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INTRODUCTION
The Common Water Skink Eulamprus quoyii  (Duméril and
Bibron, 1839), type locality Neutral Bay (Sydney), New South
Wales, is a common and familiar species to herpetologists in the
Eastern Australian states of New South Wales, Victoria, South
Australia and Queensland, where it inhabits well watered areas,
usually near streams and watercourses in large numbers.
With the exception of two experienced herpetologists named
Richard Wells and Cliff Ross Wellington who published Wells
and Wellington (1985) who at page 29 wrote: “We consider that
there are several taxa in this species complex awaiting
description” and Wells (2009) who made similar comments, no
one has in the last 100 years considered the possibility that
there is more one taxon within this putative species.
Pepper et al. (2018) published a “Molecular phylogeny of
Eulamprus water skinks”, showing two highly divergent lineages
of E. quoyii, but failed to make any statements as to the effect
that there were two species involved.

However this paper and the earlier ones by Wells and
Wellington (1985) and Wells (2009) raised a red-flag to myself
and when in Queensland in mid 2019, I revisited this issue and
inspected specimens from the entire coastline of that State from
the vicinity of Cairns, south to the NSW border, as well as
specimens from the coast south to Sydney.
In line with the somewhat vague comments of Pepper et al.
(2018) in terms of lineages within the putative species E. quoyii
(they claimed 3), I was able to find consistent differences
between those specimens from the wet tropics near Cairns and
south to at least Mackay, which separated these lizards from all
specimens from south of there. Pepper et al. (2018) claimed the
lineage went further south to about Gladstone in Queensland.
Specimens from Brisbane, were morphologically similar to those
south into New South Wales, even though Pepper et al. (2018)
claimed they were of a different lineage.
Noting that the north Queensland lineage was agreed by Pepper
et al. (2018) to be the most divergent and that these are the
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ABSTRACT
The Common Water Skink Eulamprus quoyii (Duméril and Bibron, 1839), type locality Neutral Bay (Sydney),
New South Wales, is a common and familiar species to herpetologists in the Eastern Australian states of New
South Wales, Victoria, South Australia and Queensland, where it inhabits well watered areas, usually near
streams and watercourses in large numbers.
With the exception of Wells and Wellington (1985) who at page 29 wrote: “We consider that there are several
taxa in this species complex awaiting description” and similar comments by Wells (2009), no one has in the
last 100 years considered the possibility that there is more one taxon within this putative species.
Pepper et al. (2018) published a “Molecular phylogeny of Eulamprus water skinks”, showing two highly
divergent lineages of E. quoyii, but failed to make any statements as to the effect that there were two species
involved.
An inspection of specimens, preserved and live from across the range has found that each lineage is
morphologically divergent and therefore of separate species.
There is no available name for the divergent north Queensland lineage and so it is formally named herein as
Eulamprus paulwoolfi sp. nov. in accordance with the rules of the International Code of Zoological
Nomenclature (Ride et al. 1999).
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most divergent morphologically and appear to be reproductively
isolated from the others, I have had no hesitation in formally
naming this lineage as a new species in accordance with the
International Code of Zoological Nomenclature (Ride et al.
1999).
I note that the divergence of this lineage is significantly greater
than that between Eulamprus leuraensis Wells and Wellington
(1984) and Eulamprus kosciuskoi (Kinghorn, 1932), both widely
recognized in Australia, including by the taxonomically
conservative Harold Cogger in Cogger (2014).
Wells (2009) stated that Glenn Shea was allegedly about to
describe species within the so-called E. quoyii group, or at least
planning to consider doing so, causing Wells to defer doing so
himself at that time.
However, as of 2019 this had not occurred, nor was there any
indication of any likely paper doing so and so this paper is
published.
In passing I also note that the molecular data of Pepper et al.
(2018) confirmed the obvious, in that the two species described
as Costinisauria worrelli Wells and Wellington, 1985 from
Barrington Tops and Costinisauria couperi Wells, 2009 from the
New England Tableland were confirmed as valid and separate
from E. kosciuskoi (Kinghorn, 1932) from Mount Kosciusko.
In spite of this finding of the obvious, the Wolfgang Wüster gang
of liars and thieves have aggressively harassed other
herpetologists and internet databases to pretend that both
species do not exist, as part of an unscientific campaign that
has run for many years as documented by Hoser (2007).
As recently as 1 March 2020, Wüster’s close friend and partner
in crime Peter Uetz, controlling a highly influential and
professionally “Search Engine Optimized” (SEO) webpage called
“The Reptile Database” claimed both Costinisauria worrelli Wells
and Wellington, 1985 from Barrington Tops and Costinisauria
couperi Wells, 2009 from the New England Tableland were
synonyms and furthermore didn’t even refer to the Wells (2009)
paper on the webpage at:
http://reptile-database.reptarium.cz/
species?genus=Eulamprus&species=kosciuskoi
downloaded most recently on 1 March 2020.
This is significant because Uetz markets his site as “The Reptile
Database” and as a complete archive of relevant taxonomic and
nomenclatural sources.
In reality hundreds of critically important papers are
systematically censored from the site to allow the Wolfgang
Wüster gang to peddle their perverted warped view of
herpetological taxonomy and nomenclature by hiding
embarrising truths.
They seek to unlawfully get others to use their later illegally
coined names instead of legal ones with International
Commission of Zoological Nomenclature (ICZN) date priority.
The gang do this by citing their so called Kaiser et al. (2013)
doctrine, which as published seeks to ignore and over-ride the
established rules of the International Code of Zoological
Nomenclature and the International Commission of Zoological
Nomenclature (ICZN) itself, ultimately aiming for complete
anarchy and chaos in science and zoological nomenclature (as
detailed in Dubois et al. (2019), Hoser, (2007, 2009, 2012a,
2012b, 2013a, 2015a-f, 2019a, 2019b) and sources cited
therein.
This is not mere semantics, as the actions of the Wolfgang
Wüster gang and the taxonomic confusion they have caused
has already resulted in the avoidable extinction of reptile species
as detailed by Hoser (2019a and 2019b).
In summary, the Wolfgang Wüster gang simply steal works of
others and then repackage these as their own scientific
“discovery” (Hoser 2009, 2015a-f, 2019a, 2019b).

MATERIALS, METHODS AND RESULTS
As already stated, an inspection of specimens and live from
across the range has found that each lineage is morphologically
divergent and therefore of separate species.
A perusal of the relevant scientific literature found that the type
form has a type locality of Neutral Bay, Sydney, New South
Wales and therefore conforms to the southern lineage.
The available synonym for this taxon, Hinulia gastrostica
Günther, 1875 is also not applicable to the northern lineage as it
is derived from specimens caught on Kangaroo Island, South
Australia, “Queensland” and “Australia”, the latter two locations
being vague.
I have made inquiries as to all the syntypes for the putative
species Hinulia gastrostica Günther, 1875 and can confirm that
none of the specimens are of the northern form named within
this paper.
A more detailed explanation follows.
However what is of note is that there are no other available
synonyms applicable to these putative taxa.
As there is no available name for the divergent north
Queensland lineage it is formally named herein as Eulamprus
paulwoolfi sp. nov. in accordance with the rules of the
International Code of Zoological Nomenclature (Ride et al.
1999).
Literature relevant to this species and preceding the decision to
formally name this new taxon include the following: Boulenger
(1897), Brown (2014), Cogger (2014), Cogger et al. (1983),
Duméril and Bibron (1839), Fitzinger (1843), Günther (1875),
Hoser (1989), Hutchinson and Rawlinson (1995), Pepper et al.
(2018), Skinner et al. (2013), Wells (2009), Wells and Wellington
(1984, 1985), Wilson and Knowles (1988), Wilson and Swan
(2017) and sources cited therein.
I note in particular, that the diligently prepared and published
monograph of Wells (2009), in particular has an exhaustive list
of relevant references to that date.
Scandalously Wolfgang Wüster and the gang of thieves via their
war cry manifesto called, Kaiser et al. (2013) had the audacity to
repeatedly label the excellent peer reviewed work of Wells
(2009) as “unscientific” and falsely claim it was “taxonomic
vandalism”, telling people to ignore the entirety of the 96 page
work.
Their scandalous claim, repeated to a global audience millions
of times should be remembered for the historical record when
the relevant publications are revisited.
THE STATUS OF HINULIA GASTROSTICA  GUNTHER, 1875.
Wells (2009) summed up the relevant status of the name and its
potential application to Queensland specimens of putative E.
quoyii.
It is easiest to simply republish what he wrote as done below:

“An undescr ibed member of this species has also been
known from mideastern and nort hern Queensland fo r
nearl y 50 ye ars. A proposed Holotype (la belled as such )
was even deposited in the Au stralian Museum by Eri c
W orr ell, but his descr iption wa s never published,  I  have
examined this specimen and I am con vinced that  it is
indeed a sep arate species quite distinct from quoyii.  I  have
decided howeve r t o re frain f rom fo rmally naming this
species as Dr Glenn Shea has informed me that he is
curr ently  i n t he process of revising the Eulamprus quoy ii
complex . I t i s possible t hat Hinul ia gastrosticta Günther,
1875 is applicable to one of these distinctive Queensland
populat ions, a nd W el ls and W ellington (1984) r esurr ected
that species on the basis of the original description.
However,  I  note a lso t hat Hutc hinson and Rawlinson
(1995) r esynon ymised Eulampru s gastrosti ctus with
quoyii  due to insuff icient evidence that  i ts earl ier
resurr ection by  W el ls and W ellington was wa rr anted.

Although I have observed that  “ Eulamprus quoy ii ”
exhibits quite distinct mor phologi cal diff erences in
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Queensland to that present in topotypic specimens from
Sydney ( the Type Locality of  quoy ii ), I am now awa re t hat
there are at l east t wo, possibl y t hree distinct ‘ forms’ of
quoyii  in Queensland.  As the T ype Locality of Hinulia
gastrosticta Gunther,  1875 wa s gi ven mere ly  as
‘Queensland’, it is premature to assign this name to this or
any other population in Queensland without e xamining
the Holotype in the British Museum - which I am unable
to do.

The impending re vision by Glenn Shea of the quoyii
complex will hopefully  resolve whether or

not Hinul ia gastrosticta i s a valid taxon from Queensland,
so I  have acce pted the decision of

Hutc hinson and Ra wlinson and re frain f rom using the
name fur ther until the mat ter i s resolve d

by Shea.”

Nothing in the above account appears to be factually incorrect.
Overlooked so far (at least in terms of the detail), Boulenger
(1887) published a detailed account of his inspection of the
syntype series of Günther at the British Museum of Natural
History.
From this account it is clear that none of the relevant
specimens, including the animal labelled as coming from
“Queensland” conforms with the north Queensland species until
now treated as E. quoyii.
Boulenger’s description of the relevant specimens identified as
“Lygosoma quoyi” at pages 230-231 stated:

“throat, and sometimes also belly,  with longi tudinal  s eri es
of bl ack dots,”.

This conforms wholly with southern specimens, being those
found south of Gladstone in Queensland as in not the northern
form.
The northern form described below as a new species differs in
that diagnostic for it instead has heavy black peppering and dark
scales with limited amounts of white on the throat and not just a
mere longitudinal series of black dots on a lighter (whitish)
background. Hence Hinulia gastrosticta is certainly not an
available name for the northern taxon.
INFORMATION RELEVANT TO THE FORMAL DESCRIPTION
THAT FOLLOWS
There is no conflict of interest in terms of this paper or the
conclusions arrived at herein.
Several people including anonymous peer reviewers who
revised the manuscript prior to publication are also thanked as a
relevant staff at museums who made specimens and records
available in line with international obligations.
In terms of the following formal description, spelling should not
be altered in any way for any purpose unless expressly and
exclusively called for by the rules governing Zoological
Nomenclature as administered by the International Commission
of Zoological Nomenclature (ICZN).
Material downloaded from the internet and cited anywhere in this
paper was downloaded and checked most recently as of 1
March 2020, unless otherwise stated and was accurate in terms
of the context cited herein as of that date.
Unless otherwise stated explicitly, colour descriptions apply to
living adult male specimens of generally good health and not
under any form of stress by means such as excessive cool,
heat, dehydration or abnormal skin reaction to chemical or other
input.
While numerous texts and references were consulted prior to
publication of this paper, the criteria used to separate the
relevant species has already been spelt out and/or is done so
within the formal description and does not rely on material within
publications not explicitly cited herein.
The newly named species is readily and consistently separable
from their nearest congener and that which until now it has been
previously treated as.

EULAMPRUS PAULWOOLFI SP. NOV.
LSID urn:lsid:zoobank.org:act:D564C4F7-B8B7-4739-8A4C-
4D0BA4EFC8DE
Holotype: A preserved specimen at the Australian Museum in
Sydney, New South Wales, Australia, specimen number
R.16135 collected from Innisfail, north Queensland, Australia,
Latitude -17.53 S., Longitude 146.02 E. This government-owned
facility allows access to its holdings.
Paratype:  A preserved specimen at the Queensland Museum in
Brisbane, Queensland, Australia, collected at the foot of Mt
Bartle-Frere, south of Cairns, north Queensland, Australia,
Latitude -17.4 S. Longitude 145.8 E.
Diagnosis: Until now Eulamprus paulwoolfi sp. nov. has been
treated as a northern population of the well-known species E.
quoyii (Duméril and Bibron, 1839).
However it is readily separated from that taxon by the following
characters
1/ The original tail of E. quoyii is dominantly brown in colour with
a series of black flecks and/or spots running mainly along the
sides.  By contrast the original tail of E. paulwoolfi sp. nov. is
dominantly brown in colour on top and blackish on the sides and
most notably has a series of white flecks or spots running mainly
along the sides.
2/ The throat of E. quoyii is dominantly whitish, cream or light
yellow in colour with limited black pigment or spots and never
more than small spots either scattered or forming longitudinal
lines.
By contrast the throat of E. paulwoolfi sp. nov. is heavily
peppered and marked with black or very dark pigment, with
white being limited to flecks, spots or otherwise limited areas.
3/ The upper labials of E. paulwoolfi sp. nov. have dark brown
bars on them which is not the case in E. quoyii.
The two species E. paulwoolfi sp. nov. and E. quoyii are
separated from other similar Australian species (and all other
species in the same genus) as follows: They are defined as a
large Australian water skink (adults reaching over 110 mm
snout-vent) with sharply-defined narrow pale yellow dorsolateral
stripes but without a black vertebral stripe and a top of head that
is either immaculate (one colour) or with only limited spots or
flecks.
The diagnosis for the genus Eulamprus Fitzinger, 1843 is a
genus of largish, fast moving, diurnally active skinks,
characterised by pentadactyle limbs; smooth scales; anterior ear
lobules absent; lower eyelid moveable and scaly; parietal scales
in contact behind the interparietal; fourth toe much longer than
the third; base of fourth toe is broad with three or more granules
or lamellae between the lateral scales and all or some of the
lamellae including the distal ones divided; surfaces of the tail
and the rump are not flushed with red, pink or blue; hindlimb is
long being at least 40 per cent of snout-vent length; live bearing
(derived and modified from Cogger, 2014).
E. paulwoolfi sp. nov. in life in a photograph can be seen on
page 525 in Brown (2014) at page 525, top right and second
from bottom on left and a photo by Robert Valentic can be seen
online at:
https://flickr.com/photos/gondwanareptileproductions/
48369508457/
(last downloaded on 1 March 2020)
The type form of E. quoyii from Sydney, NSW, in a photo by
Andy Burton is online at:
https://flickr.com/photos/burtonandy/4407753711
(last downloaded on 1 March 2020)
The type form of E. quoyii is also depicted in life in Cogger
(2014) at page 562 (top right), Hoser (1989) at page 96 (middle),
Wilson and Swan (2017) on page 305, being both images at top
of page, Wilson (2015) at bottom of page and in Brown (2014)
page 525 at second row from top (both images).
Distribution: Eulamprus paulwoolfi sp. nov. is found in North
Queensland along the coast, generally from at least Mackay in
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the south and Cairns in the north, including nearby coastal
ranges, but usually at lower elevations, noting the species is
usually associated with watercourses or sometimes in man-
made gardens with watering points, where they often occur in
large numbers.
Pepper et al. (2018) give Gladstone in Queensland as the
apparent approximate southern limit for this taxon.
Etymology: C. paulwoolfi sp. nov. is named in honour of Paul
Woolf of Walloon in Queensland, Australia, foundation president
of the Herpetological Society of Queensland Incorporated in
recognition of some decades of important contributions to
herpetology in Australia, including important logistical support for
regular field trips in Queensland and New South Wales,
Australia spanning a period in excess of 20 years.
He has also provided assistance in sourcing potential type
material of various species for inspection and assisted curators
at the Queensland Museum.
CONSERVATION
Delays in recognition of this species could jeopardise the long-
term survival of this taxon as outlined by Hoser (2019a, 2019b)
and sources cited therein.
Therefore attempts by taxonomic vandals like the Wolfgang
Wüster gang via Kaiser (2012a, 2012b, 2013, 2014a, 2014b)
and Kaiser et al. (2013) (as frequently amended) to unlawfully
suppress the recognition of these taxa on the basis they have a
personal dislike for the person who formally named it should be
resisted (Dubois et al. 2019).
Claims by the Wüster gang against this paper and the
descriptions herein will no doubt be no different to those the
gang have made previously, all of which were discredited long
ago as outlined by Dubois et al. (2019), Hoser, (2007, 2009,
2012a, 2012b, 2013a, 2015a-f, 2019a, 2019b) and sources cited
therein.
Information relevant to conservation of Australian reptiles in
Hoser (1989, 1991, 1993 and 1996) and relevant comments in
Hoser (2019a, 2019b) applies to the newly named taxon herein,
noting that at present populations seem to be abundant and
secure.
I note that this apparently secure status, could change suddenly
as has done so for other Australian species, including several
detailed in Hoser (1991).
If the Australian government persists with its “Big Australia
Policy”, (see for example Saunders 2019 or Zaczek 2019), that
being a long-term aim to increase the human population in
Australia to over 100 million people by year 2150 (from the
present 25 million as of 2019), all sorts of unforseen threats to
the survival of this species may emerge.
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