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CHAPTER ONE

Taxonomy
and Biogeography
of the Primates of

Western Uganda

Colzn Groves

INTRODUCTION

anges within Uganda and in neighboring

the blogeographic he region as a whole.

a population (or group of populations

possession of one or more consistent Mhived, abs

Colin Groves »
ACT 0200, Aust:
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° A genus is a monopliyletic group of species (or a single species), which sepa-

;:rg from other such groups earlier than the Miocene-Pliocene boundary;

¢ Atfamilyisa monophyletic group of gene era (or a single genus), which sepa-
rated from other such gr oups before the O,wmcmm:nlzmzmmzq boundary.
* Species-groups, tribes, subfamilies, and superfamities are best taken as fur-

wmnﬁ n.CSz‘GET(,Sﬁﬁ ﬁ.»ﬁ,hﬁ@lﬁ% set d@ to assort an othe wise UNWwW] nL@i group of
. .

ND:LG. O geners Nt mor 5@ e CMCmMﬁH.v

‘The number of taxa is still uncertain. Iy some cases, especial
Ceveopithecus mitis group, there

cxXpe T:)rn.c obser Vers, Can eas:

the genu

Galugoides, solution oW: problems will take more speci ,: ed mnﬁ.

work. In no case is further collecting necessary, w

pa

ichis not to say chat pic ck-up

spe ding bones from owl pellets and from the ground below eagles’
nests) ored.

€ taxonon presented in Groves (2001) will be
follon wre 5&22@ I may be forgiven
in tad down in that hook: “T hope that the classifications in the
boo a starting point, not as a solution to prob

thar others will take up some of the propositions and test the
2001

STREPSIRRHINI: LORISIFORMES

Galagidae Gray, 1825

Jenkins (1987) reinstated the ori ginal spe

gs “Loridac” and “Galagonidace”
for the 5: ses and bushbabies, and was s supported in this change by Groves

{2001). The previously better known forms of the names have recent Mx

N
i

r;u sanctioned (International Commission on Zoolog

He 3 ogt
cal Nomenclature, 2002). J- This means that all names of superfamilies, fumilies,
subfamilic

however, been off

take rr,a stem form Loris-

and Galag- er-category name should preferably be
WC;J:,C,, me alt ?Q:fw ranks above the U:?:E:.c:t are not

actually covered by ther ;mv :,m nomenclature.

¢ in the Galagidae is unclear. Grove, s {2001
£

"3

e of

noting that them, Galngo, was probabl

nonophyletic; Grubb ez 2l (2003) prov astonally Increased the mumber to fve

Galny S&S from Galage but noti ing that ir, ton, may not be

U’J

genera, separating

.
e

monophyletic.

Galage E. Gegffeoy St. Hilnive, 1796
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Two species live in west

other in rainforest,

Lesser or Sewnegal bushbaty, Galago sencgalen

These are M:m common smail bushbabics of the nonforesred

wwo quite distinet subspecies in western Uvranda {Grove

1 \rJ»r.
» Galago senggalenses scnegulensis ﬁ::\,b. oy, 1796 from the northern pare
grey in color with creamy zcmoﬁ.
grey

» Galngo senggalensis sotihne IQ:Q,

zania, more

\fn

species

don {1971

Y
}
v Pal

te; and s ¢l

for

est margins. rark an color, with large vellow eves ringed
and has ,f,?:.w
1995
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6 Primates of Western

(1995) probably actually represent species-groups. The two groups are widely

L

sympatric across the Central and West African ra Mmmonmmm be

Thomaus’s bushbal Omwpmcaam thomast (Bllior, 1907). The common small

rainforest bushba :v of western Ugar least from Bwindi in

the south to rthe forests cast of Lake Albert and 1n DRC at leas
to Idjwi shand in Lake Kiva, Vocalizadons E%EEEW it, but not necessarily
wdentical, have been re ;m& by Bearder er 2l (1995) as far west as O;EQOQ&

Gabon, and Biok

This is the largest of the Central African crescendo callers, the skull length

being always above 40 mm. Itis larger and more blackish grey than others, with
o ferd he) J )
a more mczmrwnzczm median facial white stripe
Demadoff’s bushbaby, Galagoides demidoff Fischer von Waldbein, 1806, On the
U V peci >

: s
fn

dence of vocalizat

el : 11995} recorded . demidof

Vocalizations ug.zvzﬂng by them rto this

evi
Ugandan sector of
species are rather uniform across nd Central African rainforests, but

Groves, 2001}, so that it is prob-

%Eimt pher

able that there are ; roup rather than one.

Otolemur Coguerel, 1859

The generic distinctiveness of the greater :mrﬁuow
fel o & o
has been acknowledged for many years. They |

umber ofspecies is still unclear; two are mosﬁ.&

added a third, Orolemur argenta

¢ structure of the penis

that externally the Lake Victoria Otolemuyr “can be distinguished” from

those from Angola, and that the name monteir: ? siven to the Angol

50 years” priority over the name argeniaims (given to the Lake Vicroric

Silvery Greater ga lemur monteiri (Bardlerr, 1863),

usnally & ery-white, b with darl hands and feet; and is creamy vellow

ute. Melanistic

{t reaches ﬁ,::ip o:? in En far southwest, on the borders of Tanzania and

Ruwang

Lorisidae Gray, 1821

Perodicticus Bennerr, 1831

I prove to conrain several valid

Grubb

specics

Porto, Perc us potto (Miller, 1776

from DRC through Uganda as far east as the Kaka nega

T:Z; ainforestspec

“eastern subspecies™ is designared Per éx&i&?g 1hean

noted above, this may turn out o be a distinet species. :bwc names
fan

and nebulosns were given to .@OZCm from eastern

- the border with w rn Uganda,

respectively), nes

HAPLORRHINI: SIMITFORMES
Cercopithecoidea Gray, 1821: Cercopithecidae Gray, 1821

Both subfamilies of Cer

Groves { CoOnent

a

have re

Cercopithecini Gyay, 1821

been Qﬁ.@é: 1o que

Cereopithecns, as traditionally

1 -~ o ;

the Cercopithecus lhoe

~
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?n?&?. and Erythrocebus Cereopitive-

lesser extent, to m;,uﬁ Cw vervets {Gebo & Saryis,
wyen, 1962).

rh
The question is how to recognize this tax

90 mn::,,. Q\ rocebus, or ?551 up the chade

options







