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NOTES ON THE BLIND SNAKE, LEPTOTYPHLOPS DULCIS

(BAIRD AND GIRARD) IN NORTHEASTERN
OKLAHOMA·

BcUtb R. Parce. 2'1dIG. 01cltJlaoma

The bUDd snate~ dukU. bas been relatively rare In
museum ooUectioos. Not unttl 19264 when ortenburaer Usted tbla apec1eI
from JDowa aDd Harmon Counties bad tt been reported In Oklahoma.
BoweftJ'. I' bad been known In Cook COUDQ>. TeDs. Just below the Okla-

-. OOIlWlbutIaD tram the BIoIGCloal StaUon of tile ODlftnl'J 01 II1aJtlpn mad
.. Woodrow wu.em JWllol" BJIh 8aboaI. TUL
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homa southern boundary, as early as 189115. Slnce 1928 other apeclmens
have been accumulated in the University of Oklahoma Museum of ZOOloa:v
from the counties of Cleveland, Choctaw, Comanche, Hannon, Kiowa.
Pottawatomle and Woods. Otbers have been taken near St1llwater by
George Moore. It was ftrst found In Tulsa County In 1927 and ap1n In
19282. Hugh Davia collected two specimens 1n April, 1934, in Comanche
County. Thus a wide diBtrlbutlon in the state 18 indicated.

The largest number of speclmens, 27, collected in Tulsa County, were
taken by Hamon May, between April and OCtober, 1935: he found them
under sandstone slabs and frequently under a llmestone boulder which bad
to be broken before one person could move it. WhUe other secretive snakes
such 88 Sonora 8emUJnnul4ta and Tantlll4 grtlCfUs were found in abundance
in 1he same locaUty, the bllnd snake seemed to choose the largest rocks
under which to hide. Hugh Davia reported 1lndtng the blind snake in the
Wichita Mountains under a huge "decomposed granite boulder," wb1le
Ortenburger and Webster in the Oklahoma Museum of Zoology records
state that specimens were collected "from sand of an ants nest... S1mJlar
habitats were recently reported by Burtl in Texas.

When the bUnd snat.e was uncovered in capture it was necessa.ry to
dig rapidly as tar as 6 or 8 in. in the soft pulverized damp soil. If a
specimen got under a second Jutting rock under the top soU It could
alwayS escape. As many 88 flve spec1m.ens have been recovered from Wlder
the same boulder. No specimens were ever found on the surface. These
activities correspond to the character1st1c actions of those cited by IQauber8
10 his description of the southwestern species, L. humllu.

The largest specimen taken was a temale collected June 6, 1935. It
was 225 DUD In total length and 5.5 mm 10 diameter. Upon. dJBsection it
disclosed. seven eggs measlll1na '1 - 8 mm x 1.2 mm, bes1des others from
microscopic size to 2.3 and 4 mm in lenath. The largest eggs would doubt.
less have matured tb1s season. Two other females collected at the same
time measured 193 and 195 mm in length and contained only eggs of the
smaller a1Zes, 2.3 and' mm in length, and 2.5 mm in diameter.

SCalation in bltnd makes is distinctive. The number of dorsal scales
from the rostral to the tip of the ta11 varied from 226 to 236 (average 231>
in seven females examined. The ratio ot the total length divided by the
diameter ranged trom 46.36 to 55.71. The number of dorsal scales Is
wltb1n the range as observed for L. c1uZcU by KlaUber8, but the ratio of
the total length divided by the diameter Is here extended from 53 to 55.'11.

Six of these snakes were kept during July and August, 1935 at the
University of Michigan Biological Station. in northern Michigan. in an
attempt to determine what they would eat. Many ants, termites, sott
bodied larvae and earthworms were placed in the cages. Although only
once observed. to feed... few ant earp were found in the stomach and la.rge
intestines ot one specimen. It 18 possible that the climate was too cool
for them.

Those collected in september were retained in a quart Mason Jar with
a screen wire top, in moiat soll, from time of collection unttl Noveamer 1
without food.. They burrowed to the bottom of the Jar and could be
seen at the ed8e of 1tle glus.

S1nce at the present t1me no further study of the species 11 possible,
an specimens have been deposited in the Museum of Comparative ZoolOlY,
C8mbr1le, Masa., in the U. S. National Museum, aDd in the personal
collection of P. N. Blanch&n1, University of Michigan.

Apprec1&ttoll Is expressed to Dr. DorIa Cochran of the Sm1tb8011bm
IDstttutloD for 1tle loan part of. tbe IIlUI8WIl collection of Leptot1lfJ1IJofJa
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for purposes of comparison. and to Dr. P. N. Blanchard for criticism of the
manWlCl1pt.
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