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Standard, extreme toisl and fork lengths, as ocutlined in
May and McCracken (1966), were measured to the nearest em for a sample
of 153 cod taken on Flemish Cap in August 1968. Least squares

regression equations are shown in Fig. 1-3.

No other comparisons of standard, total and fork lengths for
cod could be found in the literature. Role (1957), Livingstone (1957),
May and McCracken (1966} and Wells {196T) made similar comparisons for

haddock from different areas.
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TOTAL LENGTH = I-0l FORK LENGTH + O-50
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