
Description of queen (n = 3). Measurements: HL 2.20 
- 2.55; HW 1.85 - 2.25; EL 0.60 - 0.70; HFL 2.25 - 2.85; 
SL 2.05 - 2.65; PW 1.80 - 2.15; ML 3.95 - 4.85. Indices: CI 
84 - 89; HFI 115 - 121; OI 28 - 30; SI 84 - 93. 

Similar to queens of C. festinatus but usually smaller 
and with notably setose scape (about as in minor / media 
workers). EL 0.82 - 0.93 × OMD; ICD 0.70 - 0.73 × HW; 
IOD 3.50 - 4.80 and OOD 3.80 - 4.10 × OD. 

Color similar to major worker. 
Distribution. Central Mexico north to Arizona and prob-

ably southwestern New Mexico. I have examined mat-
erial from the Mexican states of Hidalgo, Jalisco and Mi-
choacán. The only United States material that I have seen is 
all from Arizona: Cochise Co. (Chiricahua Mts.; Huachuca 
Mts.); Graham Co. (Hwy. 366, 12 mi SW junction with 
Hwy. 191); Pima Co. (Santa Catalina Mts.); Santa Cruz Co. 
(Pajarita Mts.; Santa Rita Mts.; 1.5 mi NE Ruby; 1 mi SE 
Peña Blanca Lake); Yavapai Co. (3 mi NW Peoples Valley). 

Discussion. This ant was originally described by WHEE-
LER (1914) as a variety of C. maculatus subsp. picipes (OLI-
VIER, 1792) and, thus, an unavailable quadrinomen. EMERY 
(1925) elevated C. picipes to species level and included 
C. pudorosus as a subspecies of C. picipes and the name 
is available from that date. The original material was col-
lected at Guerrero Mill, Hidalgo, Mexico, and was said to 
consist of "numerous workers, a male and a female, from 
nests under stones"; syntypic specimens are in MCZC and 
USNM. Camponotus picipes was originally described from 
French Guiana and has acquired seven subspecies rang-
ing from northern South America to Mexico and the Cari-
bbean (KEMPF 1972). Unfortunately, there has never been 
any certainty as to the identity of C. picipes, nor has it been 
consistently interpreted. Mexican material that I have ex-
amined, identified as C. picipes, has included more than 
one species. W.P. Mackay, in his extensive, but unpub-
lished, studies of the systematics of Neotropical Campo-
notus, has determined that C. pudorosus should be treated 
as a distinct species, separate from both C. picipes and C. 
festinatus. For purposes of this paper I have here followed 
his interpretation, although I have not examined the syn-
types of C. pudorosus. 

Camponotus pudorosus is similar to C. festinatus but 
somewhat smaller and, as noted by WHEELER (1914) with 
a shinier and less strongly sculptured head. These fea-
tures were cited to distinguish C. pudorosus from what he 
regarded as typical C. picipes from the same locality; those 
"picipes" were, in part at least, what I here understand to be 
C. festinatus. Additionally, C. pudorosus differs from C. 
festinatus in the consistently more pilose antennal scape of 
both worker subcastes.  

As is true of most members of this complex, C. pudo-
rosus is a ground nesting species. 

Camponotus vafer WHEELER, 1910 (Figs. 10 - 11, 34 - 39) 
Camponotus vafer WHEELER, 1910: 315: s., w., q.; MACKAY 

& MACKAY (2002: 273). 
Camponotus (Myrmoturba) vafer: FOREL (1914: 268). 
Camponotus (Camponotus) vafer: EMERY (1925: 75). 
Camponotus (Tanaemyrmex) vafer: CREIGHTON (1950: 381). 

Diagnosis. Major workers and queens distinguished 
from other members of this complex by the usually broad-
ly and weakly excised anterior clypeal margin and by the 
longitudinally microrugose mandible, merging into coarser 

rugae near teeth; mandible of minor / media workers sim-
ilar but frequently merely microreticulate for almost its en-
tire length; scape of minor / media with abundant erect long 
and short setae. 

Description of major worker (n = 12). Measurements: 
HL 2.80 - 3.50; HW 2.55 - 3.50; EL 0.65 - 0.75; HFL 2.65 
- 3.25; SL 2.55 - 3.05; PW 1.65 - 2.05; ML 3.55 - 4.70. In-
dices: CI 91 - 100; HFI 90 - 112; OI 21 - 25; SI 82 - 93. 

Head shape (Fig. 34) similar to that of C. festinatus. 
Mandible (Fig. 36) conspicuously roughened with well 
defined longitudinal microrugae that merge with coarser 
rugae near base of mandibular teeth and with abundant 
coarse elongate punctures. EL 0.45 - 0.54 × OMD; ICD 
0.54 - 0.63 × HW. 

Pilosity about as described for C. festinatus; side of pro-
notum usually with 1 to several short standing setae near 
ventral margin. The following numbers of long standing 
(decumbent to fully erect) setae present on indicated struc-
tures: scape shaft (10 - 14), ventral margin of profemur 
(6 - 7), pronotal disc (30 - 40), mesonotum (12 - 15), pro-
podeum (8 - 17), petiole (10 - 16), disc of gastral tergum 1 
(8 - 16), premarginal band of gastral tergum 1 (20 - 30). 

Description of media and minor workers (n = 12).  
Measurements: HL 1.60 - 2.50; HW 1.05 - 2.10; EL 0.50 - 
0.60; HFL 2.05 - 2.95; SL 2.05 - 2.75; PW 1.00 - 1.55; 
ML 2.55 - 3.75. Indices: CI 66 - 84; HFI 133 - 196; OI 24 
- 31; SI 104 - 131.  

Similar to these subcastes of C. festinatus but scape 
with abundant (usually 15+) erect setae and similar num-
ber of shorter setae; EL 0.55 - 0.77 × OMD; ICD 0.61 - 
0.67 × HW. 

Pilosity about as described for C. festinatus. The follow-
ing numbers of long standing (decumbent to fully erect) 
setae present on indicated structures: scape shaft (20 - 36), 
ventral margin of profemur (7 - 8), pronotal disc (10 - 14), 
mesonotum (4 - 10), propodeum (4 - 11), petiole (6 - 10), 
disc of gastral tergum 1 (15 - 10), premarginal band of 
gastral tergum 1 (6 - 12). 

Description of queen (n = 3). Measurements: HL 2.80 
- 3.00; HW 2.55 - 2.80; EL 0.70 - 0.71; HFL 2.85 - 2.90; 
SL 2.65 - 2.75; PW 2.20 - 2.45; ML 4.90 - 5.10. Indices: 
CI 91 - 93; HFI 101 - 114; OI 24 - 27; SI 90 - 95. 

Similar to queens to C. festinatus but with clypeal and 
mandibular features noted above, which will also serve to 
distinguish this from the remaining species in the complex. 
Outer eye margins failing to attain margins of head; EL 
0.54 - 0.65 × OMD; ICD 0.69 - 0.71 × HW; IOD 2.87 - 3.36 
and OOD 3.36 - 4.00 × OD. 

Distribution. This species was originally described 
from specimens collected in the Huachuca Mountains, Co-
chise Co., Arizona; most of the syntypes are in the MCZC; a 
single major worker syntype is in the LACM. In addition 
to material from the Huachuca Mountains, I have exam-
ined Arizona samples from sites in Cochise Co. (Bisbee; 
Chiricahua Mts.), Pima Co. (Baboquivari Mts.), and Santa 
Cruz Co. (Pajarito Mts.; Santa Rita Mts.). Camponotus vafer 
has also been collected in the Peloncillo Mts., Hidalgo Co., 
New Mexico (MACKAY & MACKAY 2002). The range of 
this species undoubtedly includes northwestern Chihuahua 
and northeastern Sonora, Mexico. 

Discussion. Camponotus vafer is most similar to C. 
festinatus and has been confused with that species. CREIGH-
TON (1950) distinguished between the two on the basis of 
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