 
Pacific (Kay 1979), and have generally tried to force adjacent 
islands and island groups into regional assemblages based on 
faunal or floral relationships. The various proposed schemes 
remained stubbornly incongruent. In an insightful review, Stod-
dart (1992) distinguished between different island types, viz., 
atolls, elevated limestone (makatea), and high islands. He pro-
duced a scheme, based on the high islands, that remains broad-
ly consistent with the biogeography of various Pacific taxa. He 
demonstrated for a number of taxa that New Guinea was a ma-
jor source area for much of the Pacific, with species richness on 
high islands diminishing with distance from New Guinea (Stod-
dart 1992). This pattern is very clear in the herpetofauna of the 
western Pacific (Allison 1993). 

George Zug, in his outstanding and highly useful book, takes 
a very practical but somewhat unusual approach, dividing the 
Pacific into forty regional areas based on political and geograph-
ic criteria. He also includes within his treatment five islands or 
island groups in the Eastern Pacific, Islas Revillagigedo, Isla del 
Coco, Isla Malpelo, Clipperton Island, and the Galapagos. While 

this scheme tends to bring together taxa from very different evo-
lutionary lineages, it helps to put the greater Pacific herpetofau-
na into a clear regional perspective. Although there are no native 
species shared between the Eastern and Western Pacific, many of 
the wide-ranging human commensals, such as the geckos Hemi-
dactylus frenatus and Lepidodactylus lugubris, now occur in both 
areas.

Overall, Zug treats a total of 187 taxa.  Of these, 151 are native 
or probably native to some part of the Pacific (i.e., they didn’t dis-
perse via human transport), and 35 are introduced. One species 
of skink, Carla tutela, endemic to Halmahera Island west of New 
Guinea, was once thought to have been introduced to Guam 
but those populations are genetically similar to Carla ailanpa-
lai which is endemic to the Admiralty Archipelago north of New 
Guinea and may have been introduced to Guam during WWII 
(Austin et al. 2011).

In his preface Zug makes it clear that his intended readership 
is “casual to avid naturalists who live on or visit Pacific islands.” 
He also mentions that the book contains much new data and 
hopes that it will also be useful to professional herpetologists. In 
both regards he has succeeded admirably. 

His introduction, which is barely six pages long, is one of the 
finest summaries I’ve ever encountered that puts the Pacific into 
a historical and regional perspective, starting with the geologi-
cal history and ending with a discussion of patterns of human 
settlement. 

Although this is a minor point in the context of this book, the 
introduction mentions Pangaea but not Gondwana. Inasmuch 
as the geological history of much of the Pacific, particularly the 
richest areas in the southwest, involved the breakup of Gond-
wana following its separation from Pangaea, it might have been 
useful to mention a few general details about that.

I would have also liked to see a bit more about the navigation 
skills of the Pacific peoples as many of the reptiles that are wide-
spread in the Pacific were transported by humans. It is increas-
ingly clear that the early Polynesians had acquired much more 
than “elementary navigation skills” and were navigating across 
vast distances long before European explorers reached the area. 

In the next section Zug explains his regionalization scheme 
for the Pacific, characterizing it as “arbitrary” and includes a 
checklist of species known to inhabit each of the major islands 
or island groups. This checklist will assist naturalists in gaining 
a familiarity with the species known from the various groups. It 
will also serve as something of a snapshot of current patterns of 
distribution and diversity. As Zug points out in his preface, mo-
lecular studies have shown that a number Pacific species former-
ly thought to be widespread, are actually complexes of closely re-
lated taxa. As more groups are studied this subdivision of species 
will undoubtedly continue. In addition new species continue to 
be discovered.

The next section introduces terms used to identify species. 
I quite liked the fact that Zug explicitly defines what he means 
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by small, medium, midsize, etc. He gets by with a minimum of 
jargon. This would certainly not surprise those who know him.

The next 70 pages include 35 color plates, each presented 
on facing pages, and including virtually all species treated. The 
quality of the plates varies but generally they are excellent.

Most of the rest of the book, 221 pages, includes detailed ac-
counts of the various species. Each major group, e.g., frogs, is 
treated in a brief introduction, followed by treatment of each 
family followed by a detailed, standardized account of each spe-
cies. Details on the calls of the frogs (all but three of which are 
introduced) are included under reproduction. The accounts are 
excellent and include many useful historical and ecological de-
tails. Although the book lacks an identification key, I don’t think 
that this is needed given the generally small number of species 
found in each area and the high quality of the images. In a few 
cases there are line drawings to facilitate the identification of 
similar species.

Each species treatment also includes a common name. Zug 
has generally chosen names that are in widespread use for well-
known taxa but has coined many new names for more obscure 
taxa. These names clearly reflect Zug’s overall emphasis on prac-
ticality. I was pleased to see that for species of skinks in the ge-
nus Emoia he dispensed with the use of “emo skink,” a name that 
has somehow crept into the popular literature. Moreover, a quick 
Google search will quickly confirm that “emo” has many other 
meanings. Instead Zug focuses on physical features and habitat 
preferences that are diagnostic and easy for an avid naturalist to 
remember.

The book concludes with an overall checklist of species, each 
with a little square “tick” box in front of the scientific name fol-
lowed by the common name, together with an appendix on the 
sources of illustrations and indexes to common and scientific 
names. I think that it would have been useful to also include an 
index to place names mentioned in the text but this is a minor 
point.

There do not appear to be any major typographical errors in 
the book. It is produced to a high standard of quality and is well 
organized and highly readable. Anyone with an interest in the 
Pacific, including naturalists, conservation biologists, biogeog-
raphers or herpetologists, will find this book indispensable. In 
my view George Zug has encapsulated a big chunk of his life’s 
work into a masterpiece that should be on everyone’s bookshelf.   
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It is great to see this focused interest in 
softshelled turtles. The Trionychidae is a 
family of bizarre reptiles whose members are 
easily recognized because they are so mor-
phologically distinctive; but otherwise the 
group may be underappreciated. Each book 
treats a single species of softshell. These two 
species are at opposite ends of the softshell 
turtle spectrum—a small, common, and 
very terrestrial cyclanorbine and a rare, gi-
gantic, and completely aquatic trionychine. 
And these volumes are at opposite ends of 
the spectrum of species treatments. The 
Gramentz volume strikes me as “Catalogue 
of American Amphibians and Reptiles ac-
count” meets “Biology of the Reptilia.” It is 
a minutely detailed recounting of the exten-
sive literature on a species that was listed on 
Appendix 1 of CITES in 1975 when it probably should not have 
been. The Pritchard volume is classic Pritchardian pontifica-
tion. It has the subtitle, “The Story of the Giant Softshell Turtle 
of the Yangtze and Red Rivers.” A complex story it is; it is a very 
personal voyage through the author’s interactions with Rafe-
tus swinhoei, one of those species whose living representatives 
might just be counted on the fingers of one hand. It was listed by 
CITES in 2005 (TRAFFIC 2013) when it should have been recog-
nized as endangered at least 50 years ago. Despite the differences 
between the volumes a great deal of trionychid biology is packed 
into each one.

 The Gramentz volume is a summary and compilation of the 
surprisingly extensive published literature on what I would ar-
gue is the softshell that exhibits the most primitive morphology 
among living forms. It is astounding that the author identified 
346 references that are relevant to understanding the biology of 
Lissemys punctata. It is clear from this work that Lissemys is an 
important model organism for biological research on the Indian 
subcontinent. In contrast, much of the Pritchard book is a sum-
mary of his observations on the very poorly known species, Rafe-
tus swinhoei, from the literature, interviews, and observations 
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made during numerous travels. Pritchard establishes for the first 
time that it is a truly giant species and he verifies that it is on the 
brink of extinction. But he goes far afield with chapters on the or-
igin of turtles, a chapter on museums, and a chapter in which he 
considers candidates for the rarest turtle. Whereas the Lissemys 
volume is tightly organized with an extensive bibliography, the 
Rafetus volume is disorganized, and amazingly, its bibliophile 
author has not provided a literature cited!

Although I have played a supporting role in understanding 
the genus Rafetus and I have tried to keep up with developments 
in its conservation, I found the Pritchard volume to be tough to 
follow at times and then repetitive at others. It would have ben-
efited from a more critical peer review, serious editing, and re-
organization. My sense is that it was probably published pretty 
much as it was first drafted. Furthermore, it is not clear who the 
target audience is. If it were the scientific and conservation com-
munities, it seems that it would have seen more attention in re-
view and a bibliography would have been added. However, the 
way it is written it assumes that the reader is familiar with softs-
hell turtle literature, some of which is quite obscure (i.e., Heude 
1880).

The Lissemys volume will prove valuable to anyone doing 
comparative biology that involves turtles. As I have said else-
where (Meylan 1991), it seems unfortunate that the biology of 
“the turtle” is too frequently based on Trachemys scripta. This 
Lissemys volume should prove useful in making more readily ac-
cessible the voluminous literature on a very different lineage of 
cryptodire. The volume also makes it quite clear that Lissemys 
has very interesting biology for a trionychid. It is kinosternid-like 
in that it is the only living softshell that regularly aestivates on 
land for a significant portion of the year and it seems to have em-
bryonic diapause so that clutches laid at different times all hatch 
with the same monsoon rains. The reproductive biology of this 
species and its control appear to be remarkably well understood.  

Although the Lissemys volume is better organized and 
documented, it is the Rafetus volume that covers new ground. 
Pritchard makes the very important work of Heude (1880) avail-
able in English for the first time. He lists all of the known speci-
mens of this elusive species including many that he discovered 
via careful examination of museum collections in China and 
Vietnam. He establishes its giant size and makes a good argu-
ment that the largest turtles, living or extinct, may have been 
softshells. He identifies the most likely areas where additional 
living R. swinhoei might survive. Also, in covering all aspects 
of the genus Rafetus, he does a reasonable job of summarizing 
what is known about the smaller species in the genus, R. euphra-
ticus, which could also use some serious conservation attention.

In the section in which he argues for R. swinhoei being the 
rarest of all turtles, it becomes clear that collectors of rare turtles 
are a real problem. It is also clear why this one is so rare, and it fits 
a pattern that Pritchard buries in his rambling introduction, that 
big animals are high on the curve of extinction. But you have to 
be really interested in softshelled turtles to make it through this 
book. It’s not that the author gets off track; it seems that there 
often is no track. So, I am not sure to whom I could recommend 
this book beyond turtle aficionados. For biologists and libraries, 
the Lissemys volume is likely to be more useful, if only as a guide 
back to the original literature which one hopes would be cited in 
place of this volume in most cases.

It is interesting that Lissemys was CITES listed in 1975 but 
has still served as a model species. It is still harvested in large 
numbers and undoubtedly has suffered declines throughout its 

range (what turtle species has not?), but appears to have biologi-
cal properties that make it resilient. The giant R. swinhoei, on the 
other hand, is dedicated to river channels and oxbows. It may 
turn up a few more times; but only the most extraordinary mea-
sures will prolong the existence of this species. What other large 
softshells do we need to look at as quickly as possible to deter-
mine their true conservation status?  The rest of the diversity of 
the Cyclanorbinae is in Africa and all four taxa are poorly known. 
The largest of them, Cyclanorbis elegans, has apparently become 
very hard to find. Is it the next Rafetus?
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Scientific names are sources of endless 
fascination for professionals and amateurs 
alike: Who was that frog named after? Is that 
smithii named for Malcolm or Hobart? Here 
are the answers. Beolens et al. here com-
plete the cataloguing of tetrapod eponyms, 
having previously considered birds (Beolens and Watkins 2003), 
mammals (Beolens et al. 2009), and reptiles (Beolens et al. 2011). 

This is a compact volume of double-columned text. Although 
it appears sturdy at first glance, the book is not as well produced 
as the authors’ reptile eponym work, although it is also consid-
erably less expensive. The text is not illustrated, but the cover 
of the book is graced by a striking image entitled Frog Cabinet 
by Madeline von Foerster. It depicts 13 frog species (only five of 
which have eponymous names) in the cubbies of a cabinet, with 
two closed drawers meant to represent “all the frog species not 
yet discovered, and those who might die out before becoming 
known to us” (p. ii). 

As in the reptile volume, a brief introduction explains the 
“rules” applied in the book. Accounts are provided, in alphabeti-
cal order, for those persons who are commemorated by either 
scientific names or common names (the latter, unfortunately, 
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based on Frank and Ramus (1995), which coined many arbitrary, 
incorrectly derived, and inappropriate names). Also included are 
other nouns that have served as the source of names that might 
be mistaken as being eponyms. For example, Hyla andersonii is 
named for Anderson, South Carolina and Psychrophtynella il-
limani for Nevado Illimani, a mountain in Bolivia. Not surpris-
ingly, many of the same people have been commemorated in the 
names of both amphibians and reptiles, thus a good number of 
biographic entries in this book were also in The Eponym Diction-
ary of Reptiles, some repeated nearly verbatim and others signifi-
cantly expanded or shortened.

I enjoyed this book and learned a lot from it. However, I 
found it unsatisfying on two levels. First, the authors’ choice of 
biographic details often seems arbitrary. Authorship of a single 
publication is often mentioned, but this is as likely to be a minor 
paper as it is to be the subject’s most important and well-known 
treatise. Examples include Carlo Gené, whose most important 
herpetological work (Gené 1839), the first treatise of the amphib-
ians and reptiles of Sardinia, is not cited, G. K. Noble, whose in-
fluential book Biology of the Amphibia (Noble 1931) is not men-
tioned, J. G. Schneider, none of whose numerous herpetological 
books are noted, and Ronald Crombie, who is cited as the author 
of a list of Smithsonian herpetological publications rather than 
for his original work on the West Indies, the Philippines, or Palau. 

One might argue that more comprehensive biographies are 
warranted for lesser known people, however, it seems a bit un-
balanced to allocate only eight lines to Carl Gans, for decades 
one of the world’s leading herpetologists, whereas Philippe 
Brunneau de Miré and Sir Basil Thomson, both fascinating in 
their own right, but not herpetological giants, are accorded 36 
and 44 lines respectively—among the most extensive entries in 
the book. 

An inherent problem of the style “so-and-so is at such-and-
such an institution” is that a retirement or death immediately 
makes the account seem outdated. Many of those honored by 
amphibian eponyms have indeed done one or the other since 
their biographies were written. For example, Hobart Smith, 
Paolo Vanzolini, Eugenio Izecksohn, and Jorge Jim, all treated as 
living in the book, have all since passed away, although, to be 
fair, all but Jim (who died in 2011) were still living when the book 
went to press. A more difficult to explain and embarrassing mis-
take is listing Robert Stebbins as having passed away in 2000, 13 
years before his actual demise. 

A large number (although a small percentage) of the approxi-
mately 1600 entries include factual errors of one sort or another. 
For example, Thomas Bell was not an assistant to J. E. Gray (Adler 
1989), Ernst Ahl was never the director of the Berlin Museum 
(Paepke 2013), Mario Peracca did not visit the Cape Verde Islands 
(Andreone and Gavetti 2007), and Giacomo Doria was the found-
er of a museum in Genoa, not Turin (Adler 2012). According to 
Boelens et al., the Russian scientist Leopold Schrenk “believed 
that mammoths which he found preserved in the permafrost 
must have died recently, and thought that they were subterra-
nean animals that ate earth!” (p. 193). In fact, Schrenk (1871), as 
part of his studies of Siberian mammoths, recorded these as the 
beliefs of Arctic peoples; they were not his own views. 

At least one entry appears to refer to the wrong person. That 
for Wagner cites Johann Andreas Wagner as the person com-
memorated in the name Leptodactylus wagneri (Peters, 1862); 
however, Wilhelm Peters, in fact, named this frog for Friedrich 
Johann Carl Mortiz Wagner (better known as Moritz Wagner), 
who collected the holotype in Ecuador (Wagner et al. 2012). 

Boelens et al. (2011) also linked the name of the snake Diapho-
rolepis wagneri Jan, 1863 to Johann Andreas Wagner, but it too 
was collected by Moritz Wagner. Its description does not indicate 
the source of the name, but Moritz is again the likely honoree. 
I caught these errors because I have worked on both the speci-
mens described by Peters and those collected by Moritz Wagner, 
but I wonder how many other misattributed eponyms I may 
have missed!  

Among contemporary herpetologists, institutions and time-
lines are sometimes incorrect. For example, Fritz Jürgen Obst 
was trained in the German Democratic Republic and spent his 
entire professional career in Dresden (formerly in East Germa-
ny), not partly in the west, and Robert C. Drewes has worked 
at the California Academy of Sciences since 1970, not 1998 as 
stated by Boelens et al. American university names seem to have 
been especially confused, as Richard Thomas is stated to have 
received his doctorate from the University of Louisiana [sic, Lou-
isiana State University] and Victor Twitty’s undergraduate degree 
is stated to be from Butler College, Princeton University [it was 
from Butler University in Indianapolis]. 

A number of eponyms are noted as having uncertain origin, 
but at least some are quite easily determined. For example, I was 
easily able to find the meaning of the specific epithet of Pseu-
doeurycea tlilicxitl, the black-footed salamander, in an online 
Nauhatl dictionary — not surprisingly it means black foot. Other 
names of unknown derivation could have perhaps been checked 
by asking the authors of these names themselves, as was clearly 
done in the case for some names (e.g., those proposed by Anna-
marie Ohler that honor members of her family). 

Typographical errors are relatively few, e.g., Port Elisabeth 
[sic, Elizabeth] (p. 84) and Alfred Russel Wallace’s Brazilian ex-
pedition began in 1848 not 1948 (p. 227), but seem to plague 
accounts of German namesakes: Ein Frauenfahrt urn [sic, um] 
die Welt (p. 101), Ostafrikanischen Insen [sic, Inseln], Detley [sic, 
Detlef] Langer (p. 119). 

Boelens et al. provide the authors and dates of the Latin 
names they present. At one level this is helpful, but it would have 
been more useful if they had followed the convention of placing 
author and date in parentheses if the specific epithet is not used 
in conjunction with the generic name with which it was origi-
nally paired. 

On the positive side, in this book we learn a little about a lot 
of people, some quite obscure, who have been immortalized in 
nomenclature. Among some of the more interesting entries are 
those that reveal that Allobates algorei honors former American 
vice president Al Gore, that Hyla carnifex is named after John 
Lynch (carnifex = hangman, to hang unlawfully is to lynch, get 
it?), and that two African frog names have epithets derived from 
the name of Charles Lemaire, who may have been the inspira-
tion for the central character of Kurtz in Joseph Conrad’s Heart 
of Darkness (although other people have also been proposed as 
Conrad’s model for Kurtz).

On the whole, The Eponym Dictionary of Amphibians leaves 
a lot to be desired. However, it is the only book that does what 
it does. Relatively detailed biographies of herpetologists may be 
found in Kraig Adler’s Contributions to the History of Herpetol-
ogy series, but no other book provides thumbnail sketches of all 
those who have had amphibians named after them (including 
a very large number of non-herpetologists). For those with an 
interest in the history of herpetology, a curiosity about etymol-
ogy, or an abiding love of trivia, this book will make an enjoyable 
read, if not a reliable reference.
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Although the Caucasus Ranges have 
been designated a biodiversity hotspot, 
there are no recent reviews of the her-
petofauna and literature of Armenia or 
Nagorno-Karabakh, two of the southern-

most republics of that region. Indeed, most people in the West 
would be hard put to place a finger on them on a map. This 
slim volume was designed to fill that gap. Nagorno-Karabakh 

is surrounded by Armenia, apart from its southern border, 
which abuts Iran. Armenia is also bordered by Iran; it lies 
between Azerbaijan to the east, Georgia in the north, and 
Turkey to the west. The history of Nagono-Karabakh is com-
plicated; the current government considers it to be an inde-
pendent republic, while Armenia and Azerbaijan both claim 
the territory. It is currently an unsettled dispute. The region 
has previously been claimed by Persia, the Russian Empire, 
and the Soviet Union. Internationally, it is considered a prov-
ince of Azerbaijan, although its ethnic composition is pri-
marily Armenian. 

The first four authors accomplished the field work over 
some two decades; the editing and bibliography reveal the 
sure hand of Leviton. The book is traditional in its layout, the 
taxonomic treatment preceded by a discussion of the geog-
raphy of the region, climate, biodiversity, conservation, and 
habitats. The authors recognize five zones, based on vegeta-
tion types, and five azonal habitats. A table correlates each 
species with these categories; thus much important informa-
tion is presented in an economical space. These zones and 
habitats are described in the text. There are two pages of 
paleontological notes by David Vasilyan indicating that the 
modern Armenian herpetofauna dates back at least to the 
Upper Miocene. For those of us interested in the history of 
herpetology, there is a section on the history of herpetology 
of Armenia, similar in structure to those appearing in other 
SSAR publications.

The heart of the book consists of the taxonomic section, 
beginning with keys to the herpetofauna, based on easily 
seen external characters. The major characters are shown 
in photographs of actual specimens, rather than the more 
familiar generalized line drawings. Such a presentation has 
both costs and benefits, but the photographs are clear and 
show the characters effectively without too much distract-
ing extraneous information. The species accounts each be-
gin with the Latin name and author and an English common 
name. This is followed by a primary synonymy applying to 
specimens from Armenia and Nagorno-Karabakh, the type 
locality, notes on taxonomy, general distribution, distribu-
tion in the study area, general information, and a status of 
conservation statement. Importantly, and rare in taxonomic 
publications, each species account contains a section listing 
the references applying to the individual species. Lacking 
from a taxonomist’s point of view, are the museum registry 
number of the holotype, a citation to the publication of the 
original description, a diagnosis, and lists of collecting and 
observation localities. However, these omissions are second-
ary to the intended purpose of the book, which is an intro-
duction of the fauna and useful to the general reader and to 
non-herpetology specialists. In any case, the extensive bib-
liography will lead the interested researcher and collection 
curator to this and other information.

Following the text, there are 152 figures in 32 excellent 
color plates showing each species, a distribution map with 
unnamed and unnumbered spot localities, these followed by 
ecozone and habitat photographs. The bibliography alone 
covers 28 pages. It attempts to cover all publications covering 
the study area, from the earliest literature to that of the year 
of publication. The format is similar to that used in Leviton 
and Anderson (2010). 

A trivial complaint perhaps, but Table 1 lists six reptile 
species endemic to Armenia. Endemism has no biological 
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significance when applied to national boundaries. On the 
other hand, it may be useful politically in grant proposals for 
government funds, protecting national fauna, etc.

Those of us who are taxonomists know that taxonomy is a 
moving target, as generic and species names change all-too-
frequently, and common names have never been stabilized 
as they are for birds. The recognition of family and higher cat-
egories also changes, especially frequently today with the ad-
vent of phylogenetic and cladistic classifications. This makes 
the publication of synonymies and bibliographies especially 
important. This is exemplified by the following quote from 
the current book:

Bufo variabilis, because it is considered a member of the 
“viridis” complex, was transferred to the new genus Pseude-
pidalea when they established it for the Bufo viridis complex 
(Frost et al. 2006). However, Dubois and Bour (2010.23) ar-
gue that this is invalid because, in their view, it creates no-
menclatural confusion with respect to the application of 
the nomen Bufo. Thus, they conclude, Pseudepidalea must 
be considered a junior objective synonym of Bufotes Rafin-
esque 1815, a subgenus they include within Bufo, and which 
would include viridis and would include all species included 
in the Bufo viridis,  complex, or, if treated as a genus, then , 
e.g. Bufotes viridis, Bufotes variabilis, et al. (Dubois and Bour 
2010:24–25).

Anyone confused yet? In any case, Dubois and Bour (2010) 
not withstanding, many or most taxonomists have accepted 
the nomenclature of Frost et al. (2006), if prematurely. This 
leaves West Asian Bufo viridis with an entirely new name, 
Pseudipedalea variabilis, which does not occur in combina-
tion in the literature prior to 2006. So much for nomencla-
tural stability.

This book creates a new template for subsequent similar 
volumes in local and national taxonomic accounts. It needs a 
place in all collection libraries and in the hands of field biolo-
gists, reserve managers, and others with responsibilities for 
the fauna of Armenia and/or Nagorno-Karabakh.
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For decades, the herpetofauna of Texas 
captured the attention of both profes-
sional and avocational herpetologists. The 
remarkably diverse herpetological biota of 
Texas is, at least in part, a reflection of the 
diversity of biotic provinces that are united 
geopolitically in that vast state. To judge by 
the books and monographs that were avail-
able historically, especially those readily available to the public, 
the point of emphasis for Texas herpetology traditionally was 
centered on the snakes. Among the earliest of the modern vol-
umes on the herpetology of Texas was a pocket field guide to the 
snakes of Bexar County (Davenport, 1943). It was soon followed 
by the first of many editions and impressions of the popular 
booklet on venomous snakes by Werler (e.g., 1950, 1953, 1978), 
and later by works that addressed medical aspects of venomous 
snakes in Texas (Huang et al. 1975), focused on the famous rattle-
snake ‘round-ups’ in the state (Kilmon and Shelton 1981; Adams 
and Thomas 2008), and provided updates to Werler’s work (Price 
1998, 2009). More expansive volumes that provided coverage of 
non-venomous as well as venomous species appeared by 1965 
(Raun 1965), and were substantial and widely available by the 
mid 1980s (Tennant 1984, 1985, 2006; Vermersch and Kuntz 
1986; Dunlap 1994; Werler and Dixon 2000). The popular appeal 
of snakes in the state remains undiminished, and is reflected to-
day by the wide availability in garden shops, nurseries, and even 
coffee shops of a waterproof, quick-reference guide (Pustejovsky 
2010). The snakes of Texas have been well served, and served in 
style, in the literature. 

To be sure, amphibians and reptiles were treated collectively 
in some detail in other volumes, but early summaries were more 
technical, were intended for specialists, and generally were pre-
sented as relatively dry annotated lists without (Brown 1950) 
or with (Raun and Gehlbach 1972) maps, but devoid of pho-
tographs and descriptions (another such list was published by 
Kutac and Caran in 1994). Dixon’s volume on amphibians and 
reptiles (1987, 2000; see also Dixon et al. 2007) provided a wel-
come change and included expanded discussion of natural his-
tory data, up-to-date taxonomic keys, distribution maps (with 
ranges documented at the county level), extensive review of the 
literature, and photos of select species in black-and-white for-
mat. The latter were helpful, but still lacked the appeal that so 
often drew the non-specialist to the natural history section of the 
(now almost defunct) local book store. 

Departure from that traditional state of affairs began with 
the volume produced by Garrett and Barker (1987) who ushered 
in a new tradition of publishing non-technical field guides with 
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descriptions, color photographs, and distribution maps. The vol-
ume by Bartlett and Bartlett (1999) was an important update in 
a similar format. The recently released third edition of Amphib-
ians and Reptiles of Texas by Dixon (2013) brings together for all 
readers a balanced coverage of non-technical text, maps, color 
photographs, and an extensive review of the literature on the 
herpetofaunal species of Texas. It certainly will serve to increase 
awareness of, and interest in, the herpetofauna of the state. But 
it is not easily carried in the field. 

I have heard colleagues decry the field guide as a dying genre 
of published literature. Some view that demise as collateral dam-
age in the broader and general decline of print media in favor 
of readily portable digital devices. Others apparently interpret 
concerns about the decline in outdoor activities among mod-
ern children (Louv 2008) as a harbinger of doom for the pocket 
guide. I admit that my proclivities tend towards an accumulation 
of books, and I embrace the accusatory labels of ‘fuddy-duddy’ 
and ‘walking anachronism’ that are proffered by students and 
colleagues who stand with jaws agape in disbelief when they 
learn that I do not carry a cell phone (“How do you text?”) or tab-
let or other digital devices of our modern age. I also welcome the 
proximity of those same companions when they gaze over my 
shoulder as I pull out a field guide to aid in the identification of 
a darting damselfly, and am happy when they ask to thumb the 
volume on their own. Field guides clearly continue to serve the 
many purposes they have served for decades, as handy quick-
references, teaching aides, inexpensive navigation guides for the 
budding naturalist who is grappling for the first time with the 
complexities of some small component of the world’s biodiver-
sity, and succinct guides for the professional or specialist explor-
ing a new geographic area or a new taxonomic group. 

Texas Amphibians is the latest release in the Texas Natural 
History Guides series published by The University of Texas Press, 
and is the third in that series to embrace a herpetological subject 
matter. It was preceded, perhaps unsurprisingly, by two volumes 
addressing snakes; one by Dixon and Werler (2005) and another 
by Price (2009). The volumes in the series are produced with an 
emphasis on a portable format that still permits (and, indeed, 
promotes) quality imagery. The book is sized for easy transport; 
at 4.5 in x 7.5 in I can slide this field guide into the back pocket of 
my jeans, drop it in a vest pocket, or carry it effortlessly in a back-
pack or daypack. The volume sells for $24.95, but a 33% discount 
is available for purchases made through the website for the press 
(http://utpress.utexas.edu/index.php/books/tiptep), thus drop-
ping the cost to only $16.72. 

The size of the book conforms to the others in the series, and 
that placed some limits on format, content, and presentation of 
data. The end product suffers little from those restrictions, and is 
a handy and helpful compendium that is both informative and 
easy to use. A four-page table of contents is followed by a brief 
foreword from James Dixon, who sets the book in the context 
of both geography and conservation. The 328 numbered pages 
include introductory sections on the basic biology of amphib-
ians, conservation concerns (with Texas exemplars placed in the 
broader context of global amphibian declines), notes and tips on 
how to observe and photograph amphibians, an informative dis-
cussion of the laws and regulations that govern the collection of 
amphibians in Texas, notes on captive maintenance, comments 
on taxonomic practices adopted by the authors, keys to the sala-
mander and frog species of Texas, a generic key to amphibian 
larvae, and systematic accounts of 72 species (30 salamanders 
and 42 anurans) with known records from Texas, to which are 

appended accounts of an additional six species that possibly oc-
cur in the state, but require verification. The bulk of the text (234 
pp.) is dedicated to the systematic accounts. A list of state and 
U.S.-based international herpetological societies is provided in 
an appendix, along with notes on three museums, and some 
relevant web sites. The final sections of the book are dedicated 
to a glossary of terms, a brief bibliography, and indices of com-
mon and scientific names. The outer edges of the inside of the 
front and back covers provide rulers in inches and centimeters, 
respectively. 

A few black-and-white illustrations are provided in the keys 
to highlight anatomical features, but the book is stunningly 
adorned with 177 color photographs, all but one of which depict 
living animals (the sole exception is a photograph depicting the 
photography set-up used by the authors in the field). The photos 
are good or excellent throughout, and the majority are sized to fit 
1/3 of the height of the page. Most species are depicted in two or 
more photographs, permitting ready visualization of pattern or 
color variations, or anatomical details in close-up views. There 
is at least one photograph for all but two species; the exceptions 
are an as-yet unnamed species of Eurycea from the Pedernales 
River, and Eurycea robusta (known only from the holotype, an 
image of which was subsequently published by Dixon 2013).

A map depicting geographic distribution is provided for each 
of the 72 species known to occur within Texas. The maps are of a 
standard size, county boundaries of the state are depicted, and 
geographic range is indicated by gray-scale shading. Care ap-
pears to have been taken to depict the known (or inferred) range 
of the species as accurately as possible, given the scale of the 
maps (i.e., shading, does not conform solely to county boundar-
ies). Geographic ranges of nominal subspecies are not differenti-
ated. Several species of Eurycea are documented only from local-
ized springs that would be minuscule if depicted on maps of this 
scale; for those, standard 1 cm dots are centered on the known 
locality or localities. The only obvious error in the maps is that 
the range of the ‘Rio Grande’ species of Siren was copied onto the 
map for Siren intermedia (see discussion by Dixon [2013] for a re-
view of the taxonomic complications surrounding the two taxa, 
and a map for comparison). 

Species accounts are organized taxonomically and according 
to a standardized format, with text grouped under the sequen-
tial headings Size, Description, Similar Species, Distribution, 
Natural History, Reproduction, Subspecies (when relevant), 
and Comments and Conservation. Both scientific and common 
names are provided at the beginning of each account, and with 
few exceptions follow Crother (2008). Only the common name is 
provided in the photo captions, but the photos are conveniently 
placed in close proximity to the text for each species. This format 
is common to all volumes in The University of Texas Natural His-
tory Guides series, and represents a significant stylistic difference 
from the traditional Peterson Field Guide series, in which taxon 
illustrations were, until recently, placed in a collection of plates 
bound near the center of the volume (e.g., Conant and Collins 
1991). A style somewhat similar to the Peterson one is followed 
by the Audubon guides, in which images are clustered at the front 
of the book, with text and maps in the back (e.g., Behler and King 
1988). I confess to a degree of ambivalence about these varying 
organizational styles; each serves a purpose and a particular 
category of user, and I have found myself at different times, and 
with different guides, variably favoring each style over the other, 
depending often upon the relative degree of my ignorance with 
the subject matter. Perhaps the harmonious accommodation 
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of both styles in the newer editions of the Peterson Series (e.g., 
Conant and Collins 1998) is the way to achieve maximum utility 
in the service of the broadest possible community. 

The third edition of Dixon’s Amphibians & Reptiles of Texas 
(2013) was published after the release of Texas Amphibians 
(2012). The two volumes ultimately will serve different (but over-
lapping) audiences, and some comparative comments are in or-
der. At the time of publication of Texas Amphibians, the photos it 
contained were unique, but 11 of them were reprinted by Dixon 
(2013). The duplicated images are of Ambystoma tigrinum, Eu-
rycea latitans, Eurycea quadridigitata, Eurycea tridentifera, No-
tophthalmus viridescens, Pseudacris clarkii, Pseudacris crucifer, 
Gastrophryne carolinensis, Scaphiopus hurteri, Lithobates sphe-
nocephala, and Eleutherodactylus planirostris. Interestingly, and 
somewhat disturbingly, in the case of three shared images, the 
county-level provenience information provided in the two vol-
umes is different (Pseudacris clarkii, either Sterling County or Iri-
on County; Pseudacris crucifer, either Jasper County or Houston 
County; Gastrophryne carolinensis, either Houston County or 
Anderson County). In twelve other instances, the images in the 
two volumes are clearly of the same individual animals, taken 
on the same habitat setting, presumably in a single photo-shoot, 
but the animals have slightly different orientations or positions 
(Ambystoma maculatum, Eurycea naufragia, Eurycea sosorum, 
Desmognathus auriculatus; Necturus beyeri, Notophthalmus 
viridescens, Anaxyrus debilis; Hyla chrysoscelis, Hyla cinerea, 
Gastrophryne olivacea; Hypopachus variolosus, and Lithobates 
grylio). The similarity in photos undoubtedly stems from the fact 
that photos for Dixon’s volume were provided by Toby Hibbitts, 
one of the authors of Texas Amphibians. In almost all cases, the 
images published by Tipton et al. are of a sharper quality and 
have greater clarity than the images reproduced in Dixon’s book. 
Taxonomic coverage in the two volumes is nearly identical, with 
equal treatment of the anurans, but the Tipton et al. volume cov-
ers two additional and unnamed species of Eurycea. 

Any book published on amphibians in recent years has ad-
dressed a taxonomic group that now is experiencing declining 
populations across the globe, and challenging threats to persis-
tence. One of the unique features of the Texas amphibian fauna 
is the taxonomic diversity of Eurycea in the state. Many of these 
salamanders are tied to the karst geology and hydrology of the 
eastern edge of the Edwards Plateau. The morphologic, genetic, 
and taxonomic diversity among these salamanders continues 
to be a topic of intense exploration, and the elucidation of even 
basic natural history data for many species remains an elusive 
goal. The extremely localized geographic distribution of many of 
the species makes them a particularly challenging group, both 
for basic biological study, and for conservation efforts. Many 
of these issues are necessarily touched upon in this field guide, 
and special attention was called to the conservation status of the 
various species. Since the publication of Texas Amphibians, the 
conservation status of at least four species has changed. Eurycea 
tonkawae is now listed as threatened by the U.S. Fish & Wildlife 
Service. Eurycea waterlooensis now is listed as endangered by 
the same agency, and the listing status of both Eurycea chishol-
mensis and Eurycea naufragia now is ‘proposed endangered’ (see 
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service species profiles at http://ecos.fws.
gov/speciesProfile/profile/speciesProfile.action?spcode=D02T, 
...=D033, ...=D02X, and ...=DO2S, respectively). As further testi-
mony to the ever-changing picture on Texas amphibians, I note 
that the final book manuscript was sent to press a few weeks be-
fore the massive Bastrop County fire swept through important 

habitats for the Houston toad, Anaxyrus houstonensis (Travis La-
Duc, pers. com. Sept., 2013); the impact on toad populations has 
not yet been fully assessed. These issues only serve to enhance 
the importance of this book, especially for the young people of 
the state of Texas who will utilize this guide to acquaint them-
selves with what may well be a rapidly changing component of 
their native biota. 

In some respects, this book may considered to be long over-
due. The only other book dedicated solely to the amphibians of 
Texas is a field guide to the anurans of Big Bend National Park 
(Dayton et al. 2007). The volume by Tipton et al. clearly fills an 
obvious need for a portable, low-cost guide to the amphibians of 
Texas. Indeed, with the appearance of this volume, lizards now 
stand as the most prominent group still in need of greater at-
tention and documentation (lizard lovers in Texas may decorate 
their shelves only with Frank Blair’s 1960 monograph on Scelo-
porus olivaceus, Vermersch’s 1992 volume documenting species 
from the south-central portion of the state, a more expansive 
regional guide that covers Texas and the southwest [Jones and 
Lovich 2009], and Axtell’s detailed distribution maps issued in 30 
parts over approximately 20 years [e.g., Axtell 1987, 2005]). 

The quality photographs in Texas Amphibians enhance the 
value of the book for non-specialists, and as the most up-to-date 
summary of the known amphibian fauna of Texas, it is of direct 
interest to all professional herpetologists. Beyond its obvious 
utility as a reference guide in the field, the book also will serve as 
an excellent introduction to the amphibians of Texas and will be 
useful as a classroom resource for K-12 teachers who seek useful 
tools to shape lesson plans and discussions about biodiversity, 
conservation, and natural resources of Texas. The low cost of this 
volume should, I think, guarantee a broad circulation, and serves 
as an additional enticement towards the maintenance of print 
media. Although internet photos are available for many (not all) 
of the species discussed in this book, they are sometimes of low 
quality, may be difficult to compare efficiently, and, if your eyes 
are as bad as mine, are almost always difficult to appreciate on 
sunny days when viewed on hand-held screens (and at night 
those screens destroy your night-vision). 
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Amphibians of Eastern Europe.  
Part 1. Order Caudata
Yevgen Pysanets. 2012. Yevgen Pysanets, Kiev, Ukraine (available 
through amazon.com). 207 pp. Softcover. US $29.00. ISBN 978-966-
02-6514-1.
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This book deals with the salamander 
fauna of Eastern Europe, defined as the 
European portions of the former Soviet 
Union. Ten species in six genera in the 
families Hynobiidae and Salamandridae 
are treated in the dual Ukrainian/English 
text. Ten species may not seem like very many, but the area cov-
ered by the book has a continental climate with great tempera-
ture extremes and some of the taxa covered barely extend into 
the region. For example, Salamandra salamandra, Ichthyosaura 
alpestris, and Lissotriton montandoni all enter Eastern Europe 
only in the Ukrainian Carpathians.  

As this is intended as the first volume in a larger work on the 
amphibians of the region, it actually includes some more com-
prehensive features, such as illustrated keys to both the sala-
manders and frogs of Eastern Europe. The scientific names and 
authorities of these 30 amphibian species, along with their ver-
nacular names in Ukrainian and English, are provided in a table. 
Threats to and conservation measures for amphibians are also 
provided in tabular form, as is a summary of frog and salaman-
der conservation status (including listings by IUCN, the Bern 
Convention, and national red lists).  

Other general information is included in a 17-page section 
providing biographies of zoologists who have contributed to the 
study of the Eurasian herpetofauna. These span five centuries 
from Conrad Gessner to Heinz Wermuth and draw heavily for 
both text and images from Kraig Adler’s biographies in the SSAR 
Contributions to the History of Herpetology series. 

The heart of the book is its species accounts. These follow 
very abbreviated family and genus comments and include sub-
sections dealing with taxonomy, distribution, karyology, sexual 
dimorphism, morphology and coloration, life history, repro-
duction, development, behavior, and diet. In the account for 
Salamandrella keyserlingii the English text is about one page in 
length, whereas the Ukrainian is about six times longer. The dis-
crepancy in other accounts is not as marked but if one wishes to 
get the fullest picture of a particular species, it may be necessary 
for non-Ukrainian readers to use Google Translate. 
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Accounts are each illustrated by a shaded distribution map 
(within Eastern Europe only), habitat photos, and photos of 
breeding males and females, as well as larvae, paedomorphs, 
non-breeding adults, and color or pattern variants, as appro-
priate. These are all in color and of high quality, although their 
printed size is quite small (mostly less than 80 mm in maximum 
dimension).

For the most part, the English portions of the book are not ac-
tual translations, but rather extended synopses of the Ukrainian 
content. This can be seen, for example, on page 26, where pre-, 
pro- and climax metamorphosis are discussed in Ukrainian, but 
not in English. In other places the English captions for certain 
figures do not provide all of the information given in the Ukrai-
nian (p. 27), and some figures are not referenced in the English 
text at all (e.g., figures 7–9 in the section dealing with reproduc-
tion on pages 18–19). Principal components figures on pages 
162–163 have English captions, but the relevant information 
printed on the plots themselves (the localities of sampled Lis-
sotriton) are only in Ukrainian (except for two Romanian place 
names). Page headers are given only in Ukrainian. In most cases 
Ukrainian section headers are followed by English, and the as-
sociated text starts with the English version, then the Ukrainian, 
but in the section on the basics of amphibian systematics start-
ing on page 51 the text is entirely in Ukrainian except for English 
figure legends. In the taxonomic accounts, Ukrainian comes first 
for families and genera, but species accounts start with English.  

Translation is an issue in this book and typos are rife in the 
English text. The map on page 10, for example, incorrectly trans-
lates “western” as “eastern.” Genera is rendered as “genuses” (p. 
79), taxa as “taxons” (p. 86), marked as “market” (p. 86), and en-
dangered as “indangered” (p. 153). Wording is awkward in some 
places, but understandable. Only on page 69 was I truly unable 
to decipher the English text. On page 145 the English figure cap-
tions are incorrect, having been duplicated from those on page 
147. An errata sheet has been glued inside the back cover of the 
book, but none of the examples noted above are included.

One of the book’s most useful features is its extensive (16 pp.) 
literature cited, with about 325 entries, arranged with references 
written in languages using the Cyrillic alphabet first, followed 

by those using the Roman alphabet. Many references, particu-
larly those published in smaller regional journals, are likely to 
be unfamiliar to readers outside the region. Coverage appears to 
be quite good, especially for Ukraine, which is both home to the 
author and the richest region for salamanders within the scope 
of the book. Unfortunately, there are many typos in this section 
as well (e.g., Univercity), and Latin names are often not italicized. 
There is no index to the book in either language. 

Salamanders of Eastern Europe have been treated in a num-
ber of other books that are available in English, most notably 
Kuzmin’s (1999) Amphibians of the Former Soviet Union. Al-
though this is now getting rather out of date, Kuzmin (2013) has 
just released a new volume with the same title. Kuzmin’s work 
is both broader in scope and much more massive than that of 
Pysanets, but also considerably more expensive. Detailed species 
accounts, though again dated, also appear (in German) in the 
salamander volumes of Handbuch der Reptilien und Amphibien 
Europas (Grossenbacher and Thiesmeier 1999, 2003; Thiesmeier 
and Grossenbacher 2004). Despite numerous language and edi-
torial issues, Pysanets’ book provides a compact, affordable, and 
up-to-date overview of the caudate fauna from the Carpathians 
to the Urals and from the Arctic Sea to the Caucasus.
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Honduran Milksnakes: A Collective History of 
Honduran Milksnakes for the Hobbyist
Douglas Mong and James Tintle. 2013. ColdBlooded Publishing, 
Valrico, Florida (www.facebook.com/ColdBloodedPublishing). 170 pp. 
Softcover. US $49.95. ISBN 978-0-9897804-0-7.

The Honduran Milksnake (Lampropeltis 
triangulum hondurensis), a large (up to 2.4 
m TL) Central American colubrid whose 
color pattern mimics that of co-occuring 
venomous coral snakes (Micrurus spp.), has 
become very popular among herpetocultur-
ists. Although there are several naturally oc-
curring regional color pattern variants, cap-
tive breeders have taken this founder stock 
and produced a remarkable array of color 
and pattern morphs. Individual chapters 
cover the origins of breeding stock, genet-

ics of color pattern inheritance, captive maintenance and breed-
ing, health and disease, and four chapters are devoted to various 
morphs. Color photographs occupy most pages, and likely ac-
count for the book’s high price. Although this book would have 
benefited from a stronger editorial hand, hobbyist breeders and 
keepers at all levels will find this a rich and visually stimulating 
source of information and perhaps inspiration.

Concealing Coloration in Animals
Judy Diamond and Alan B. Bond. 2013. Harvard University Press, 
Cambridge, Massachusetts (www.hup.harvard.edu). Hardcover. x, [2], 
271 pp. US $29.95. ISBN 978-0-674-05235-2.  

This is an engaging book for a general 
audience that deals with a topic of broad 
biological relevance. Concealing coloration 
has captured the attention of some of the 
most well known zoologists of the past two 
centuries, including Henry Bates (of Bates-
ian mimicry fame), Alfred Russel Wallace, 
and Ernst Mayr. Even Theodore Roosevelt 
became embroiled in debates over the 
topic. This book draws on these historical 
examples, as well as modern work by Hopi 
Hoekstra, Michael Nachman, Bree Rosen-
blum, and others, to investigate topics such 

as color as signal, perception, the nature of color, and eyes and 
their sensitivity. Examples are drawn from across the spectrum 
of animals. The case of industrial melanism in the moth Biston 
betularia is, of course, explored but many cases of herpetological 
crypsis are also presented. Appropriately, the book is illustrated 

throughout with color photos of high quality, among which 
phrynosomatid lizards are especially well represented. Despite 
its brevity and accessibility, the book includes 30 pages of notes 
and approximately 600 references, facilitating the reader’s ac-
cess to the rich literature on this topic. This inexpensive volume 
should be of interest to evolutionary biologists as well as sensory 
and cognitive scientists and would serve as an excellent accom-
paniment to an undergraduate seminar class on the biology of 
color or similar topics.  

New Mexico’s Reptiles & Amphibians:  
A Field Guide
R. D. Bartlett and Patricia P. Bartlett. 2013. University of New Mexico 
Press, Albuquerque (www.unmpress.com). 228 pp. Softcover. US 
$24.95. ISBN 978-0-8263-5207-1.

This book should appeal to general 
readers wanting a quick and handy refer-
ence to the herpetofauna of this corner of 
the American Southwest. Individual species 
accounts—consisting of brief statements 
concerning taxonomy, abundance/range, 
habitat, size, identifying features, voice 
(for anurans), similar species—are accom-
panied by small (25 x 25 mm), shaded dis-
tribution maps showing range only within 
New Mexico. The taxonomy used is up to 
date, but the authors note cases where dis-
agreement remains (e.g., Rana vs. Litho-
bates, Bufo vs. Anaxyrus, Masticophis vs. Coluber). Each spe-
cies is illustrated by a color photo, although geographic origin 
of specimens depicted is not provided, information that would 
have enhanced their usefulness. Photographs of animals, as well 
as representative habitats, are aggregated in a section of color 
plates to keep printing costs low. The photographs should make 
it possible for users to identify the majority of species, while in 
other cases readers are directed to consult range maps to deter-
mine species ID. Those requiring a more detailed treatment of 
New Mexico’s herpetofauna will want to consult Degenhardt et 
al.’s Amphibians and Reptiles of New Mexico, long the definitive 
treatment of the subject.
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A growing number of titles have appeared in recent years that present stories of hunting for amphibians and reptiles (“herping”), 
following in the tradition made famous by Carl Kauffeld (Snakes and Snake Hunting and Snakes: The Keeper and the Kept). However, 
books in the post-Kauffeld era mostly do not come close to matching those classics. Here, we take brief looks at some recent additions 
to this genre of herpetological publishing.

More than Snake Hunting
Craig Trumbower. 2012. ECO Herpetological Publishing, Rodeo, New 
Mexico. 278 pp. Hardcover. US $29.95 ISBN 978-0-9852936-2-8. 

 
Trumbower offers ten chapters of snake 

hunting adventures set in South Carolina, 
Florida, Texas, Arizona, and California. These 
are presented in “storytelling” fashion, and 
often are as much about the hunters as about 
the snakes they seek. Specific chapters re-
call field searches for, among other targets, 
Blacktail, Eastern Diamondback, and Cane-
brake (= Timber) rattlesnakes, Eastern Indigo 
Snakes, and Rosy Boas. A long chapter on 
Lampropeltis alterna (the Gray-banded King-
snake) includes field-hunting vignettes from 

a handful of veteran “alterna hunters.” One chapter captures the 
essence of reptile “expos”—the sometimes-huge trade shows 
where live animals are bought and sold. This work has the feel of 
an “insider” book, written for and about a circle of the author’s 
closest friends and field companions, but those outside the circle 
will likely find these tales entertaining.

Rattlesnake Adventures: North, South, East 
and West
John W. Kemnitzer, Jr. 2011. Serpent’s Tale Natural History Book 
Distributors, Lanesboro, Minnesota (www.zoobooksales.com). 183 
pp. Softcover. US $17.95. ISBN 978-1-885209-66-5.

This collection—something of a sequel to 
Kemnitzer’s Rattlesnake Adventures: Hunting 
with the Old Timers, published in 2006—con-
sists of 21 individually authored stories and 
articles. It includes original contributions as 
well as previously published material, but 
all focus on the subject of rattlesnakes. The 
mix of authors includes familiar contempo-
raries (e.g., Richard Bartlett, David Barker, 
John Behler, William Brown) and others likely 
to be encountered for the first time in print. 
Some names are from long ago—Howard 

Gloyd, Moody Lentz (an associate of Marlin Perkins), and Isa-
belle Kauffeld (then-wife of Carl Kauffeld, but later married to 
Roger Conant and best known for her photographs in Conant’s 
field guides). Subject matter comprises tales of those who hunt-
ed rattlesnakes for hides or illegal collection for the pet trade, the 
search for zoo specimens in remote areas, and includes Gloyd’s 
famous description of the magnificent Prairie Rattlesnake dens 
of South Dakota. A number of grainy, black-and-white photos 
are scattered throughout.

A Cobra Hijacked My Camera Bag! Snakes and 
Stories from Taiwan
Hans Breuer. 2012. Coachwhip Publications, Landisville, Pennsylvania 
(www.coachwhipbooks.com). 243 pp. Hardcover. US $29.95. ISBN 
1-61646-129-2.

Naturalist Hans Breuer, a German nation-
al transplanted to Taiwan and later to Bor-
neo, shares stories of discovery of Taiwanese 
herpetofauna. Breuer enthusiastically re-
counts his progression from rank amateur, 
fully ignorant of the local fauna, to one with 
growing expertise and who has since made 
several important discoveries. His writing is 
engaging, entertaining, and scientifically in-
formed. Mixed in with the field stories, read-
ers will encounter interesting facts about the 
ophidiofauna, herp keeping, wildlife smug-
gling, Taiwanese culture, and much more. Much of the narrative 
focuses on field experiences with particular species or groups of 
snakes (elapids, pitvipers, ratsnakes, etc.), with color photos in-
cluded for all.


