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According to Barrio-Amords (1998), Venezuela
has seven bio-regions with respect to amphibian
distribution. This zoogeographical scenario might
be different considering reptile distribution. The
Guiana shield is the largest Venezuelan biome,
occupying the southeastern half of the country,
south of Orinoco River. Although this biome is
highly complex (Barrio-Amorés 1998) and inclu-
des many subregions, Huber (1995) and Gorzula
and Sefiaris (1999) divided it in lowlands (predo-
minating rainforests with widespread Amazonian
species), uplands (savannas and/or low, evergreen,
montane forests sensu Huber and Alarcon [1988],
similar to cloud forests in the slopes of mountains,
locally named tepuis, with many endemic
species), and highlands (summits of tepuis with
rocky outcrops and dwarf forests, with almost all
species endemic to one or more fepuis).

The Guiana shield comprises all the lands south
and east of the Orinoco River in Venezuela, but
rainforest lowlands associated with the
Amazonian region also extends northwards to the
extreme northeast of the country, reaching the
island of Trinidad (Murphy 1997). Perspectives in
the distribution pattern of many species of
amphibians and reptiles previously known in
Venezuela, only from localities south to the
Orinoco River, changed by finding many
considered "southern characteristic species" in the
north of the Orinoco River, especially along the
eastern Venezuelan Andean piedmont of the
Cordillera de Merida, in the western side of the
country, which predominantly consists in lowland
rainforests on hills that are the first buttresses of
the Andean chain seen from Los Llanos region.
We have recently reported many Amazonian frogs
to the Venezuelan Andean Piedmont, such as
Leptodactylus lineatus (Barrio 1999a), Hypsiboas
boans (Barrio 1999b; 2001), H. punctatus (Barrio-

Amoroés et al. 2000), Pseudopaludicola llanera
(Barrio-Amor6s and Chacon 2002), and the
snakes Anilius scytale (Barrio et al. 2002) and
Micrurus  lemniscatus  (Barrio-Amordés and
Calcafio 2003). This may change the previous idea
of a country biogeographically divided by the
Orinoco River, as interpreted by Rivero (1964),
Roze (1966), and La Marca (1992). Barrio-
Amoros (1998) already showed the anuran fauna
occurring in Amazonian corridors, along the
Andean Piedmont and the Orinoco delta towards
northern localities (Barrio-Amoros 1998).

The most recent checklist of Venezuelan
amphibians introduces all these novelties (Barrio-
Amor6s 2004). Roze (1966) presented a
zoogeographical arrangement for distribution of
Venezuelan snakes. However, such approach was
basic and is currently out of date, as commented
by some authors (Barrio-Amoros 1998; Gorzula
and Sefaris 1999; Huber and Alarcon 1988).
Unfortunately, a recent checklist of Venezuelan
reptiles interpreting the distributional patterns for
each species is lacking. Herein, we report another
considered southern (Amazonian) species of
snake, Epicrates cenchria cenchria, in the Andean
piedmont, and records of sympatry between this
species and Epicrates maurus.

Previous distribution data on E. c. cenchria
influenced early authors to affirm that it was a
strict inhabitant of Amazonia and Guiana lowland
rainforests in Venezuela (e.g., Roze 1966; Lancini
1979). Beebe (1946) reported E. c. cenchria from
Caripito, Monagas, in the northeastern limit of its
distribution. Another record north of the Orinoco
River was published by La Marca et al. (1995),
from the Inter Andean valley of Chama River,
near the city of Mérida, but it was a misidentified
E. maurus (Casado and La Marca 1996)
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Figure 1. Distribution of E. cenchria cenchria in Venezuela (black circles) based on literature, EBRG and
MHNLS localities, and present work data. The dashed line south of the Orinoco River shows the biogeographic
division (lato sensu) between southern lowland rainforests (including those in the Guiana Shield) and northern dry
savannas with gallery forests (Los Llanos). The white square shows the locality reported herein, where E. c.
cenchria and E. maurus occur in sympatry, eastern Venezuelan Andean piedmont. The black squares show the
two other localities where E. c. cenchria and E. maurus occur in sympatry.

We report the museum record of one adult female
E. ¢ cenchria (Coleccion de Vertebrados,
Universidad de los Andes, Mérida, Venezuela;
CVULA 4668) from Uribante dam (7°47' N,
72°05' W; ca. 1,000 m), state of Tachira, collected
by A. Guevara in 1985. The specimen has a snout-
vent-length of 1,600 mm and a tail-length of 225

mm, 267 ventrals, 57 subcaudals, and 44 dorsals
scales at midbody. All meristic characters match
to the range reported for the species (Amaral
1954; Roze 1966, Lancini 1979; Starace 1998).
This is the first record for the state, first record
northwest of the Orinoco River, and westernmost
for the species in Venezuela, extending about 430
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km WNW straight-line from the closest record in
Venezuela, Gavilan, in the state of Amazonas
(Rodriguez-Acosta and Fuentes 1996), and 250
km NNE straight-line from the nearest locality in
Colombia (Pérez Santos and Moreno 1988). This
record confirms that the characteristic fauna of the
Amazonian domain extends to the eastern
piedmont of the Venezuelan Andes (Figure 1). A
specimen of E. maurus (CVULA 4610) was
collected in the same general area, Uribante-
Caparo, state of Tachira, by A. Guevara in 1985.

There are further records of sympatry for E. c.
cenchria and E. maurus in Venezuela (Figure 1).
We found specimens of both species dead on the
same road, from Puerto Ayacucho to Gavilan, a
natural transition between savanna and rainforest.
Those records were on different points of the
road, coincident with rainforest for E. c¢. cenchria
and savanna for E. maurus (CLB, pers. obs.; R.
Mattei, pers. comm.). In the same area, one
specimen of E. c. cenchria (Museo de la Estacion
Biologica Rancho Grande, Maracay, Venezuela;
EBRG 2098) came from San Pedro de Cataniapo,
close to Gavilan, while one specimen of E. maurus
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