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Ablepharus kitaibelii fitzingeri is the northernmost subspecies of the snake-eyed skink (the only representative of
the genus in Europe), and an endemic species of the Carpathian Basin. Despite of its unique status in the Hungar-
ian herpetofauna and its strict protection, no recent summary has been provided on its distribution in the country.
In the last attempt, Dely (1978) presented 40 localities of the subspecies. Here we give an updated distribution of
the subspecies (100 localities), based on records from the literature, collection of the Hungarian Natural History
Museum (HNHM), field surveys made by the authors and observations of field researchers. The current conser-
vation status of A. k. fitzingeri in Hungary is discussed and an updated distribution map is provided.
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INTRODUCTION

Ablepharus kitaibelii Bibron & Bory, 1833 is the
only representative of the genus in Europe, and the
northernmost European member of the lizard family
Scincidae. Ablepharus kitaibelii fitzingeri Mertens,
1952 is characteristic to the Carpathian Basin. It occurs
in Hungary, in the southern part of Slovakia and in the
northern part of Serbia (Fuhn, 1969; Gruber, 1981; Gasc
et al., 1997; Ljubisavljevic et al., 2002). The A. kitaibelii
group occurs mainly in the Mediterranean area, while A.
k. fitzingeri occupies the northern range of the species’
distribution range (Mertens, 1952; Gruber, 1981). In ac-
cordance with this, A. k. fitzingeri is protected by the na-
ture conservation law in Hungary since 1974.

This subspecies inhabits a high variety of habitats,
which can be grouped according to their rock basement
and soil types: sandstone (e.g., Somlyó Hill at Fót), do-
lomite and limestone (e.g., Buda Hills), andezite (e.g.,
Cserhát), volcanic gabbro (e.g., Bükk), basalt (e.g., Ba-
laton Uplands), or even sand (e.g., Kiskunság). The

Hungarian localities represent three main regions: (1)
the Transdanubian Mountains, (2) the North Hungarian
Mountains, and (3) the Great Hungarian Lowland
(Fig. 1).

The current conservation status and ecology of
A. k. fitzingeri are poorly evaluated, as most of the previ-
ous studies dealt only with its distribution (e.g., Fitzin-
ger, 1829; Lendl, 1899; Fejérváry, 1912, 1917, 1925;
Bolkay, 1914; Méhely, 1918; Fejérváry-Lángh, 1943;
Szunyoghy, 1954; Varga, 1975; Dely, 1978; Solti and
Varga, 1988; Gubányi, 1999). Due to its peculiar posi-
tion in the Central European herpetofauna, Dely (1978)
made the latest attempt to summarise its known locali-
ties in Hungary. The majority of the observations sum-
marised by him were dated from the first part of the 20th
century.

Our aim was to collect together all the records from
the literature, data from the collection of the Hungarian
Natural History Museum (HNHM), data from our field
surveys and records of field researchers with reliable
knowledge of A. k. fitzingeri. Remarks on the current
conservation status of A. k. fitzingeri are also provided,
and an updated distribution map is drawn.

RESULTS

All known locality records of A. k. fitzingeri have
been listed according to the three regions identified
above. The accuracy of the locality data depended on the
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available information. Parts of the locality names (geo-
logical formations, geographic categories) are translated
from Hungarian into English. Nearest settlement (mu-
nicipality) is given in front of the locality name. Source
and date of records are referred to in parentheses. The
records prior and after 1980 are compared in the context
of Hungary (Fig. 2) and Budapest (Fig. 3).

The Transdanubian Mountains

I. Pilis-Visegrád Hills

Visegrád: Nagyvillám (Fejérváry-Lángh, 1943;
Szabó, 1956; Dely, 1978; Janata pers. obs., 2000)

Dömös: Prépost Hill (Szövényi pers. obs., 2003)
Dömös: Lukács Valley (Szövényi pers. obs., 2003)
Esztergom: Nagy-Strázsa Hill (Janata pers. obs.,

2002)
Szentendre: Sas Cliff (Szabó, 1956; Dely, 1978;

Janata pers. obs., 2002)

Pomáz: Mesélõ Hill (Janata pers. obs., 1992)
Pomáz: Kis-Csikóvár (Koncz pers. obs., 2001)
Leányfalu: Nyerges Hill (HNHM 1954; Szabó,

1956; Dely, 1978)

II. The western part of Budapest and its vicinity

Solymár: Kálvária Hill (Hornung pers. obs., 2003)
Budapest: Csúcs Hill (Fejérváry-Lángh, 1943; Dely,

1978)
Budapest: Hármashatár Hill (Fejérváry, 1912; Dely,

1978; Siklósi pers. obs., 2002)
Budapest: Újlaki Hill (Siklósi pers. obs., 2002)
Budapest: Mátyás Hill (Fejérváry, 1912, 1917;

Méhely, 1918; Fejérváry-Lángh, 1943: Dely, 1978;
Tóth, 2002; Halász pers. obs., 2002)

Budapest: Látó Hill (HNHM 1972; Dely, 1978)
Budapest: Hûvösvölgy (Fejérváry, 1912; Dely,

1978)
Budapest: Zugliget (Fejérváry, 1912; Dely, 1978)
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Fig. 1. The main regions and areas of Hungary mentioned in the present study. For the areas represented with roman numbers in the map see
Results.



Budapest: Rózsadomb (Dely, 1978; Fejérváry-
Lángh, 1943)

Budapest: Vár Hill (Fejérváry, 1912, 1917; Fejérvá-
ry-Lángh, 1943; Dely, 1978)

Budapest: Márton Hill (Fejérváry, 1917; Dely, 1978)
Budapest: Sváb Hill (Fejérváry, 1912, 1917; Fejér-

váry-Lángh, 1943; Dely, 1978)
Budapest: Farkas Valley (Fejérváry, 1912, 1917;

Fejérváry-Lángh, 1943; Dely, 1978)
Budapest: Sas Hill (Fejérváry, 1912, 1917; Méhely,

1918; Fejérváry-Lángh, 1943; Dely, 1978; Herczeg pers.
obs., 1998 – 2003)

Budapest: Gellért Hill (Fejérváry, 1912, 1917; Mé-
hely, 1918; Fejérváry-Lángh, 1943; Dely, 1978)

Budapest: Rupp Hill (Siklósi pers. obs., 2002)
Budapest: Kamaraerdõ-Török Stone (Fejérváry,

1912, 1917; Fejérváry-Lángh, 1943; Dely, 1978)
Budapest: Budafok (Méhely, 1918; Fejérváry-

Lángh, 1943; Dely, 1978)
Diósd: (Fejérváry-Lángh, 1943; Dely, 1978)
Budaörs: Csiki Hills (Fejérváry-Lángh, 1943; Dely,

1978)

Budaörs: Odvas Hill (HNHM 1988; Tóth pers. obs.,
1998)

Budaörs: Schreiber Berg (= Hill) (Tóth pers. obs.,
1998)

Budaörs: Farkas Hill (Tóth pers. obs., 1998)
Budaörs: Kecske Hill (Siklósi pers. obs., 2002)
Budaörs: Törökugrató (HNHM 1988; Herczeg and

Varga pers. obs., 2001)
Törökbálint: Huszonnégyökrös Hill (HNHM 1957;

Dely, 1978)
Törökbálint: Tétényi Plateau (Szövényi pers. obs.,

1995, 2000)
Érd: (Halász pers. obs., 2000)

III – V. Vértes Hills, Bakony Mts.,

and Balaton Uplands

Csákvár (Fejérváry-Lángh, 1943; Szunyoghy, 1954;
Dely, 1978)

Csákberény (Péchy pers. obs., 1990)
Várpalota (Fejérváry-Lángh, 1943; Szunyoghy,

1954; Dely, 1978)
Tapolca: Szentgyörgy Hill (Méhely, 1897, 1918;

Fejérváry, 1912, 1917; Szunyoghy, 1954; Dely, 1978)
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Fig. 2. Locality records of A. k. fitzingeri in Hungary prior (opened circles) and after 1980 (filled circles). Localities proven prior and after 1980
either are represented with half-filled circles. The sign star represents the area of Budapest.



The North Hungarian Mountains

VI. Börzsöny

Kemence: (Péchy pers. obs., 1990)
Nagymaros: Rigó Hill (Szabó, 1960)
Nagymaros: Dömös Crossing ferry harbour

(Zörényi pers. obs., 1992)
Nagymaros: Ördög Hill (Szövényi pers. obs., 2002,

2003)
Nagymaros: Szentmihály Hill (Szövényi pers. obs.,

2002, 2003)

VII. Western Cserhát

Csõvár: Vár Hill (Kun et al., 2000)
Penc (Fejérváry, 1917; Fejérváry-Lángh, 1943)
Püspökszilágy: Nagy-Szór (Rottenhoffer pers. obs.

2002)
Vác: Naszály (Fejérváry, 1917; Fejérváry-Lángh,

1943; Szunyoghy, 1954; HNHM 1962; Dely, 1978; Kor-
sós pers. obs., 2000, Herczeg pers. obs., 2001; Császár
and Herczeg pers. obs., 2002)

VIII. Eastern Cserhát

Buják: Csirke Hill (Harmos and Herczeg, 2003)
Cserhátszentiván: Bézma (Harmos and Herczeg,

2003)
Ecseg: Erõs Side (Harmos and Herczeg, 2003)
Ecseg: Közép Hill (Harmos and Herczeg, 2003)
Ecseg: Bézma (Harmos and Herczeg, 2003)
Kozárd: Pogányvár (Harmos and Herczeg, 2003)

Kozárd: Majorsági Hill (Harmos and Herczeg,
2003)

Kozárd: Kerekbükk — Macska Hill (Varga, 1975;
Dely, 1978)

Kozárd: Barát Hill (Dely, 1978; Varga, 1975; Solti
and Varga, 1988)

Mátraszõlõs: Magasverõ (Harmos and Herczeg,
2003)

Mátraszõlõs: Mészkõbánya (Harmos and Herczeg,
2003)

Mátraszõlõs: Külsõ-Tepke (Harmos and Herczeg,
2003)

Mátraszõlõs: Tepke (Varga, 1975; Dely, 1978;
Harmos and Herczeg, 2003)

Mátraszõlõs: Kõkapu Hill (Harmos and Herczeg,
2003)

Mátraszõlõs: Purga Hill (Harmos and Herczeg,
2003)

Mátraszõlõs: Kacsan Hill (Harmos and Herczeg,
2003)

Mátraszõlõs: Kis-Függõ Stone (Varga, 1975; Dely,
1978)

Mátraverebély: Meszes Plateau (Harmos and
Herczeg, 2003)

Sámsonháza: Brezina (Harmos and Herczeg, 2003)
Sámsonháza: Csûd Hill (Harmos and Herczeg,

2003)
Pásztó: Pogányvár – Barát Hill (Dudás pers. obs.,

1999)
Pásztó: Harangoskút (Dely, 1978)

IX. Mátra Mts.

Tar: Farkaslyuk Plateau (Dely, 1978; Harmos and
Herczeg, 2003)

Tar: Cakó Peak (Harmos and Herczeg, 2003)
Tar: Kõerdõ Plateau (Dely, 1978)
Apc: Somlyó (Mester, 1995)

X. Heves-Borsod Hills

Bánszállás (Lukács, 1956)
Ózd – Kajla region (Lukács, 1956)
Járdánháza: Papp Hill (Murányi pers. obs., 1999)

XI. Bükk Mts.

Eger: Kis Eged Hill (Fejérváry, 1912, 1917; Méhely,
1918; Szunyoghy, 1954; Dely, 1978)

Eger: Nagy Eged Hill (Lukács, 1956; Murányi pers.
obs., 2000)

Eger: Eged (HNHM 1902; Solti and Varga, 1988)
Szarvaskõ (Murányi pers. obs., 2002)
Szarvaskõ: Malom Hill (HNHM 1984; Lukács,

1956)
Szarvaskõ: Újhatár Valley (Lukács, 1956)
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Fig. 3. Distribution of A. k. fitzingeri in Budapest prior (opened cir-
cles) and after 1980 (filled circles). Localities proven prior and after
1980 either are represented with half-filled circles.



XII. Aggtelek Karst

Aggtelek: Baradla Plateau (Korsós pers. obs., 1989;
Gubányi, 1999)

Aggtelek: Baradla Valley (Korsós pers. obs., 1989;
Gubányi, 1999)

Aggtelek: Tó Hill (Korsós pers. obs., 1989;
Gubányi, 1999)

Tornanádaska: Bódva stream (Korsós pers. obs.,
1989; Gubányi, 1999)

Szalonna: Pozsga Side (Korsós pers. obs., 1989;
Gubányi, 1999)

The Great Hungarian Lowland

XIII. The southern part of Budapest and its vicinity

to the east

Budapest: Pestszentlõrinc (HNHM 1969)
Budapest: Városliget (Fejérváry, 1912, 1917; Szu-

nyoghy, 1954; Dely, 1978)
Gödöllõ (Fejérváry, 1917; Fejérváry-Lángh, 1943;

Szunyoghy, 1954; Dely, 1978)
Isaszeg (Fejérváry, 1917; Fejérváry-Lángh, 1943;

Szunyoghy, 1954; Dely, 1978)
Fót: Somlyó Hill (Korsós pers. obs., 1980; Csáky

pers. obs., 2000; Szénási pers. obs., 2001)
Dunakeszi and Káposztásmegyer (Korsós pers. obs.,

1991)
Albertirsa: Golyófogó Valley (Csáky pers. obs.,

1996)
Pánd: Lösz-kopár (Vidra pers. obs., 2003)

XIV. Kiskunság

Kunpeszér (Máté pers. obs., 2001)
Kunadacs (Máté pers. obs., 2001)
Kecskemét: Koháryszentlõrinc Forest (= Nyárlõ-

rinc; Szunyoghy, 1954; Dely, 1978; Bankovics, 1979;
HNHM 1980, 1982, 1983).

DISCUSSION

The distribution pattern along the Transdanubian
Mountans is highly varied between its different parts
(Fig. 2). In the easternmost Pilis–Visegrád Hills most lo-
calities described before 1980 were confirmed in the last
decade, but since then several new localities were also
found, and more can be expected. In the western part of
Budapest (Buda, on the west side of the river Danube)
and its vicinity the situation is completely different.
Many populations described before 1980 from the resi-
dential area of Budapest disappeared (e.g., Zugliget,
Hûvösvölgy, Rózsadomb, Vár Hill, Gellért Hill, Sváb
Hill, Márton Hill), due to the expansion of the city

(Fig. 3); while others are under strong human pressure
and probably will become extinct in the immediate fu-
ture. The only exception could be the Sas Hill where as a
result of the landscape protection a vital population of
A. k. fitzingeri has been proved to survive (Herczeg et
al., unpublished data). In addition, the presence of Colu-
ber (Hierophis) caspius was also proved here (Herczeg
et al., 2002; Tóth, 2002). In the Buda Hills many popula-
tions exist, but the effects of urbanization cause continu-
ous decline of these populations, similar to C. (H.) cas-
pius (Tóth 2002).

Vértes Hills, Bakony Mts. and Balaton Uplands
were well known habitats of the subspecies in the past
centuries (Fig. 2). Furthermore, Kitaibel described A. ki-
taibelii from here (Vértes Hill: Csákvár, Bakony Mts.:
Várpalota) with the name Lacerta nitida in his unpub-
lished travel notes in 1797 (Jávorka, 1952). The referred
occurrences of A. k. fitzingeri in Szentgyörgy Hill (Mé-
hely, 1897, 1918; Fejérváry, 1912, 1917; Szunyoghy,
1954; Dely, 1978) are all based on the single observation
by Tömösváry in 1881. Even in the comprehensive her-
petofaunistic work on the Bakony Region (Marián,
1988) and in the inventory of the fauna of the Vértes Re-
gion (Béni and Viszló, 1996) records of A. k. fitzingeri
are completely lacking. The locality “Balatonszentgyör-
gy” (Gruber, 1981) most probably originated from a
confusion and merging of the names Lake Balaton and
Szentgyörgy Hill written by Fejérváry (1917). Only a
single recent data is available from this region, the ob-
servation of Tamás Péchy from Csákberény. A monitor-
ing project with a primary focus on A. k. fitzingeri would
be important in the area.

In the North Hungarian Mountains the populations
seem to be more stable (Fig. 2), as most of the localities
are protected by law. Several new populations are ex-
pected to be discovered in this region as numerous of
those were found just in the last few years (Harmos and
Herczeg, 2003).

The history of the populations in the Great Hungar-
ian Lowland is different. Populations described from the
eastern part of Budapest (Pest) have become extinct
(Pestszentlõrinc; Városliget; Fig. 3) due to the expan-
sion of the city, while others in the Kiskunság are under
strict landscape protection already, thus they seem to be
stable (Fig. 2). Like in the case of the Northern Middle
Range, here too, new reports can be expected. New ob-
servations were published without detailed information
even in the last decade (Janisch, 1993).
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CONCLUSIONS

We provide an updated list of 100 locality records
for A. k. fitzingeri of as opposed to the 40 localities pro-
vided in the last paper summarising the known locality
records of the subspecies by Dely (1978). Based on the
differences among proved data from the time prior and
after 1980 (Figs. 2 and 3) it is clear that many popula-
tions became extinct in the last few decades, while sev-
eral new localities have been described. Thus, direct
monitoring projects are necessary, as the known and pro-
tected A. k. fitzingeri populations seems to be stable,
while the others are declining. Unknown populations
can become extinct even without noticing that fact.

Based on our field surveys the following effects
were found actually threatening the Hungarian popula-
tions: (1) dispersion of invasive or introduced allo-
chthone plant species (e.g., Syringa vulgaris, Ailanthus
altissima, Robinia pseudoacacia, or Pinus nigra), (2)
housing of habitats, as a result of the urban expansion
(many populations disappeared from the residential area
of Budapest, and the population of Budaörs, Törökugra-
tó are going to be extinct most probably in the immedi-
ate future), (3) predation by feral cats and dogs, (4) ero-
sion caused by human activities (in extreme cases with
illegal motocrossing) or the introduced Ovis ammon,
(5) mining (Varga, 1975), (6) grassfires, and (7) distur-
bance caused by general human presence (Herczeg and
Korsós, 2003). Despite of the unique status of the sub-
species and the strict protection, its actual conservation
status can be evaluated only by the quality of its known
habitats (Korsós, 1994). With respect to the endemic
status of A. k. fitzingeri in the Carpathian Basin and its
strict protection, direct conservation biology surveys
seems to be urgent to clarify its real conservation situa-
tion.

Acknowledgments. We are highly indebted to the number
of people (all of them are mentioned in the text) who shared
their observations with us and helped to put together the re-
cords on the distribution of A. k. fitzingeri in Hungary. We
thank László Krecsák (Eötvös Loránd University, Budapest,
Hungary) for his useful comments on the manuscript and Judit
Vörös (HNHM, Budapest, Hungary) for providing us data
from the Herpetological Collection of the HNHM.

REFERENCES

(Please, add english translations of hungarian titles)

Bankovics A. (1979), “Gerinces állatok,” in: Nemzeti Park a
Kiskunságban, Tóth K. (ed.), Natura, Budapest,
pp. 251 – 291 [in Hungarian].

Béni K. and Viszló L. (1996), Egy cseppnyi Magyaroroszág.
A Vértes-hegység és környéke, Pro Vértes Természetvéd.
Közalap., [in Hungarian].

Bolkay S. J. (1914), “Über einen neuen Fundort des Ablepha-
rus pannonicus Fitz. in Ungarn,” Zool. Anz., 43, 499 – 500.

Dely O. Gy. (1978), “Hüllõk —Reptilia,” in: Magyarország
Állatvilága (Fauna Hungariae), Akadémiai Kiadó, 20(4),
p. 120 [in Hungarian].

Fejérváry G. J. (1912), “Über Ablepharus pannonicus Fitz.,”
Zool. Jahrb. Syst. Geogr. Biol., 33, 547 – 574.

Fejérváry G. J. (1917), “Neuere Angaben über die geographi-
sche Verbreitung des Ablepharus pannonicus Fitz. In Un-
garn,” Verh. Zool.-bot. Ges. Wien., 67, 161 – 167.

Fejérváry G. J. (1925), “Hüllõk,” in: Nagy alföldünk állatvi-
lága, Szilády Z. (ed.), A Debreceni Tisza István Tud. Társ.
Honism. Biz. Közlem., 1(3), 131 – 138 [in Hungarian].

Fejérváry-Lángh A. M. (1943), “Beiträge und Berichtigun-
gen zum Reptilien-Teil des ungarischen Faunenkataloges,”
Fragm. Faun. Hung., 6(3), 81 – 98.

Fitzinger L. (1829), “Über die Ablepharus pannonicus, eine
neue Eidechse aus Ungarn,” Verh. Ges. Naturforsch.
Freunde, 1, 297 – 302.

Fuhn I. E. (1969), “Revision and redefination of the genus
Ablepharus Lichtenstein 1823 (Reptilia, Scincidae),” Rev.
Roum. Biol. Zool., 14, 23 – 41.

Gasc J-P., Cabela A., Crnobrnja-Isailovic J., Dolmen D.,

Grossenbacher K., Haffner P., Lescure J., Martens H.,

Martínez Rica J. P., Maurin H., Oliveira M. E., Sofiani-

dou T. S., Veith M., and Zuiderwijk A. (eds), (1997), At-
las of Amphibians and Reptiles in Europe, Soc. Europea
Herpetol. and Mus. National d’Histoire Naturelle
(IEGB/SPN), Paris, p. 469.

Gruber U. (1981), “Ablepharus kitaibelii (Bibron und Bory
1833) – Johannisechse,” in: Handbuch der Reptilien und
Amphibien Europas, Bd. 1, Böhme W. (ed.), Akademische
Verlagsges, Wiesbaden, pp. 297 – 302.

Gubányi A. (1999), “Amphibians and reptiles from the Agg-
telek Karst Region,” in: The Fauna of the Aggtelek Na-
tional Park. Vol. II, S. Mahunka (ed.), Hung. Nat. Hist.
Mus, Budapest, pp. 655 – 662.

Harmos K. and Herczeg G. (2003), “Distribution and conser-
vation status of the Snake-eyed Skink (Ablepharus kitaibe-
lii fitzingeri) in the Central-Cserhát and surroundings,”
Fol. Hist.-nat. Mus. Matr, 27, 349 – 357 [in Hungarian
with English abstract].

Herczeg G, Krecsák L., and Marsi Z. (2002), “New record
on the occurrence of Coluber caspius in the residental area
of Budapest, Sas Hill,” Fol. Hist.-nat. Mus. Matr, 26,
341 – 344 [in Hungarian with English abstract].

Herczeg G. and Korsós Z. (2003), “Competition effect on the
skink Ablepharus kitaibelii fitzingeri among human caused
disturbance,” Állatt. Közlem, 88, 73 – 54 [in Hungarian
with English summary].

Janisch M. (1993), “A mutant form of the meadow viper (Vi-
pera ursinii rakosiensis Méhely) from Hungary with a pe-
culiar colour pattern,” Misc. Zool. Hung, 8, 45 – 49.

Jávorka S. (1957), Kitaibel Pál, Akadémiai Kiadó, Budapest,
p. 213 [in Hungarian].

104 Gábor Herczeg et al.



Korsós Z. (1994), “Ablepharus kitaibelii fitzingeri,” in:
Threatened Amphibians and Reptiles of Eastern Europe
Requiring Special Conservation Measures. A Corrected
Report for the Bern Convention by the Societas Europea
Herpetologica, Council of Europe, T-PVS (94)3, Stras-
bourg, pp. 38 – 39.

Kun A., Ittzés P., Facsar G., and Höhn M. (2000), “Rocky
grasslands and steppe slopes in the region of the Middle-
Danubian Flora Boundary II. Dolomite and limestone veg-
etation in the Cserhát Hills,” Kitaibelia, 5(1), 209 – 215 [in
Hungarian with English abstract].

Ljubisavljevic K., Dzukic G., and Kalezic M. L. (2002),
“Morphological differentation of the Snake-eyed skink Ab-
lepharus kitaibelii (Bibron et Bory, 1833), in the north-
western part of the species’ range: systematic implica-
tions,” Herpetozoa, 14(3�4), 107 – 121.

Lendl A. (1899), “Hazánk nehány speczialitásáról,” Term.
Tud. Füzetek, 23(1 – 2), 39 – 55 [in Hungarian].

Lukács D. (1956), “Addimenta ad zoogeographiam generum
Amphibia et Reptilia in montibus Bükk viventium,” Egri
Pedag. Fõisk. Füz, 55, 622 – 629 [in Hungarian with La-
tin(???) summary].

Marián M. (1988), “Die Lurche und Kriechtierfauna des Ba-
kony-Gebirges,” A Bakony természettudományi kutatásá-
nak ereményei 20, Zirc [in Hungarian with German
summary].

Mertens R. (1952), “Über den Glattechsen-Namen Ablepha-
rus pannonicus,” Zool. Anz, 149, 48 – 50.

Mester Zs. (1995), Természetismereti terepgyakorlat. Somlyó,
Nagy-Hársas, Szuha-szöglet, A Natura Környezet és Ter-
mészetvédõ Közösség kiadványa, Hatvan [in Hungarian].

Méhely L. (1897), “Kétéltûek és csúszómászók,” in: A Bala-
ton tónak és partjának biológiája (A Balaton faunája),
Entz G. (ed.), A Magyar Földrajzi Társaság Balaton-Bizot-
tsága, 2(1), 215 – 218 [in Hungarian].

Méhely L. (1918), “Reptilia et Amphibia,” in: Fauna Regni
Hungariae, 1, 1 – 12 [in Latin and Hungarian].

Solti B. and Varga A. (1984), “A Mátra-hegység hüllõ fau-
nája,” Fol. Hist.-nat. Mus. Matr, 9, 129 – 140 [in Hungar-
ian with English abstract].

Szabó I. (1956), “Contributions á l’herpétofaune de la mon-
tagne Dunazug entre Szentendre, Visegrád et Esztergom,”
Állatt. Közlem, 45(3 – 4), 123 – 131. [in Hungarian with
French summary].

Szabó I. (1960), “Beiträge zur Herpetofauna des Börzsöny-
Gebirges,” Vertebr. Hung., 2(2), 199 – 216 [in Hungarian
with German summary].

Szunyoghy J. (1954), “A new occurrence of the Ablepharus
kitaibeli kitaibeli Bibron and Bory in Hungary,” Állatt.
Közlem, 44(1 – 2), 61 – 62 [in Hungarian with English
summary].

Tóth T. (2002), “Data on North Hugarian records of the Large
Whip Snake Coluber caspius Gmelin, 1789,” Herpetozoa,
14(3�4), 163 – 167.

Varga A. (1975), “New locality dates of Ablepharus kitaibelii
fitzingeri Mertens from Hungary,” Vertebr. Hung., 16,
17 – 19 [in Hungarian with English summary].

Distribution of Ablepharus kitaibelii fitzingeri in Hungary 105


