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after doatl^i" but this may possibly be a sexual character. The
fishwrmeu estimated the body of this individual to have been
about 60 feet in length and o feet in diameter, but if the above
proportions be correct, as 1 believe, then the body could not have
been more than about 10 feet long, and 2-5 feet in diameter, and
the long arms should have been about 32 feet in length. Allowing
2 feet for the head, the total length would, therefore, be 44 feet.

Another specimen (No. 3), probalily of the same species, and
similar in size to the last, was captured at Coombs' Cove, New-
foundland. The following account has been extracted from a
newspaper article of which T do not know the precise date, for-

warded to me by Professor Baird, together with a letter, dated
June 15, 1873, from T. R. Bennett, Esq., of English Harbor, N. F.,

who statos that he wrote the article, and that the measurements
were made by him, and are perfectly reliable.

"Three days ago, there was quite a large squid ran almost
ashore at Coombs' Cove, and some of the inhabitants secured it.

The body measured 10 feet in length and was nearly as large
round a«i a iiogshead. One arm was about the size of a man's
wrist, and measured 42 feet in length; the otiier arms were only
6 feet in length, but about 9 inches in diameter, very stout and
strong. Tiie skin and Jlesh were 2 -20 indies thick, and reddish in-

side as well as out. Th(! suction cups were all clustered toi'etlier,

near the extremity of the long arm, and each cup was surrounded
by a serrated edge, almost like the teetli of a iuiip'-saw. I pre-
RUine it made use of this arm for a cable, and the cups for anchors,
when it wanted to come to, as well as to secure its prey, for tiiis

individual, liuding a heavy sea was driving it ashore," tail first,

seized hold of a rock and moored itself quite safely until the men
pulled it on shore."

It would appear from this description, that one of the long arms
had l)een lost before the capture. The large diauieter of the short

arms, compared with their length, and with the size of the lou"-

arms, is the only point in which this specimen apparently tlitfcred

essentially from those described above. Possibly the circnvi-

fcrencp was intciKhMJ," which would nud<(> tlie proportions agree

well with those of the other specimens.

]n a letter from Mr. Harvey, dated Dec. 10, 1873, ho says that

'"Tlio iiliiituKi'iiiih hIioww timt tl>o mickiTM tiud boi'u imicli iiijui'u<l, iind only bIx of
the lurjri'i' <>iit'« rt'iimiiu'il.

"A Hiiniliii' inihtiikiMii'liuilly oci'iinuil in tliodcscriptldn (irilii; lon^ inins.in tliu letter

from Mr. Murniy, iiul)lif*1i('(l in the Amkiucan NATHUAi.iMr lor Fcbrimry, 187a, p. Ii2,

rul'orrt'd tu itbuvv, bill in thitl inNliuicu lliu urior wa» very obvious.


