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GENERAL REMARKS
THE COREGONID FISHES

The family Salmonidre, as formerly constituted, contains less than 100 species,
whichOJ'are distributed in the temperate and arctic regions. In the systematic ar
range~ent formerly followed by ichthyologists it was divided into two subfamilies
the Coregoninre and the Salmoninre. Cope (1872) thought that the differences
between the two types of fishes concerned were sufficiently marked to place them in
separate families. Accordingly, he proposed the family Coregonidre for those fish
of the group with united parietals and retained Salmonidre for those with parietals
separated by the supraoccipital. Gill (1895) believed that Cope was wrong in his
observation that the parietals were united in Coregonus, reduced Coregonidre to
subfamily rank, and combined it with Salmoninre under the Salmonidre. Regan
(1914) retained these subfamilies but not the characters on which Gill based them.
Regan's Coregoninre are Salmonidre with "parietals meeting in the middle line;
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teeth on vomer and tongue, when present, in several series; scales larger, 13 or less
in a transverse series from the origin of the dorsal fin to the lateral line." Regan
recognized four genera-Stenodus, Coregonus, Phylogephyra, and Thymallus.
Coregonus is distinguished from the others chiefly by having no teeth or vestigial
ones. In agreement with Cope recent American writers have accepted the family
Coregonidre, and I follow current American practice in this paper.

The genus Coregonus, as recognized by Regan and most other European ich
thyologists, includes all the known species of ·whitefish and lake herring, but certain
American ichthyologists have recognized several minor groups of species and have
given them generic or subgeneric names. Thus, the lake herrings are placed by
Jordan and Evermann (1911) in the genus Leucichthys under three subgenera,
Thrissomimus, Cisco, and Allosomus, while the whitefishes are placed in the genus
Coregonus under the subgenera Coregonus and Prosopium. For reasons to be given
later, I do not find their arrangement satisfactory. I hold the three groups
Leucichthys, Coregonus, and Prosopium as distinct genera and disregard the sub
genera of Leucichthys.

The genus Coregonus of the Europeans, which is approximately the family Core
gonidre of Americans, has an almost completely circumpolar distribution. (See
fig. 1.) The various species occur in rivers, lakes, or in the ocean. Certain Sibe
rian species spend most of their life in the Arctic Ocean but ascend rivers periodically;
while others, notably the Scandinavian species albula and lavaretus and the American
quadrilaterale, are supposed to occur in lakes, rivers, and in the sea. Most of the
recognized species, however, are confined to inland lakes.

STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM

Wherever they occur, the coregonids, like the salmonids, are important food
fishes; but probably nowhere else do they attain so much importance in the fisheries
as in the region of the Great Lakes. In view of the great importance of these fisheries
it is desirable, from a purely economic point of view, to determine what forms are
found in the various lakes of the region and to obtain full knowledge of the natural
history of these forms and of the conditions under which they live. Without such
knowledge any legislative or fish-cultural steps designed to conserve the fisheries
concerned must be unintelligent in character and their success must be a matter of
chance. The present investigation had as its object the determination of the forms
of coregonid fishes that occur in these lakes and the collection of data on their natural
history. In addition to its economic significance, the problem is one of scientific
interest. It concerns not merely the ecology of the Great Lakes species but it involves
also the ultimate consideration of their origin and evolution and of their relationships
with one another and with the coregonids of Asia and Europe, as well as with those
of other parts of America.

SOURCE OF MATERIAL AND DATA
THE GREAT LAKES

This investigation of the systematic relationships and the natural history of the
coregonids was begun on Lake Huron for several reasons. Inasmuch as this lake,
together with the North Channel and Georgian Bay, presents a maximum differentia-
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FIG. 2.-Lake Nipigon, ahowlng the location of the distribution records of the various coregonlds from Tables Z6, 34, 46, 62, 76,
79, and 96. The letters beside the triangles are the first letters of the various specific names, except that for Leuclchth1l3
nip/I/O'll the letter N' has been used and for Leuc/chth1l3 alpena: the letter A'. The letters N and A appearing elsewhere
In the figure represent L. nll/rlplnnls and L. artedl.



GREAT LAKES COREGONIDS 301

tion of aquatic habitats, and as these are, for the most part, of considerable extent,
it was to be expected that the maximum number of Great Lakes forms would be
found here. In addition to this, there are many fishing ports on the lake, and out
of most of these various kinds of apparatus are in use, in shallow water as well as
in the deeper waters, so that a considerable variety of species is taken at such ports.

The investigations were extended subsequently to the other lakes. In Lakes
Michigan and Erie the commercial fishing operations are at least as extensive and
varied as in Lake Huron, but in Lakes Superior, Nipigon, and Ontario the smaller
species of fishes, including Leucichthys, are sought for but little by commercial fish
ermen, so that on the latter lakes I was compelled to make use of special apparatus.
The lakes themselves differ considerably in their physical characteristics and conse
quently are not equal in productivity.

Lake Nipigon

Lake Nipigon, in Canadian territory, is the smallest and most northerly, as well
as one of the shallowest, of the series of lakes considered in this paper. It is about
65 miles long by 40 miles wide, but its area is much interrupted by numerous islands
and shallow bays, so that the total water surface is only about 1,530 square miles.
Throughout most of its area the depth is less than 30 fathoms, though small areas
are known with a depth of about 60 fathoms. It is connected with Lake Superior
through the Nipigon River, but a fall at the river's source probably prevents the
interchange of members of the fish fauna. The Canadian authorities opened the
lake to commercial fishing in 1916 and have attempted to regulate the number of
fishing boats and the maximum output. The annual production, which so far has
been principally whitefish and trout, has averaged around 1,500,000 pounds, of
which the true whitefish has constituted more than two-thirds.

Lake Superior

Lake Superior lies at the head of the Great Lakes and is the largest, deepest,
and coldest of the chain. Its northern and eastern waters are controlled by the
Province of Ontario, those on the south by the States of Michigan and Wisconsin,
and those on the west by Minnesota. It receives the waters of Lake Nipigon to the
northward and drains through St. Marys River into the North Channel. The lake
is broadly crescentic in shape, with a length of about 355 miles and a width on the
western half of about 70 miles and on the eastern half of 90 to 110 miles. Its area
is·about 32,000 square miles. The main body of the lake is more than 100 fathoms
in depth, and a sounding of 196 fathoms h,l.ts been recorded. The shore on the outer
curve of the crescent is precipitous, and at many points a 100-fathom depth can be
reached within 2 miles of land. The-bottom slopes more gradually from the south
-ern shore, and the 50-fathom contour is on the average about 5 or 6 miles out. There
are several bays and a number of large islands in the lake, in and around which
conditions are more tempered than in the lake itself. These areas, however, are
relatively insignificant, and the only important stretches of shallow water lie in the
Apostle Islands region, Whitefish Bay, and in the bay region on the nor.th shore.
The shores are rocky for the most part, except on the south, where there are broad
~tretches of sand, gravel, and clay. Most of the bottom in the deeper parts is clay.
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Lake Huron

The principal species of commercial fish are the whitefish, trout, and herring.
The annual production has averaged about 15,000,000 pounds, of which the corego
nids have comprised the bulle

Lake Michigan

Lake Michigan is the only one of the Great Lakes that lies wholly within Ameri
can jurisdiction. On the north and east its waters are controlled by the State of
Michigan, on the west by Wisconsin and Illinois, and at the extreme south by
Indiana. The lake is about 325 miles long, with an average width of 65 miles and
an area of about 22,000 square miles. In the lake bottom are two basins-one at
each end-separated in the center by an uneven stretch about 60 miles in length,
which bears several well-defined though yet uncharted reefs. From the south the
bottom slopes very gradually (at the rate of 1 or 2 fathoms to"a mile) into a basin
with a maximum recorded depth of 97 fathoms. In this depression a somewhat cir
cular area, about 40 miles in diameter, is inclosed by the 60-fathom contour. The
rise to the elevation in the center is rather abrupt and begins about 100 miles from
the southern'shore. The most extensive depression extends for about 100 miles in
the northern half of the lake and is overlaid by 90 to 144 fathoms of water. The
90-fathom contour roughly outlines a triangle with the apex pointing north. For
about 50 miles the figure has an average width of 30 miles and then tapers rapidly.
So far as is known this area is not productive. The rest of the northern sector is
dotted with islands and reefs with conspicuous depressions between. Green Bay,
with an approximate area of 1,700 square miles and a maximum depth of about 20
fathoms, and Grand Traverse Bay, with an area of about 300 square miles and a
maximum depth of more than 100 fathoms, are the only extensive bays, and both
lie near the north end. The bottom along the shore is largely sand, but there are
stretches of clay and, in the north, of rock. The deeper waters overlie clay for thl)
'most part.

The principal species are whitefish, chubs, herring, trout, perch, and suckers.
The annual production has been about 25,000,000 pounds, of which usually half or
more were coregonids.

Lake Huron is situated in the center of the Great Lakes chain, and its waters
lie about equally within the jurisdiction of the Province of Ontario on the east and
the State of Michigan on the west. It receives the waters of Lake Superior through
St. Marys River and those of Lake Michigan through the Straits of Mackinac. It
drains southward through the St. Clair River, Lake St. Clair, and the Detroit Riv:er
into Lake Erie. Its greatest length, from the head of the St. Clair River to the
Straits of Mackinac, is about 250 miles and the greatest width (near the middle)
about 100 miles. Excluding Georgian Bay and the North Channel, the lake has
an area of approximately 17,500 square miles.

Lake Huron is divided into two approximately equal areas by the Big Reef,
which extends continuously from Point Clark, Ontario, to North Point, Mich.
North of the reef lie the deepest waters of the lake. Here the 30-fathom contour is
rarely more than 10 miles from shore, and a considerable portion of the area lies
within the 60-fathom curve. The maximum depth of 125 fathoms known in the
lake is found here. The southern portion is shallower. Here depths of 30 fathoms
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and less are more extensive, and the maximum depth known is only 54 fathoms.
The bottom along shore is variable in character, consisting of rocks, bowlders, gravel,
sand, clay, and mud, irregularly distributed. The deeper waters overlie chiefly
clay and mud. .

Separated from the main body of the lake and wholly within Canadian territory
are the divisions known as the North Channel and Georgian Bay. Their water sur
faces are approximately 1,500 and 5,000 square ~iles. From the junction of the North
Channel with the St. Marys River to the foot of Georgian Bay at Collingwood is a
distance of about 240 miles, while the greatest width of the district, from the mouth
of the French River to the junction of Georgian Bay with Lake Huron, is about 60
miles. The North Channel and the northern and eastern shores of the bay are
dotted with numerous islands and reefs, and the best fishing grounds are in these
Sections. The water in the North Channel deepens from north to south, with the
maximum depth of 29 fathoms off Manitoulin Island, which forms its southern shore.
The average depth is about 20 fathoms. The floor of Georgian Bay is tilted also,
but from east to west, so that the deepest waters lie hard off Bruce Peninsula. From
the east the slope is gradual, and the 40-fathom contour approximately bisects the
bay from north to south. The descent into depths of 60 to 90 fathoms is rapid.
The shores for the most part are rocky, but stretches of sand, gravel, and clay are
not uncommon. In the deep water the bottom is clay.

Whitefish, herring, chubs, trout, wall-eyed pilm, and suckers are the principal
species. The annual production has been in Lake Huron, about 15,000,000 pounds,
of which coregonids have averaged nearly half. In the North Channel and Georgian
Bay the annual production has been around 5,000,000 pounds, of which coregonids
constituted about one-third.

Lake Erie

Lake Erie has an area of approximately 10,000 square miles, exceeding in size
only Lakes Ontario and Nipigon. Its length is about 250 miles, and the average
width is about 45·miles. It is bounded on the north by the Province of Ontario,
on the west by the State of Michigan, on the south by Ohio and Pennsylvania, and
on the east by New York. Lake Erie receives the waters of the upper Great Lakes
through the Detroit River and' drains through the Niagara River. The deepest
water occurs in the eastern sector, in that part bordered by Pennsylvania, New
York, and the portion of the Canadian shore lying eastward of Long Point. The
maximum depth recorded is 35 fathoms off Long Point. The stretch for 100 miles
between Long Point and Point Pelee is a nearly flat plain covered by no more than
14 fathoms of water. East of Point Pelee is a shelf with numerous islands and
reefs, having a maximum depth of 7 fathoms.

Lake Erie offers most favorable conditions for the growth of fish, and in virtually
every census, in spite of its small size, it has led all the lakes in quantity of production.
On account of its shallowness, warmth, and diversified conditions, many species of
fish occur in its waters, and no less than 15 species have been important at one time
or another in the commercial catches. In Inte years the most important species
have been herring, whitefish, wall-eyed pike, perch, and saugers. The annual

.production has ranged probably between 40,000,000 and 75,000,000 pounds, of
which the coregonids supplied about half.

94995-29--2
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Lake Ontario

Lake Ontario is the easternmost and, excepting Lake Nipigon, the smallest of
the Great Lakes and is bounded on the north and west by the Province of Ontario
and on the south and east by the State of New York. It has a length of 185 miles,
an average width of 40 miles, and, with its bays, a total area of about 7,300 square
miles. There are no islands or shoals except near the outlet, where it discharges
into the St. Lawrence River. The shores everywhere slope rapidly into deep water,
but most rapidly on the south, and the deep trough runs nearer this shore. The
30-fathom contour on an average runs less than 3 miles from land on the southern
shore, while on the north it is about 5 to 10 miles distant. The trough broadens
toward the east and is overlaid by depths of 70 to 90 fathoms in the western half
and by 90 to 123 fathoms in the eastern half. The bottom over most of the lake is
clay with narrow stretches of sand and rock along the shores, particularly among
the islands at the eastern end.

The lake's output is less than that of any of the others except Lake Nipigon,
but in the early days fish seem to have been rather common in it. The annual
yield has been about 5,000,000 pounds, most of it from the Canadian side. The
principal species are whitefish, trout, and herring, with the coregonidR predominating.

FISHING METHODS

The gill net is the type of apparatus most widely used on the Great Lakes.
Gill nets of three sorts are in general use: (1) Nets of mesh of about 4 to 4%: inches,
stretched, though the mesh may be larger at certain seasons (these are used principally
for whitefish and trout); (2) nets of 2 to 3 inch stretched mesh (these are employed
chiefly for the lake herrings and chubs); (3) nets of about l~-inch stretched mesh
(used to take bait for the trout hooks).

Pound nets, with the related trap, crib, and fyke nets, are employed in the shore
fisheries and take all the species that occur along the shores. All of them, of neces
sity, are restricted to use in shallow water and are therefore most immerous in those
lakes where there are broad shoals. The use of certain varieties is proscribed within
the jurisdiction of certain of the Governments that .control the lakes.

Seines are now employed only in special fisheries and take few coregonids.
Hooks are used commonly in some of the lakes, principally for trout. Core

gonids are never taken in commercial quantities by them.
For a more complete account of the fishing industry of the Great.Lakes, consult

Koelz, 1926.
COLLECTION OF DATA

Localities and Dates

In Tables 1 to 4 are given the localities visited in making collections and in
gathering data for this paper, together with the periods of time during which the work
was carried on and the number of lifts examined and specimens of each kind of fish
preserved. While approximately 16 months were spent in the field, during only a
fraction of this time was it possible to make observations. Much time was con
sumed in traveling from one port to another, and bad weather, especially in the fall,.
often prevented fishing operations for days at a time. During the entire period
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many thousand pounds of fish were seen and examined, and a total of about 15,000
specimens was collected. These are mostly catalogued and preserved in the Museum
of Zoology of the University of Michigan at Ann Arbor.

Field Methods

In the field it was my practice to be present when the nets were being lifted.
In the case of the whitefish usually it was possible then ~o examine nearly every
fish taken in the lift; but in the case of Leucichthys the individuals of a catch were
far more numerous, so that it was possible to examine only samples of the catch.
In any case these samples seldom comprised less than one-tenth of the catch and
often (in the case of lifts under 1,000 pounds in weight) constituted half or more.
The results of these examinations are given as applicable to the whole catch.

In addition to actual specimens, stomachs were collected also, chiefly on Lake
Huron. These have been examined by Dr. Carl L. Hubbs, of the Museum of
Zoology, University of Michigan, and his report is given under the heading" Food"
for Lake Huron species.

At first fish were measured in the field, but as these measurements, of necessity,
were made under such adverse conditions that it was not possible to check them,
the practice was discontinued. Records of fish companies and log books of fisher
men showing the weight and the locations of catches were copied wherever they
could be obtained conveniently, and from every port the accounts of the habits of
the various species of coregonids were recorded as given by the fishermen. Informa
tion of this kind has been secured through correspondence, also.

As a result of all the field work adequate material was made available on which to
base conclusions regarding the systematic status of the various forms that occur in the
Great Lakes. These conclusions from the study of specimens are supported by the
accumulated field data dealing with the geographical and bathymetric distribution
of these forms in the lakes, with their breeding grounds, breeding seasons, and their
food.

EXPLANATION OF TERMS AND NOMENCLATURE
GLOSSARY

Measurements

All specimens collected were examined or reexamined in the laboratory. All
measurements were made with fine dividers, calipers, a steel tape, and a wooden
rule gauged in millimeters. The percentages and proportions used in the text
or in the tables were arrived at by arithmetical calculation. The form of expressing
the range of values is an arbitrary one. The usual values of a series given between
the figures in parentheses (which are the extremes) represent, roughly, two-thirds of
the individuals in that series. No series was subjected to statistical treatment
because the number of individuals in none is adequate for refined analysis. All
parts were measured and counted on the left side wherever possible. The method
of making the measurements, the actual points from which measurements were
made, and the symbols by which the measurements are designated in the tables
and in Figure 8 are given below:

Length (L).-Measured from the junction of the premaxillaries to the end of t,he
last vertebra. If the specimen was distorted, it was returned as nearly as possible to
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its original shape. All measurements were made with dividers and then read on the
rule, or the points marked by pins and measured with the tape.

Snout to dorsal (SD).-Measured from the junction of the premaxillaries to the
base of the first dorsal ray.

Snout to anal (SA).-Measured from the junction ofthe premaxillaries to the base
of the first anal ray.

Dorsal to adipose (:DA).-Measured from the anterior end of the base of the
dorsal fin to the anterior end of the base of the adipose.
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FIG, B.-Outline of the whitefish, showing how the measurements referred to In the text and tables were taken

I-length p-pectorallength m-maxil!ary
ad-snout to dorsal v-ventral length J-mandible
8a-snout to anal ad-adipose length e-eye
da-dorsal to adipose db-dorsal base av-anal-ventral distance
at-adlpose to caudal ab-anal base d-depth
lI-head dh-dorsal height hd-head depth
Ir-Occiput ah-anal height
8-snout pv-pectoral-ventral distance

Adipose to caudal (AT).-Measured from the anterior end of the adipose base
to the first of the upper procurrent caudal rays.

Head (H).-Measured with dividers from the junction of the premaxillaries to
the extreme bony margin of the operculum, not including the opercular membrane.
This measurement, therefore, as given has not always been made parallel to the
longitudinal axis of the body,

Head depth (HD).-Measured with dividers from the outer edge of the boundary
between the suboperculum and interopercllium to the base of the occiput.
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Occiput (O).-Measured from the junction of the premaxillaries to the end of the
supraoccipital bone, not to the beginning of the scales. The exact point was deter
mined by feeling with a sharp instrument.

Snout (S).-Measured from the junction of the premaxillaries:''to the anterior
bony margin of the orbit. The dividers were inserted into the eye socket.

Maxillary (M).-This is in reality a measurement of the upper jaw and is taken
from the symphysis of the premaxillaries to the caudal end of the maxillary bone.

Mandible (J).-Measured from the articulation of the articular with the cranium
to the symphysis of the dentaries.

Eye (E).-The measurement given is the horizontal diameter of the eyeball,
not the distance across the cornea. Dividers were inserted into the eye sockets and
their points brought against the eyeball at the ends of its longitudinal axis. Care
must be taken not to compress the ball in fitting the divider points.

Fin length (P, V, Ad).-Measured from the origin of the fin to the tip of its
longest ray, or, in the case of the adipose, to its distal end.

Fin bases (DB, AB).-The length of the base of the dorsal and anal fins.
Dorsal coefficient (DC).-The height of the dorsal divided by its base.
Anal coefficient (AC).-The height of the anal divided by its base.
Pectoral-ventral distance (PV).-The distance between the anterior ends of the

insertions of the pectoral and ventral fins.
Ventral-anal distance (AV).-Measured from the anterior end of the insertion of

the ventral fin to the corresponding point of the anal.
Depth (D).-The greatest vertical depth of the body measured with calipers.
Width (W).-The greatest width of the body measured with calipers. In

bloated specimens the width was taken in the region of the lateral line. This char
acter is very unsatisfactory, inasmuch as the width of the body very frequently has
been reduced by artificial compression in the preserved material.

Counts

Gill rakers (R).-The left arch, after being carefully removed with a sharp
scalpel, was held completely spread out, and the counts were then made. (Care
must be taken, in removing the arch, that no rakers are lost at the ends.) By this
method the number of gill rakers on each part of the arch can be determined readily.
Every visible raker has been included in the counts.

Scales in lateral line (8C).-In specimens with all their scales only those scales
with pores were counted. In some specimens a few scales at the caudal end of the
line lack pores. These have not been included in the counts. When scales had
been lost accidentally from the lateral line, however, the scale pockets were counted.
throughout the entire length of the lateral line.

Longitudinal scale rows.-These were counted around the body at three loca
tioll5-(l) just in front of the dorsal and ventral, (2) just in front of the adipose and
the anus, and (3) around the caudal peduncle just behind the adipose and anal.
';rhe rows run lengthwise of the fish and can be counted easily except in the proximity
of the fins. In front of the dorsal and adipose fins and behind the adipose and anal
fins there frequently are developed very short rows, comprising sometimes only one,
or two scales . All these were considered rows and were included in the counts.
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Fin rays (DR, PR, VR, AR).-In the dorsal and anal fins the first one or two
unbranched rays are poorly developed. Only when their length approached three~

fourths that of the longest ray of the fin were they included in the count. Every
ray in the pectoral and ventral fins was counted.

VertebrGe.-The flesh was removed from one entire side of the fish until the
vertebral column was plainly exposed. Every vertebra was counted, including the
last of the upturned ones at the base of the caudal fin.

Pyloric cGeca.-The gut was removed and each crecum picked off with the for
ceps. The count includes the creca on the small intestine.

Branchiostegal rays (Br).-Every ray in the membrane was counted.

Miscellaneous Terms

Body.-Where the term "body" is used in the text it is meant to designate the
body of the fish exclusive of the head.

Pearl organs.-These excrescences of the epidermis are developed only during
the breeding season, often only in males. They attain their greatest development in
the coregonids on the scales of the sides but also are evident on those of the other
surfaces and usually on the head and fins.

SYSTEMATIC TREATMENT

In many groups of animals most of the species have been described already,
and systematists, in turning their attention to the analysis of these species, have
found that a species group is by no means so homogeneous as was supposed originally.
It appears that most animals and their offspring, either from incapacity to do other
wise or from choice, breed in an area that, in comparison with the range of their
species, is very restricted. Regional differences in structure or habit, associated with
conditions of the environment, may be developed, therefore, and the animals of a
species in certain localities may be distinguished by peculiar features. In the case
of land animals it has been current practice to call these geographic races or varie
ties subspecies. Some species appear to be more plastic than others, and the num
ber of subspecies that has been recognized in some species groups has reached a con
fusing total. Though it has been apparent that in certain widely separated regions
the same sort of changes often were exhibited by the species of an animal group (for
example, the coastal areas of British Columbia and Labrador are inhabited by several
races of widely distributed birds that are darker than their relatives of the same
species elsewhere), the changes are not identical throughout; and in general it is
not known to happen commonly that two intraspecific groups of animals alike in
their external features occur in geographically separated areas. In other words, the
range of a terrestrial subspecies is considered continuous, and a subspecific name has
a geographic connotation.

.... A:,s. a matter of. fact, probably no species has a strictly continuous range. Its
distribution depends on the distribution of suitable areas within the broad limits
of its range. Thus, animals that inhabit swamps are found only whele in their range
swamps occur, and ODe such swamp may be separated by a vast distance from another.

To be sure, in mountainous areas, where altitude alters the natural effects of
latitude, and in insular areas like habitats may be markedly disconnected and the
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ranges of a morphologically distinct race likewise may be interrupted. Where these
areas of similarity are not widely separated geographically or, geologically speaking,
in time, the distinctive races may be considered subspecies, as usually their relation
ships with other members of the species group is clear even though they are so sepa
rated from them that there is no possibility of finding intermediate forms, which
ideally is the criterion of a subspecies. But where like areas are widely separated in
space and time, even though the forms in each may be nearly identical in structure
and habit, taxonomists generally have preferred to consider them species rather than
subspecies.

In aquatic habitats such zoogeographical islands also may occur; in fact, lakes
are particularly good examples of isolated habitats. Though the types of lakes vary
within certain limits, it is also true that aquatic habitats are simpler, in general, than
terrestrial ones; they are influenced by fewer variables. Land habitats vary more
because of differences in humidity, temperature, light, soil, elevation, etc. In
aquatic environments humidity is not a variable, and temperature is limited in
temperate regions between 0° and 25° or 30° C. At depths temperature differences
are even eliminated, as are those of illumination. There remain differences in the
chemistry of the water, depending on the soil of the basin, in depths, and exposure to
wind. Where variables like temperature are not involved, the ordinary effect of
latitude, which is so important in the distribution of land animals, is minimized; and,
of course, where factors are few, the chances of finding them frequently in like com
binations are greatest. It is thus possible to find in a lake in Indiana, as far as certain
species are concerned, the same sort of habitat as in a lake in Canada 500 miles
farther north; and it is likewise possible that two lakes in the Same township may be
so totally different in their physical conditions that their fish populations are very
dissimilar. Now, in a given species the Sama mutation has a tendency to recur
with a somewhat definite frequency. If it marks a higher degree of habitat adapta
tion than its parent in one place, and therefore tends to supersede its parent, it is
only natural to expect the same outcome in another location where the environment
is the same. It should not be surprising, then, to find varieties of a species of fish
distributed according to the type of habitat rather than according to geographic
zones.

The forms of the Great Lakes whitefishes thus appear to be distributed. The
deep-bodied type of herring (Leucichthys artedi) is distributed here and there in lakes
between New York and Manitoba, while in other lakes in this area the other extreme
in development possible to this species may occur. Where two morphologically
distinct forms of a species occur in the same lake, both extremes may be found in the
area of intergradation, whether as a result of migration or of Mendelian segregation
of interbred characters.

Botanists are confronted regularly with the irregular distribution of morpho
logically distinct individuals in the case of certain species of plants and find it con
venient to introduce the terms" variety" and" form" in their nomenclature as units
ranking less than a subspecies. In the case of the whitefishes it might be desirable,
for certain reasons, to follow botanical practice; but, on the other hand, it is also
desirable to keep the question of zoological nomenclature as simple as possible, and
it is already sufficiently complicated by the use of trinomials. There seems to be on
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possibility of standardizing these new terms when systematists are not even agreed
as to the definition of a "species" or even of a "genus." An understanding of
relationships between the various morphological forms depends on experimental
breeding, which is often impracticable; and even where it is not, the results of such
breeding may not leave the experimenter much the wiser. After all, a scientific
name is regarded best only as a name. When its originator attempts to describe
either the characteristics of the group of animals it stands for or to reflect in it his
opinion of the origin or relationships of that group he meets with difficulties in
expressing himself within the codes of nomenclatural standards.

I use here a subspecific name to designate individuals or a group of individuals
that are distinct, morphologically, from a similar group of other individuals of the
same species, regardless of.what the relative distribution in space of those individuals
or groups may be. Thus, two subspecies may be represented in the same school or a
subspecies may be scattered throughout the range of its species group.

I believe that the whitefishes offer no unique problem in the field of zoological
nomenclature. Certainly many other species of widely distributed fishes will be
found to exhibit the same phenomenon of irregularly distributed morphological forms
when they are studied in the same way, and workers in other fields of classification
already are finding, with every addition to knowledge of the variations of animals,
the insufficiency of a subspecific concept that is restricted to one geographical unit.

SYSTEMATIC HISTORY OF THE AMERICAN COREGONIDS

The genus Coregonus was established by Linnreus. For a century afterwards
its species were a stumblingblock to the taxonomists of Europe. Apparently on
account of faulty analyses, as well as of inadequate descriptions, these .early systema
tists failed to distinguish clearly between the various forms. So confused and vague
is much of this work that often it is not even mentioned in later revisions. Through
accumulated knowledge of the morphology and natural history of the various core
gonids and through a better comprehension of the relationships of other groups of
fishes taxonomists of more recent times have been able to make progress in the
classification of these fishes. To understand to what extent the representatives of
the group have been confused it is only necessary to examine the synonomy of the
species given by Regan (1908) for the forms of the British Isles, by Smitt (1895) for
the Scandinavian forms, by Fatio (1890) for those of Switzerland, and by Berg (1916)
for those of the old Russian Empire.

The present situation in North America is much the same as in Europe.. The
work done has been pioneer in character and the specific descriptions, for the most
part, have been based on but few specimens, often from a single locality. No really
extensive studies have been made hitherto of the variations that the various forms
exhibit, and the systematic work has not been checked adequately by biological data;
consequently species have been multiplied and confounded. All the works on North
American coregonids in which new species have been described or in which existing
descriptions have been revised are abstracted briefly in the succeeding paragraphs.

Under the synonomy of each species treated in the main body of this report are
given only the first description of the species or redescriptions under anothe~ name
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and references to it in only the two reviews of the coregonid fauna of North America
those by Evermann and Smith (1896) and Jordan and Evermann (1911) and in that
of Dymond (1926) for Lake Nipigon. Few of the other works on these fishes have
been critical, and often it is impossible to determine to what species the accounts
refer. A more or less complete list of works containing other references to Great
Lakes coregonids is appended in the bibliography.

References to the whitefishes are to be found in the earliest literature dealing with
the Great Lakes region, namely, in the "Relations," of the Jesuit fathers. As
early as 1634 Paul Ie Jeune mentioned the whitefish in the Canadian waters; and in
the" Relation" of 1669 and 1670 Father d'Ablon described the method of capturing the
whitefish (clupeaformis) at the Sault of Sainte Marie. He added that, on account
of the custom of the natives to linger along the rapids for the purpose of fishing the
whitefish, a mission was established at this place. He said further that a great many
herring (artedi) , which were much like those of the sea in shape and size but were
not quite as good for food, were taken in Superior, particularly in November.
Explorers of the eighteenth century (Charlevoix, Hennepin, Lahontan, and others),
also spoke of the whitefish and attested to its fine qualities as a food fish.

Pennant (1792) was the first zoologist to record an American species of Core
gonus. He stated (on p. 298) that" Salmo laveretus or gwiniad is found in Hudson
Bay in vast abundance:" He added that "there is a lesser kind called the Sea
Gwiniad," which he describes briefly. Richardson (1823), said these fish undoubtedly
were O. clupeaformis and P. quadrilateraJe, for the reason that no other fish of similar
appearance or habit were known from the area that Pennant visited. A later mention
of the whitefish, which antedated the first description by about three years, was
made by DeWitt Clinton in a letter to S. L. Mitchill, dated February 1, 1815.
He said in this letter that the whitefish is the most delicious of the fishes in the western
waters and that it must be a nondescript Salmo, judging from the account he received
of its form and habitudes.

Dr. S. L. Mitchill (1818) described the whitefish, which he called Salmo clupea
formis/ whitefish of the lakes. The description is based on a specimen obtained
from the falls of St. Mary at the northern extremity of Lake Huron, and is the first
scientific description of an American Coregonus. While the description is not
adequate, and was supposed, for many years afterward, to refer to artedi, it seems safe
to assume that Mitchill actually had the whitefish. The review of the remaining
literature on American forms follows in chronological order.

LeSueur, C. A.. , 1818.-Inadequate descriptions of two coregonids are given-Col'egonus artedt
and C. albus. The latter is figured. The two fish thus described are lake herring. As they were
taken from Lake Erie (though the former was said to occur in the Niagara River also), LeSueur must
have had in hand the two types of herring that are known to occur there-the blueback, which is
found in the other lakes, and the cisco, a fatter and broader variety, which is abundant in Lake
Erie. It has been supposed by many ichthyologists, erroneously, that LeSueur had the true white
fish (the Erie form of clupeafol'mis) in mind when describing albus, and consequently the name
albus has been associated with this form. A study of the original account indicates that this is not
likely, even though LeSueur did say that albus was called the whitefish. He says, for example,
"This species differs from the preceding one (artedi) in its body having more depth, its back a greater

1 This name has been altered frequently to the classically correct form clupeijorrnis.
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elevation, and its proportions much stronger in body, fins, and scales." He records no difference
in the shape of the snout, which for artedi is "pointed." The figure of albus made· by LeSueur
himself is distinctly not a Coregonus.

Richardson, John, 1823.-Coregonus quadrilateralis from "the small rivers about Fort Enter
prise and in the Arctic Sea" is described. The description is recognizable and is accompanied by a
crude cut. A fish is described as C. albus, which is undoubtedly the whitefish, and the tullibee
is mentioned under the name C. artedi ?

Richardson, John, 1836.-0n page 201 of this publication (Fauna Boreali-Americana, Vol. III)
is given a description of Salmo (Coregonus) tullibee from Cumberland House, Pine Island Lake, lati
tude 540 N., and on page 204 quadrilateralis from Great Bear Lake, latitude 64~0 N. is more fully
described and better figured than in the preceding publication. In the same volume are described
(on p. 206) labradoricus from Musquaw River, Gulf of St. Lawrence, (on p. 207) lucidus from Great
Bear Lake, and (on p. 210) harengus from Penetanguishene in Georgian Bay, Lake Huron. All
but tullibee and labradoricus are figured.

Storer, D. H., 1846.-Storer gives a list of the North American coregonids that had been
described up to 1846, together with the synonomy of each.

Agassiz, Louis, 1850.-In this work the name Argyrosomus was first proposed to designate
the whitefishes having the lower jaw longer than the upper, in contrast with the true Coregonus,
with a truncated snout and included lower jaw. The name Argyrosomus was already occupied
and has been replaced provisionally by Jordan and Evermann with Dybowski's Leucichthys. Two
new species from Lake Superior, Coregonus sapidissimus and latior, are described, but neither is
valid.

Prescott, W., 1851.-=-Two new species of Coregonus are described from Lake Winnepesaukee,
N. H.-neo-hantoniensis and nov-anglire. These have been considered subsequently as synonyms
of clupeajormis and quadrilaterale.

Girard, Charles, 1856.-A species of Coregonus from Des Chutes River, Oreg., is described
inadequately as williamsoni.

Gunther, Albert, 1866.-All American forms are described with synonomy and a description of
C. richardsonii, from" Arctic North America," is given for the first time.

Hoy, P. R., 1872.-Hoy makes mention of two species of Argyrosomus, of which he had sent
specimens to Gill and which Gill named hoyi and nigripinnis but did not describe. While Hoy
gives no technical description of either fish, and only two mutilated specimens, both of which are
labelled hoyi, are preserved in the United States National Museum, it is certain that the fish Hoy
referred to as nigripinnis is the blackfin. He says of it that it has black fins and lives off Racine
in water over 60 fathoms in depth. The two specimens, 5~ and 7U inches long without the caudal
(catalogue No. 8902, U. S. National Museum), are called "mooneyes" in his account. Of the
"mooneye" he says that it is the smallest of the whitefishes, being only about 8 inches long, and is
found in water over 40 fathoms deep. Hoy's specimens are too small to have been gilled in the com
mercial nets and were, according to the statement of Charles Hyttel, sr., who furnished them to Doc
tor Hoy, brought in with the bloaters and a few immature chubs that had entangled their jaws in
the nets. As the bloater is the only species commonly caught in this way, it is likely that Hoy
had this fish in mind as the "mooneye." One of the specimens (No. 8902) is a bloater and has
been selected by me as the type; the other is a chub, either alpenre, reighardi, or zenithicus. The
only description of hoyi based on Hoy's specimens was made by Hugh M. Smith (1894). Smith,
however, did not recognize the fact that the two fish were not of the same species and apparently
based his description on both.

Milner, J. W., 1874a.2-0n page 86 Milner describes Argyrosomus hoyi, A. nigripinnis, and
Coregonus couesii. Hoyi and nigripinnis had been named by Doctor Gill and mentioned by Hoy
in 1872. Milner's nigripinnis is from Lake Michigan and is the same fish referred to by Hoy.
Hoyi is described from Lake Superior, but the description is wholly insufficient. Under the United
States National Museum catalogue No. 10576 (not 10756, as given in Milner's text) are entered the
three specimens of Milner's account-two specimens of zenithicus and one of hoyi. The description

'H. M. Smith, Bulletin, U. S. Fish Commission for 1894, VoL XIV, on p. 7, says: "The report was certainly not issued in
1874 • • • and the Indications are that the report was not printed before Mayor June, 1875. II
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given by Milner apparently involves both species. C. couesii is a whitefish taken in Chief Moun
tain Lake at the head of the Saskatchewan River.

Jordan, D. S., 1875.-A description, accompanied by a crude figure, is given of Argyrosomus
sisco from Lake Tippecanoe, Kosciusko County, Ind. This species is compared with a fish that
the author calls A. hoyi, a name based not on the specimens of Gill and Hoy but oh another fish
sent by Hoy to Jordan. This fish probably was the Lake Michigan representative of zenithicus,
which Jordan, in his subsequent writings, seems to have had in mind as hoyi. This paper was
abstracted in the same year in the American Naturalist.

Jordan, D. S., 1878.-Seven species and four possible varieties of whitefishes are mentioned
on pages 274 to 276. The interest of this work lies in the subgeneric divisions, which are outlined
on pages 360 to 362. Prosopium is published from Milner's manuscript as a generic designation
for whitefishes of the quadrilateralis type.

Bean, T. H., 1881a.-Coregonus laurettre is described as a new species on, the basis of four
specimens taken at Point Barrow and one at Port Clarence, Alaska.

Jordan, D. S., and C. H. Gilbert, 1882.-This account condenses the species that previously
had been described for North America to the following: Coregonus couesi (Milner), C. williamsoni
(Girard), C. quadrilateralis (Richardson), C. clupeijormis (Mitchill), C.labradoricus (Richardson),
C. hoyi (Jordan), C. artedi (LeSueur), C. nigripinnis (Gill), C. tullibee (Richardson). In addition
to these, C. kennicotti, from Fort Good Hope, British America, and Yukon River, Alaska, is included
from Milner's manuscript; and C. merki (GUnther), from the Bering Sea to the north shore of
Siberia, is added to the North American fauna.

Bean, T. H., 1884a.-Coregonus nelsonii is described as a new species. It is said to occur only
in Alaska from the Bristol Bay region northward. The type is from Nulato.

Bean, T. H., 1888.-Coregonus pusillus was referred to by the author in Proceedings, United
States National Museum, volume 4, 1881, page 256, as an unnamed variety of C. merki and is
described from a specimen collected in Putnam or Kuwuk River, Alaska.

Bollman, Charles H., 1889.-Bisselli. from Rawson and Howard LakeR, Mich., is described as
a new subspecies of Coregonus tullibee.

Jordan, D. S., 1891.-Cismontanus, from the Madison River, Mont., is described as a new
subspecies of Coregonus williamsoni. Two figures accompany the text.

Eigenmann, C. H., and R. S. Eigenmann, 1892.-A description is given of Coregonus coulterii
based on over 100 specimens from Kicking Horse River, Field, British Columbia.

Smith, H. M., 1894.-Coregonus osmerijormis is described and figured from Seneca and Skanea
teles Lakes, N. Y., and Coregonus prognathus from Lake Ontario off Wilson, N. Y. The synonomy
of hoyi is discussed, and a figure and description obviously based on the two fish sent by Hoy are
added.

Evermann, B. W., and H. M. Smith, 1896.-No new species are described but the accounts
given in this publication are more detailed than in any previous or subsequent publication. The
previously described forms for North America are reduced to 20 species and subspecies: Coregonus
coulterii, C. williamsoni, C. williamsoni cismontanus, C. kennicotti, C. richardsonii, C. quadri
lateralis, C. clupeijormis, C. nelsonii, C. labradoricus, Argyrosomus o.~merijormis, A. artedi, A. artedi
sisco, A. hoyi, A. pusillus, A. lucidus, A. laurettre, A. prognathus, A. nigripinnis, A. tullibee, and
A. tullibee bisselli. All but C. richardsonii, A. artedi sisco, and A. tullibee bisselli are illustrated by
pen drawings.

Jordan, D. S., and B. W. Evermann, 1896.-All the known species of the lake herrings and
whitefishes, together with their synonomy, are listed under two genera-Coregonus subgenera
Coregonus and Prosopium, and Argyrosomus subgenera Argyrosomus and Allosomus. The species
of Prosopium are coulterii, williamsoni, w. cismontanus, kennicotti, richardsonii, and quadrilateralis;
the species of Coregonus are clupeijormis, nelsonii, and labradoricus; the species of Argyrosomus
are osmerijormis, artedi, a. sisco, hoyi, pusillus, lucidus, laurettre, prognathus, and nigripinnis; and
of Allosomus the species are tullibee and t. bisselli.

Scofield, N. B., 1899.-Argyrosomus alascanus (Scofield) from Point Hope and Grantley Harbor,
Alaska, is published as a new species from Scofield's manuscript, which appeared subsequently
in D. S. Jordan, "The fur seals and fur-seal islands of the North Pacific Ocean," part 3, 1899.
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Kendall, W. C., 1903.-Coregonus stanleyi from the thoroughfare between Mud and Cross:
Lakes, Me., is described and figured as a new species.

Jordan, D. S., and B. W. Evermann, 1909.-Argyrosomus eriensis and huronius from Port
Stanley, Lake Erie, and A. zenithicus from Duluth, Lake Superior, are described and figured. The
synonomy of clupeaformis and albus is appended.

Jordan, D. S., and J. O. Snyder, 1909.-Coregonus oregonius is described from the McKenzie
River, Oreg. The species was included in part in the description of C. williamsoni by N. B. Scofield,
1899, page 463.

Wagner, George, 1910.-Argyrosomus johannre is described from specimens secured in Lake
Michigan some 18 miles out from Racine, Wis., at a depth of 25 fathoms.

Jordan, D. S., and B. W. Evermann, 1911.-Most of the literature on the coregonids is reviewed
and the species in the Great Lakes redescribed. Five new forms of Leucichthys are added to the
fauna-supernas and harengus arcturus from Lake Superior near Duluth, cyanopterus from Lake
Superior off Marquette, manitoulinus from the North Channel off Blind River, and ontariensis from
Lake Ontario off Deseronto. All the Great Lakes species except prognathus are figured. Six of the
illustrations are from paintings.

Wagner, George, 1911.-Leucichthys birgei is described from Green Lake, Wis.
Bean, T. H., 1916.-Leucichthys macropterus is described from a specimen obtained in Lake

Erie.
Harper, F., and J. T. Nichols, 1919.-0f the six species described, four are whitefishes-Core

gonus preblei from Tazin River, about 1 mile above its confluence with the Taltson R'ver, Mac
kenzie, Canada (with photograph) j Leucichthys entomophagus from Tazin River, Mackenzie, Canadaj
L. athabascre from Lake Athabasca, at the mouth of Charlot River, northern Saskatchewan, Canada;
and L. macrognathus from the shore waters of Great Slave Lake, near Fort Resolution, Mackenzie,
Canada.

Jordan, D. S., 1918.-The genus Irillion is proposed with Coregonus oregonius as the type.
Snyder, J. 0., 1919.-Leucichthys gemmifer, Coregonus spilonotus, and Coregonus abyssicola

are described from specimens secured in Bear Lake near Fish Haven, Idaho. Each species is
figured.

Koelz, W., 1921.-Leucichthys kiyi is described as a new species from Lake Michigan off Stur
geon Bay, Wis.

Koelz, W., 1924-.-Leucichthys alpenre is described from Lake Michigan off Charlevoix, Mich.,
and Leucichthys reighardi from off Michigan City, Ind.

Koelz, W., 1925.-Leucichthys nipigon is described from Lake Nipigon.
Dymond, J. R., 1926.-A very good systematic account is given of the species of Coregonidre

that inhabit Lake Nipigon.
Hubbs, C. L., 1926.-In this check list a preliminary outline is given of the systematic arrange

ment of coregonids followed in this paper.

VARIABILITY AND DETERMINATION OF SPECIES IN THE GREAT LAKES
COREGONIDS

GENERAL STATEMENT

Smitt (1895, p. 827) says of the Salmonidre (which in his arrangement include.
the coregonids), "there is hardly any other part of the system where the scientist
is confronted with such difficulties in defining the limits of the species." Any sys
tematist who knows the Salmonidre, or only the Coregonidre, will agree with Smitt.
The descriptions of the coregonids in the early days of taxonomy were very vague
and were simply general remarks about shape, size, and color; or, if they were more
specific, they emphasized insignificant details. The best workers of the nineteenth
century, up to 1882, confined themselves in their diagnoses to purely external charac
ters. Nusslin (1882) calls attention to this fact and cites as an example the work
of Nilsson, Cuvier and Valenciennes, Siebold, and GUnther. He shows that two
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forms that had been considered identical have different numbers of gill rakers.
He points out the specific importance of the shape of the snout, the number of gill
rakers, and of biological data. Later workers on the coregonids have paid heed
to Niisslin but still have given too much weight in their diagnoses to differences in
proportions and other similar characters which may be influenced by the environ
ment. In fact, little effort has been made to determine, by a study of the variability
of the external characters, what relation, if f!,ny, existed between them and the
environment.

VARIABILITY OF INDIVIDUAL CHARACTERS

My own work on the forms in the Great Lakes, based on measurements of some
10,000 specimens from many localities and cursory inspection of some hundreds of
thousands, has involved, then, of necessity, an attempt at analysis of the variability
of these forms. The effort has been made to study all possible characters in order
to learn which ones so vary that they are of little or no use in classification and
which ones are sufficiently stable to be of use. At the same time the available
data on spawning seasons, bathymetric and geographic distribution, seasonal move
ments, and other biological factors have been studied in order to learn whether they
are correlated with the structural characters found usable in classification.

FIG. 9.-Body outline or the typical Lake Erie whitefish

Body Contour

Leucichthys.-Two groups may be separated according to contour or form of
body as seen from the side. In the first of these the body is more or less perfectly
elliptical. The species included are alpence, zenithicus, reighardi, hoyi, artedi, and
mptgon. Of these, hoyi, reighardi, nipigon, and the albus and manitoulinus sub
spedes of artedi are least elongated and the typical artedi is most elongated. In the
second group, comprising johannce, nigripinnis, and 7ciyi, the anterior dorsal profile
rises rapidly for two-thirds its extent and continues thence to the dorsal fin as a nearly
horizontal line. In nigripinnis the anterior ventral profile extends in a direction
similar to the dorsal, so that the anterior half of the body in this species is distinctly
the deeper. In johannce the tendency of the contour line between the dorsal and the
adipose to beco.me straight further interrupts the symmetry of the lateral profile.
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All the above are compressed laterally, but the degree of compression is least in
typical artedi and typical reighardi.

Coregonus.-The body of clupeaformis is most like that of johann;e in outline.
Prosopium.-The body of quadrilaterale is an'elongated ellipse in outline, as in

the first group of Leucichthys, but the body is nearly terete.
Length

The coregonid forms in the Great Lakes have about the same average and maxi
mum lengths. The range in size of specimens seen by me is shown by the dimensions
below. From this it appears that the maximum lengths of Coregonus clupeaformis
and of the smallest species of Leucichthys (hoyi and kiyi) only are very different from
those of the rest and would be of value in discriminating certain specimens of these
species. It appears, further, that the maximum lengths known for each species from
the various lakes also are very similar.

FIG. lO.-Body outline of the type of whitefish common in the upper lakes

Species

Leuciehthys Johannro _
Do _

L. alpenro _
Do _

L. zenlthlcus _
Do . _
Do _
Do _

L. reighardL _
Do _
Do _
Do • _

L. nigripinnls _Do _
Do • _
Do _

L. kR,L::::::::::::::::::::Do __ • _
Do _
Do • • •

Lake

Michigan _
Huron _
Michigan _
Huron _
Superior _
Nipigon _
MIChigan _
Huron _
Michigan _
Superior _
Nipigon _
Ontario _
Michigan _
Huron _
Superior. _
Nipigon _
Ontarlo _
Miehigan _
Huron _
Superior. _
Ontario _

Range in length,
in millimeters

181-288
132-332
130-386
131-368
134-332
153-308
152-312
1311-318
144-278
203-320
145-304
203-295
220-360
208--371
198-375
141-355

297
122-245
105-249
132-204
148-263

Species

L. hoyL • _
Do _
Do _
Do _
Do _

L. artedL _Do _
Do _
Do _
Do _
Do _

J•• nipigon _
Coregonus clupeaformis _Do _

Do _
Do • ••
Do _
Do _

Prosoplum quadrilaterale _Do _
Do • • _
Do _
Do •__ ._

Lake

Michigan _
Huron _
Superior _
Nlpigon _
Ontarlo _
Erle _
Michigan _
Huron _
Superior _
Nlpigon _
Ontarlo_. _
Nipigon _
Miehigan _
Huron _
Superior _
Nipigon _
Erle •__
Ontarlo _
Michigan _
Huron _
Superior. _
Niplgon _
Ontario _

Range in length,
in millimeters

82-265
79-221

107-251
106-231
128-277
128-402
127-367
125-371
135-435
138-253
155-366
220-447

179 mm. to 6 Ibs.
192 mm. to 15 Ibs.
180 mm. to 6lbs.
293 mm. to 4 lbs.
291 mm. to 5lbs.
253 mm. to 6 Ibs.

156-419
176-393
65-380

191-318
213-361

Depth and Width

Depth and width measurements of the body can not be recorded satisfactorily
for specimens of coregonids, because those coming from the deeper w~ters are always
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bloated, sometimes even burst, and because the softness of the flesh of the individuals
of the species renders it very difficult to preserve the shape properly during the period
of collection. These characters also change proportionally' during the growth of the
individual, all young fish of the group having frailer bodies than the adults. The
relative width and depth of the body, therefore, is variable for each species, and for
none of the species is it a distinguishing character. In certain species the body
depth varies relatively much more than in others. In the case of the lake herring
(L. artedi) the several varieties are differentiated sharply by the relative depth of the
body. In the typical artedi LtD is higher, on the whole, than for any other coregonid
in the basin, while for the albus type occurring in the same lake it may be as low as
or lower than that of any other coregonid. The races of reighardi, nigripinnis,
and clupeaformis also are differentiated in part by variation in this character.

Scales in the Lateral Une

The number of scales in the lateral line is variable within a species and even
within a race. It may be seen from Table 7 that the extremes are much the same
for the various species in each lake. In most of the lakes quadrilaterale, with the
maximum number of scales, is more or less distinctly separated only from hoyi,
which has the smallest number; though in Lake Nipigon, where most of the species
of Leucichthys have relatively few scales, it is probable that the scale count usually
would be a generic distinction between Leucichthys and Prosopium. However,
the usual number of scales is rather different for the various coregonids in each lake.

The usual number of scales also is more or less different for most of the geo
graphically separated forms of each species. As has been pointed out above, all the
races of Leucichthys occurring in Lake Nipigon have fewer scales on the average than
those from other lakes, except the race of the species hoyi, which tends to have more
than its relatives. The Huron forms of johann::e, nigripinnis, kiyi and quadri
laterale, the Superior form of kiyi, and the Erie form of clupeaformis also seem to
have somewhat fewer scales than the Michigan forms of these species. The sub
species of artedi may differ conspicuously in the character, as is illustrated by the
manitoulinus form of Huron and the albus subspecies of Superior and Erie.

Scale Rows

The number of longitudinal scale rows around the body also is variable within a
species and within a race. Below are given the comparative values for the forms of
Lake Michigan. A similar table for the other lakes would show about the same rela
tion between the counts.

Species
Number In front Number In front Number around

of dorsal and of adipose and caudal
vcntrnls annl peduncle

Leuclchthys:Johannm • _
alpcn", •• _
zenithlcus __ • • _
rclghardl _

~l~~~~~~~~s ~~============'= ==================:::::::::::::== =:==:::::=:hoyL _

~~~~£l~r~~~~~iji~:i~~~-~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
Lake Nipigon specimens.

(38) 41-44 (46)
(40) 41-43 (45)

40-42 46)
(38) 40-43 46)

(41! 42-44 45l(39 41-44 46
(38 40-42 44
(39 43-46 49)
(41 43-45
(46) 48-50 (52)
(40) 42-45 (46)

(31) 33-37 (38)
(30) 33-'l5 (36)
(30) 32-34 (36)
(30) 32-35 (39)
(32) 33-35 (36)
(32l33-35 (37)
(31 32-34 135!(32 34-37 38
(32l33-34 35
(36 37-39 40
(31 33-35 36

!22) 24-26 (27)
23) 24-26 (27)
23) 24-25 26)

22-24 26l
(23) 24-26 27
(23) 24-25 26
(22) 23-25 26)
(23) 24-26 27l(23) 24-25 27

25-27 28
(24) 25-27 28)
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It appears that only clupeajormis and hoyi have a distinctive number of scale
rows-the one with the highest, the other with the lowest count. The range of both,
however, overlaps, more Qr less, that of at least some of the other species. Within
each species there may be variations in the number of scale rows in the various lakes
and among the several races within the same. lake. Thus, johanncp has fewer scale
rows in Huron than in Michigan; zenithicus, reighardi, nigripinnis, and hoyi have
fewer in Nipigon; hoyi has slightly fewer in Superior than in the other lakes; the pre
dominant artedi of Erie, Ontario, and Nipigon have fewer rows than the predomi
nating herring races of the other lakes; and the Erie whitefish has fewer than the white
fish of the other lakes. The manitoulinu8 subspecies in Huron has many fewer rows
than the artedi subspecies, and the albu8 subspecies of Erie has fewer than the artedi
form in that lake. This is true also of these two races in Lake Superior. It seems,
in general, that the number of scale rows varies directly with the number of lateral
line scales.

Pearl Organs

Pearl organs are present during the breeding season in at least the males of each
species. Not enough material is available to determine to what extent this character
is of systematic importance to separate the species, but it appears that it will separate
the three groups. In Leucichthys pearls are present on the head as well as on the sides
of the body and are of virtually uniform thickness. They have been found well devel
oped only in males. In Coregonus they are distributed more or less as in Leucichthys
but are present on males and females and are conspicuously thicker in the middle.
All the specimens of Prosopium seen differ from Leucichthys and Coregonus in having
no pearls on the head. The form of the pearl is approximately as in Coregonus, and
both males and females have pearls.

Fins

DORSAL

The ratio between the height of the dorsal and its base (the dorsal coefficient
of the tables) is variable in all species and even in all races. There are no distinguish
ing features about this character, but it is interesting to point out that the dorsal base
appears to average longest, relatively, in the various races of clupeajormis, quad
rilaterale, and artedi, and shortest, relatively, in hoyi and killi.

The number of dorsal rays also is not distinctive except possibly between the
forms with extreme numbers. Quadrilaterale, which has the highest number (11 to
13), overlaps but seldom the range of hoyi, with usually 9 or 10. Kiyi and reighardt
also usually have a low dorsal ray count.

The number of rays seems to vary among the races of a species as well. Thus,
the Superior and Nipigon forms of reighardi have more dorsal rays, on the average,
than the typical form. Hoyi, in Nipigon, tends to have a greater number than the
forms elsewhere in the Great Lakes. -

ANAL

The anal coefficient is variable and distinguishes only Prosopium absolutely
from most of the species of Leucichthys. The anal base is relatively shortest in
quadrilaterale, hoyi, and kiyi and longest injohannce and artedi. In the Leucichthys
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species (except lwyi and kiyi) the AC value frequently is less than 1, while in these
species and in clupeaJormis and quadrilaterale the value usually is more than 1.

The number of anal rays also is variable and is distinctive in none of the forms.
The usual number is 10 to 12 but may vary within the species. Thus, reighardi of
Superior has slightly more rays than the typical race.

PECTORALS

The length of the pectorals in relation to the pectoral-ventral distance is of
systematic importance, but none of the species are absolutely separable by this
character, as may be seen in Table 10. The races of kiyi have relatively the longest
pectorals and those of reighardi the shortest.

Within each species there is enormous variation in this character. Thus, the
pectorals of the Huron race of johannce average longer than those of the Michigan
race; in zenithicus they are shorter in Michigan and Huron than in Superior and
Nipigon; in reighardi they are longer in Superior and Nipigon than in Michigan and
Ontario; in nigripinnis they are longer in Huron and Nipigon than in Michigan
and Superior; in kiyi they are longer in Superior and shorter in Ontario than in
Michigan and Huron; in hoyi they are longer in Nipigon, Superior, and Ontario than
in the other lakes; in artedi the predominant race of Nipigon has longer pectorals
than the predominant races in the other lakes; in quadrilaterale the pectorals are
longer, on the average, in Superior and Huron than in Lake Michigan.

Within the same lake there are differences in the length of the pectorals in the
case of the species artedi. The manitoul'inus form in Huron has much longer pec
torals than the artedi form, and in Lakes Superior and Erie the albus form has longer
pectorals than the artedi form.

The number of pectoral rays is not distinctive, but some species tend to have a
lower number, on the average, than others. Within the species, also, the number
may vary. Thus, the hoyi of Ontario and the clupeajormis of Erie seem to have a
lower average number than their relatives in the other lakes; and johannce in Huron
has more than in Michigan.

The shape of the pectoral often has some value as a systematic character. In
typical nigripinnis and in johannce the dorsal margin frequently is decurved and most
frequently is relatively straight in other species.

VENTRALS

The relative length of the ventrals is of more systematic importance than that
of the pectorats. (See Table 11.) They are longest in the kiyi and shortest in the
races of quadrilaterale, artedi, and clupeaJormis, but only the figures for the kiyi
and the quadrilaterale are quite distinctive. The overlapping between the ranges
of thekiyi and the artedi in the same lake usually is very slight, however.

The same variation occurs within the species as in the case of .the pectorals,
though it is not so extensive. In zenithicus the Michigan and Huron races seem to
have somewhat shorter ventrals than those from other lakes; in reighardi they appear
to be somewhat longer in Nipigon than in the others; in the case of nigripinnis they
are somewhat longer in Huron; in kiyi they are shorter in Ontario and longer in
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Superior; in hoyi they are longer in Nipigon and Superior than in the other lakes;
in quadrilaterale the races of Superior and Michigan seem to have longer ventrals
than the race of Lake Michigan.

Within the species of a lake it is evident that the same sort of variation in ven
tral length occurs as in pectoral length, as illustrated by the fact that the mani
toulinus race of Lake Huron and the albus races of Lakes Superior and Erie have
longer ventrals than the artedi races of these lakes.

The number of ventral rays does not appear to be characteristic of any species.
The rays number from 10 to 12 in virtually all, though some more often have 10 than
12, and vice versa. There is also no conspicuous variation in this character within
a species.

CAUDAL

There are no satisfactory ways of measuring the caudal; and while it appears
that in the case of certain species this member may be more broadly forked, the
eye may easily be deceived by the course of other contour lines in estimating the
extent of the cleft. It is sufficient to point out that in no species is the tail fin con
spicuously different in the extent of its development.

ADIPOSE

As may be seen from an examination of the Tables 17 to 101, the size of the
adipose is extremely variable and has little value as a systematic character. The
species of Coregonus seem to have a longer adipose than the species of the other
genera, but this character is not always distinctive.

Caudal Peduncle

The length of the caudal peduncle, measured from the anterior end of the base
of the adipose to the first caudal rays, is too variable within each species to have
specific value. The depth has not been measured. For an expression of the pro
portion see column L/AT in Tables 17 to 101. It also appears to vary decidedly
within a species. The deep-bodied forms, manitoulinus and albus of Leucichthys
artedi (especially the former), have a shorter and relatively deeper caudal peduncle.

Flesh

The species within a lake are quite different in their food value. In this respect
artedi, with its varieties, must be rated lowest and clupeaformis highest. Prosopium
quadrilaterale and the other species of Leucichthys are intermediate, the first nearest
to artedi, the last nearest to clupeaformis.

In Lake Nipigon none of the Leucichthys are yet marketable, so it is not known
how much they will be esteemed.

The quality of flesh within a species also may be variable with the environment.
Thus, Lake Superior whitefish may be most esteemed by some buyers, while others
may prefer the Lake Erie product. The differences are nowhere as great as in the
case of the Erie artedi, which has richer flesh than members of the species in the
other lakes. It regularly competed in late years with the deep-water forms of
Leucichthys or "chubs" of other lakes in the smoked-fish trade, and large individ
uals very often are sold as whitefish.
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Color, which in most groups of fishes serves as a character to separate even
closely related species, is of little value in distinguishing between the species of
coregonids in the Great Lakes. While faint color may be present in living fish, the
fish die very soon after capture (in fact, the deep-water forms are dying when lifted
from the nets), and after death the color fades very soon, leaving a nearly uniform
silvery appearance to all the forms. In life Leucichthys and Coregonus are tinted with
a green or blue-green, the intensity of the coloration varying with the species. It
is deepest in the artedi, especially the manitoulinus form, and usually in nigripinnis,
and in these forms (particularly the first two) may often become intensified for a
short time after death. In life Prosopium differs strikingly from the rest in colora
tion. The blue-green of the others is replaced in quadrilaterale by a greenish bronze,
and the sides have a decided pinkish cast.

Pigmentation also varies, and usually directly with color--that is, the fish with
most intense colors usually have more pigment on the head, especially the anterior
parts, and on the body and fins. Manitoulinus and most of the forms of nigripinni&
are much more pigmented than any of the other forms.

The degree of pigmentation varies among the forms of a species. In zenithicus
the Nipigon race is much paler and that of Michigan and Huron somewhat paler
than the typical race; in reighardi the Nipigon race is much paler throughout than
the typical Michigan form, while the forms of Superior and Ontario are somewhat
less pigmented; the nigripinnis of Superior is paler than that of the other lakes; the
kiyi of Ontario appears to be a trifle more pigmented than the races of the other
lakes; the hoyi of Superior shows a little more pigment on the fins than the forms of
the other lakes; the typical artedi form is darker than the albus form of Leucichthys
.artedi, and the manitoulinus form is darkest of all; the Lake Erie clupeajormis seems
to be the palest of the races of Coregonus.

Vertebrm

The number of vertebrre in the vertebral column is given for a few individuals
of each species, chiefly from Lake Huron. -

Species
Number Number
O~~~~i' of verte.
counted brll)

Species
Number Number
of~~~~i. of verte.
counted br:c

------------1--------11-------------1---
Leuclchthys:Johannlll••• __ • •

aipenlll. • • ••• __ • _
zonlthlcus • ._ •__ •
reighardi ' ._ • _
nlgriplnnls • • • _
kiyL ._._. ._. _

11
12
8
6
8

10

Leucichthys-Contlnucd.57-60 hoyL __ •__ • ._._. • _
57-59 artedL •_. •__ • • _
55-58 nipigon J •• • • _

57-59 Coregonus clupeaformls •• _
58-60 Prosoplum qulldrliaterllie_•• ••••• __ ••
57-59

17
9
2
8

12

55-60
57-60
58-60
60-63
59-63

1 Lake Michigan specimens. I Lake Nipigon specimens.

It appears that the number of vertebrre varies for each species and that, on
the average, Leucichthys has a lower number than Coregonus or Prosopium.
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Pyloric caeca

The number of pyloric appendages is rather variable within the species, but the
averages show interesting differences in a few cases. They are counted below chiefly
for specimens from Lake Huron.

Species
Number
of speci- Range

mens
Species

Number
of speci- Range

mens
-------------1---1---11------------------- ------
Leucichthys:johannoo _

nlpenoo _
zenithicus ,,_

~~:fr~~~~:s:~~-~~::::::::::::::::::::::kiyL ._

Lellcichtbys-Continued.
8 142-222 boyL __
6 126-181 artedL __
7 92-150 I niPigon' 1
5 115-142 Coregonus clupeaformis _
8 132-194 Prosopium quadrilaterale __
7 116-167

29 88-164
8 109-165
2 109-145
8 208-264
8 87-117

1Lake Michigan specimens. 'Lake Nipigon specimens.

It appears that in Leucichthys hoyi and zenithicU8 have, on the average, the
fewest creca, while johannm has the most. The ranges of the former overlap that of
the latter, and more counts probably will show that overlapping occurs to a greater
extent than appears in the table. Coregonus has, on the average, more creca than
either Leucichthys or Prosopium and thereby is differentiated sharply from the
latter, which has fewer creca than most Leucichthys. It is possible that this character
is influenced by nutrition.

Head Form

The head in all forms presents four surfaces-a dorsal, a ventral, and two lateral.
The dorsal surface is bounded approximately by a line running from the articulation
of the maxillary caudad along the dorsal edge of the orbit, and the ventral by· a line
running caudad along the inner edge of the dentary.

In Leucichthys the dorsal surface has the form of a trapezoid with two equal
sides, due to the shape and position of the premaxillaries, and is more or less convex
from side to side, the degree of convexity becoming greatest in the region of the
occiput. A faint carina, which becomes more conspicuous on drying, runs through
its length. The lateral surfaces are nearly flat and converge distinctly in a down
ward direction. In shape they are roughly triangular, depending again on the shape
and position of the premaxiIlaries. In alpenm the apex is rather rounded, in reighardi
truncated, and in the rest rather acute or obtuse as the angle made by the premaxil
laries with the body axis becomes greater than 45°. The ventral surface, like the
dorsal, is convex and corresponds to it in shape.

The depth and width of the head is greatest in artedi and nigripinnis. The
depth is least in reighardi and zenithicu8. The proportion of the head length to that
of the whole fish, expressed by L/H, is but slightly different for the forms of this group
and therefore has little systematic value. (See Table 8.) Its significance is reduced
further by the fact that it changes with the growth of the individual. The races of
artedi, however, tend to have proportionally the shortest heads among the forms of
Leucichthys.

The relative head length varies within the species, often to a conspicuous extent.
Making allowance for difference in size between the groups of individuals compared,
it seems that in johannm and alpenm the head is somewhat larger in Huron; in



GREAT LAKES COREGONIDS 323

zenithicus it seems smaller in Michigan and Huron and larger in Nipigon than in
Superior; in reighardi it is longer in Nipigon and Superior and shorter in Ontario than
in Michigan; in nigripinnis it is larger in Nipigon, Superior, and Huron than in
Michigan; in kiyi it appears to be smaller in Ontario than in the other lakes; in
.hoyi it appears to be smaller in Michigan than in the other lakes.

Within the species group artedi the races differ in the average value of L/H.
Thus, the manitoulinus race has a much larger head, relatively, than the artedi race
,of Lake Huron, and the albus races of Superior and Erie tend to have a relatively
longer head than the artedi races associated with them.

A B
FIG. It.-Oomparlson of the heads of LeuciclIIhV8 zenithicu8 (A) and L. reighardi (ll) of Lake Michigan

The shape of the head in Coregohus is approximately as in LOllcichthys, but the
dorsal surface is triangular, due to the shortness of the premaxillarios, and is strikingly
convex in the region of the nostrils and occiput. A carina, which is heaviest over its

FIG. 12.-Comparlson of the dorsal view of the head in Prosopium (A) and Coregonns (E)

anterior extent, bisects the triangle. The lateral surfaces also are triangular in
shape, obtuse, or acute at the apex, as the angle made by the premaxillaries with the
body axis becomes greater than 90°. The ventral surface is like the doral in shape
but is only slightly convex from side to side.

The head in Prosopium is quite different from that in the other two genera.
The dorsal surface is acutely triangular, owing to the compression of the entire preor
bital region, and is not strongly convex from side to side except in the occipital region.
A short but heavy medium keel runs forward from a point approximately above the
caudal margin of the eye to its center. A fainter keel originates on each side of it.
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slightly farther craniad, and extends to the nares. The lateral surfaces are roughly
ovoid in shape. They are nearly flat to a line on a level with the superior edge of the
maxillaries and from thence converge sharply in a downward direction, the more
sharply as the snout is approached. The ventral surface also is acutely triangular
in form but is strongly convex from side to side.

It appears from Table 8 that the head is smallest in proportion to the total
body length in this genus. There seems to be variation in this character; the race
of Michigan seems to have a proportionally smaller head than those of Superior
and Huron.

Brain Box

An examination of the bones of the skull shows the prefrontal bone to extend
almost completely over the orbit in Leucichthys and the carina of the frontaJs to
extend to the frontal-parietal suture. In Prosopium the prefrontal is but little
developed and does not extend much beyond the anterior edge of the pupil; the
cranial carina does not extend to the frontal-parietal suture. In Coregonus the
development of these structures is about as in Leucichthys.

Premaxillaries

The shape and position of the premaxillaries serve to separate the three generic
groups and to aid in the separation of reighardi and zenithicus from the other species
of Leucichthys. In Leucichthys the premaxillaries are longer than wide and make
an angle not in excess of 90° with the horizontal axis of the body behind them.
This angle usually is between 60° and 75° for typical reighardi and zenithicus and
45° and 60° for the others, including the dymondi form of reighardi. In Coregonus
and Prosopium they are wider than long and the angle is always in excess of 90°.
The angle may vary within the species; the premaxillaries are less perpendicular
in the dymondi race of reighardi than in the typical one.

Snout

The shape of the snout depends, of course, upon its length and on the position of
the premaxillaries. It is more blunt or more pointed, according as the premax
illaries are more vertical or more horizontal. The relative length of the snout, as
compared with the length of the head, is variable and is not distinctive for any
species. It is longest, on the average, in zenithicus.

The usual length may vary within a species. J ohann:e has a longer snout in
Huron than in Michigan; zenithicu8 has a somewhat longer snout in Nipigon than
in Superior and a somewhat shorter one in Michigan and possibly Huron; the
reighardi of Nipigon and of northern Lake Michigan has a somewhat longer snout
than the typical form, and the Superior form has a somewhat shorter one; the
cyanCfpterus subspecies of nigripinnis has a relatively longer snout than the other
races; 7ciyi in Superior has a somewhat shorter snout than in the other lakes.

Maxillary

The shape and size of the maxillary and the supplementary maxillary (jugal)
are more or less distinct for the three groups. In Leucichthys both of these bones
are elongated more than in the other two groups. While in Leucichthys the max-
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illary, in proportion to the head, is relatively shortest in artedi and reighardi, the
figures are not exclusive. Coregonus has a shorter maxillary than most forms of
Leucichthys, but the range overlaps slightly. Prosopium has relatively the shortest
maxillary of all, and its figures overlap but little those of Coregonus. The usual
value for HIM in typical artedi and the albus form is 2.7 to 2.9; in typical reighardi,
2.6 to 2.8; in the other forms of Leucichthys, 2.3 to 2.6; in Coregonus, 3.1 to 3.4;
and in Prosopium, 4.0 to 4.2.

The maxillary length also varies within the species, so that in zenithicus it is
somewhat shorter in Michigan and Huron; in reighardi it is longer in Superior and
Nipigon than in Michigan and somewhat shorter in Ontario; in hoyi it is longer in
Superior and Nipigon. In the species of one lake it also varies. Thus, reighardi of
northern Lake Michigan has, on the average, a proportionally longer maxillary than
that of the south, and the manitoulinus race of artedi has a much longer maxillary
than the typical race.

Mandible

In Leucichthys; the lower jaw is approximately equal to the upper; in the
other genera it is always distinctly shorter. In the case of reighardi and zenithicus
it is usually (in artedi often) somewhat shorter than the upper; in alpenm and kiyi
it is usually longer than the upper; in hoyi it is seldom shorter; in the others it is
variable, though most often about equal. I t also varies in position within the species,
as evidenced by the fact that the forms of zenithicus in Michigan and Huron more
often have the mandible included; the dymondi race of reighardi often has the man
dible not so conspicuously included; the cyanopterus form of nigripinnis has the
lower jaw shorter than the upper more frequently than the other nigripinnis races;
and the deep-water hoyi of Huron and the hoyi of Nipigon and Ontario seem to have
longer jaws than their relatives elsewhere.

Within the group Leucichthys there is nothing distinctive about its shape,
degree of development, or relative length compared with that of the head. The
degree of bony development, however, is most pronounced in alpenm and probably
least in reighardi. In Leucichthys the value obtained by dividing the mandible
into the head never is more than 2.3 and may be as low as 1.7. In Coregonus the
value usually is 2.4 to 2.7; in Prosopium it is 2.7 to 3.1.

Eye

The size of the eye varies with the age of the individual and consequently is of
ready systematic value only in forms of comparable size or state of development.
The values obtained by dividing the eyeball into the head are given in Table 9,
first for the adults of the larger forms and then, so far as possible, for their young,
for comparison with the former and with the smaller species of the group. As is
usual in fishes, the eye appears to be relatively larger in the young than in the adult
and the values are not very different for any of the species.

The eye size also varies within the species. The alpenm of Huron seems to have
a proportionally smaller eye than that of Michigan; zenithicus of Nipigon seems to
have a somewhat larger eye than that of other lakes; the reighardi of Ontario and
Nipigon seem to have a smaller eye than those from other lakes; nigripinnis in Nipigon
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and Huron have relatively larger eyes, and those in Superior have relatively smaller
eyes than the form in Michigan; in hoyi the eye is proportionally larger in the Superior
and Nipigon forms and smaller in the Ontario race; in artedi the manitoulinus form
has a relatively larger eye than the other subspecies of artedi.

Teeth

Vestigial teeth have been found in the forms of all species except quadrilaterale.
They are present more or less regularly on the premaxillaries, the palatines, the
mandible, and on the tongue, and are least in evidence in the larger individuals of
each species. Those on the tongue appear to be retained longest. The absence of
teeth then serves to separate Prosopium from the other genera.

Branchiostegal Membrane and Rays

The outline of this membrane and the number of its rays have no taxonomic value
in this group, except that Prosopium differs from the other two groups in both of
these respects. In the latter the membrane is saber-shaped and usually contains
8 to 10 rays. In Prosopium it is trapezoidal in outline, and there are only 7 or 8 rays.

Gill Rakers

The number of gill rakers is of great systematic importance. Leucichthyshas the
most and longest rakers and Prosopium the fewest and shortest. The range of the
latter overlaps that of none of the other species; that of Coregonus overlaps but
rarely the range of any species other than johannt£.

Leucichthys may be divided into three groups: (1) Gill rakers on the fIrst arch
commonly less than 33 (johannt£); (2) usually more than 32 and usually less than 44
(alpent£, zenithiws, reighardi, and kiyi (except in Ontario); (3) usually more than 43
(nigripinnis except in Superior, artedi and nipigon). The range of hoyi and Ontario
kiyi is about intermediate between 2 and 3. Superior nigripinnis falls about in Group
2. As has been indicated above, there may be some variation in the number of gill
rakers on the fIrst branchial arch within a species. The alpenre of Huron have some
what fewer gill rakers than those of Michigan; they are somewhat fewer in the
zenithicus of Nipigon and Huron than in those of other lakes; they are somewhat
fewer in the reighardi of Nipigon; in the nigripinnis of Nipigon they are more numer
ous, and they are fewer in the Superior form; they are more numerous in the lciyi of
Ontario; they are more numerous in the hoyi of Nipigon and Ontario.

Within the species of a lake no striking variation tendencies have been noted in
any of the races. It is noticeable, however, that in the case of alpent£ and zenithicus
small fish have somewhat fewer gill rakers, due, no doubt, to the imperfect develop
ment of those on the ends of the arches.

Nares

The structure of the nares is a distinctive feature in Prosopium. In Leucichthys
and Coregonus the anterior opening is through a short tube obliquely truncated
toward the front, and a rather broad membranous flap is present at the anterior end
of the posterior opening. In Prosopium this flap is wanting. (See fig. 27.)
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FIG.~13.-Leltbranchial arch~112]lorms:01Coregonidoolound in the Great Lakes (Nos. 4 and 7 are drawn Irom the t;"pe speCimens

from Lake Michigan; No.6 from a Lake Superior individual; the rest are from Lake Huron specimens.) 1. Leucichthvs
johanna:. 2. L. alpena:. 3. L. zenithicus. 4. L. reiuhardi (type). 5. L. niuripinnis. 6. L, niuripinnis cvanopterus. 7. L. kiVi
(type). 8. L. hoyi. 9. L. artedi. 10, L. nipiuon. 11. Coreuonus clupea!ormis. 12. ProsopiuT1l quadrilaterale.
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DISCUSSION OF VARIABILITY

Interspecific Variations

From the foregoing analyses it is evident that while there are adequate characters
to distinguish between the three genera, such as shape of the head and premaxil
laries, size of maxillary and mandible, teeth, branchiostegal membrane, number and
length of gill rakers, structure of nares, pearl organs, etc., there are comparatively few
characters that can be used to separate the species within a group. It has been
shown that the number of rakers on the first branchial arch is of greatest value in
distinguishing .the specific forms. Separated by this character, most of the coregonid
forms fall into four groups: (1) Rakers usually less than 20 (quadrilaterale); (2) rakers
usually more than 20 and less than 33 (clupeaformis and 1ohannm); (3) rakers usually
more than 32 and less than 44 (alpenm, zenithicus, reighardi, 7ciyi, and nigripinnis of
Superior); (4) rakers usually over 43 (nigripinnis except Superior, artedi and nipigon.)

Both quadrilaterale and clupeaformis are distinct from the other forms in the Great
Lakes and from each other, and each is the sole representative of a genus. It is
unnecessary, therefore, to consider them in the subsequent discussion.

There remain for consideration the species of Leucichthys, which have hardly
any other character than gill rakers by which the species, wherever they may occur,
may be separated. Within a lake a few other characters may be of use to distinguish
one or two species from the rest (see analyses on pp. 335 to 339), but even these are
not very constant, and each taken alone certainly could not be relied upon. The
few characters that are fairly constant for each species are repeated below:

1. Body contour.-The form of the body is, in general, fairly constant. In
alpenm, zenithicus, reighardi, hoyi, artedi, and nipigon the body outline, as seen from
the side, is generally elliptical; in johannm, nigripinnis, and kiyi it is more or less
ovate as a rule.

2. Length oj the lower jaw.-The mandible in alpenm usually projects beyond
the upper jaw, while in zenithicus and reighardi it is generally included within the
upper. The other species (except kiyi and artedi) that normally have 'equal jaws
occasionally may have the lower jaw longer or shorter than the upper. Artedi most
often has the lower jaw shorter than the upper, while in kiyi it is usually a little
longer.

3. Length oj the maxillary.-For artedi (except the form manitoulinus) the
maxillary usually is contained more than 2.6 times in the head length; for the rest
(excepting typical reighardi, which is intermediate) it usually is contained less than
2.7 times.

4. Pigmentation oj the maxillary.-This character has more or less systematic
value. In johannm and alpenm the maxillary usually is immaculate; in all the rest
it most often is more or less pigmented.

The conclusion is unavoidable that those characters that are of greatest impor.
tance in the taxonomy of other groups of fishes, such as body proportions, number
of scales, fin rays, teeth, etc., are not of pri:rp.e taxonomic value for the Ooregonidre.

Intraspecific Variations

Analysis of the Great Lakes coregonids shows, in each of the 11 species, a wide
range of variation in all the characters that are of taxonomic importance, although
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in most of the species this variation is possibly no greater than wou;ld be found in
other unrelated species if the same number of individuals of these were studied in
the same way. This variation is exhibited by individuals presumably intimately
related-that is, by 'individuals of the same school in one locality. In many species
it has been found that geographically separated races have developed peculiar
characters even within a lake, and it is probable, furthermore, that different schools
in one locality would show peculiarities. To cite the most conspicuous examples of
differentiation where a species has been segregated' definitely, geographically, we have
the dymondi subspecies of reighardi in Nipigon and Superior, the cyanopterus, regaZis,
and prognathus subspecies of nigripinnis in Superior, Nipigon, and Ontario, respec
tively, and the orientaZis subspecies of kiyi in Ontario. Within a lake we have the
conspicuously differentiated forms of artedi-manitouZinus in Huron and aZbus in Erie
and Superior and the unnamed deep-water variant of hoyi in Huron.

These various forms probably have arisen through isolation and to some degree
may be the result of different environmental conditions operating in each generation.
It is not clear, however, what environmental factors might operate to develop the
various forms that occur in separated lakes. There seems to be no definite direction
of variation expressed by the forms in any lake. Thus, while nigripinnis in Superior
has fewer gill rakers than any of the known races in other lakes, zenithicus in that
lake seems to have a few more than its relatives elsewhere. Similarly, though hoyi
and kiyi in Lake Ontario have more gill rakers, it is not true of other coregonids in
the lake; and in Nipigon hoyi seems to have somewhat more lateral line scales than
the hoyi elsewhere, while all the other forms of Leucichthys seem to have fewer than
their relatives in other lakes.

In the case of the varieties of artedi there seems to be some clue as to the causes
operating to produce certain characteristics of development, but until a study has
been made of the forms of artedi lmown to occur in the inland lakes tributary to the
Great Lakes any statement regarding the manner in which environment influences
the direction of variation is purely hypothetical. We do know, however, that the

. forms of aZbus and manitouZinus both exhibit the same sort of variations-both have
deep, abbreviated bodies with relatively longer paired fins and few lateral-line scales.
They are not alike, however, in certain other peculiarities, such as the relatively
large head and eye and the dark color of the latter. These varieties always occur
in the warmest waters of the territory available for occupation. Lake Erie, which
is the shallowest and most southerly of the Great Lakes, presumably is the warmest;
and it has been shown in Table 13 that Black Bay, in Lake Superior, is much warmer
than the open lake. The same probably is true of Cutler Bay, where manitouZinu8
occurs.

It would be expected that, if temperature had a part in this variation, an oppo
site type of development would result where temperature conditions were reversed,.
and this appears to be true. The habitat of the Lake Superior herring is almost
certainly the coldest in the Great Lakes occupied by the species throughout the·
Year. The artedi of the lake are the slenderest, most elongate forms, and they have·
the most lateral-line scales, though the paired fins are not conspicuously different.
from those of Michigan and Huron specimens. It is noteworthy, also, that the
cZupeaformis of Lake Erie and Black Bay of Lake Superior also are known to be,
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deeper bodied and fewer scaled than their relatives of colder waters. (Nothing is
known about the characteristics of the bay races of whitefish in Lake Huron.)

The artedi of Nipigon are nearest to the albus type, even though Lake Nipigon
lies in the highest latitude of the chain; but Lake Nipigon also is much shallower
than any of the lakes except Erie, and its annual heat budget is relatively high
(Clemens, 1923).

It should be repeated that facts do not warrant the assignment of temperature
as a direct factor in occasioning the variations discussed. The cases cited may be
coincidences or temperature may act indirectly in numerous ways. The segrega
tion of these variants presumably is a result of physiological differences, differences
that have enabled certain individuals to meet the conditions arising from increased
warmth or, in the case of the deep-water variant of hayi in Huron, from increased
depth. The segregated variants thus are subjected to unlike physical conditions.
They differ in certain structural characters. If we assume that the structural
differences result from isolation, they may be, in part, the direct or indirect effect
of environment (somatic) and in part the result of germinal changes.

Somatic variations might be the direct effect of the activities of the fish in its
relation to the degree of mass movement of the water, the abundance and character
of food, or of other factors. These should affect the form and proportions of the
body through the degree of induced development of muscles or fat. Differences of
this sort are well known between individuals of certain species of fresh-water fish
taken from different environments, as in the case of the yellow perch. Such somatic
variations may be "adaptive," as in the case of alteration of form or proportions
due to the degree of development of body muscles. It is also conceivable that
differences in physical conditions affect directly the early-growth stages of fish in
different environments in such a way as to give rise to somatic variations that are
nonadaptive, indifferent, or even harmful. Such variation may appear in "passive"
structures such as the skeleton (Jordan, 1892). The monstrosities that often arise
from ova developed in hatcheries probably are, in part, an extreme instance of this
type of "variation," as are the monsters produced under experimental conditions.

At the same time isolation presumably is accompanied by germinal changes
that become manifest in heritable somatic alterations. As in the case of mutations,
the adaptiveness of these is wholly contingent. They mayor may not prove to be
useful. It is possible that the variation in number and form of the gill rakers is of
this type. A detailed study of the food of the Lake Huron forms described in this
paper indicates that within the genus Leucichthys the relation between the number
and form of the gill rakers and the character of the food is very loose. All the deep
water forms of the genus have long, slender rakers, but these differ in number and
length in such a way as to be characteristic of species and varieties and thus afford
one of the most valuable diagnostic characters. Yet there appears to be very little
difference in the food of these forms, which consists chiefly of the schizopod crustacean
Mysis relicta. Living with the deep-water coregonids is the lawyer, Lata maculosa,
virtually devoid of gill rakers but often found with its stomach filled with Mysis.
The little knowledge that we possess thus suggests that the mean differences in gill
rakers characteristic of the coregonid forms are of germinal origin and not primarily
of individually adaptive nature. In that case such relation as they now bear to the
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size of the customary food organisms is contingent and secondary and the gill
raker characters have the greater value in taxonomy. The differences in form and
position of the bones of the upper and lower jaws, as well as other characters ex
hibited by the different forms, may ultimately prove to belong in the same category

Experimental study of the effect of environmental factors on fishes in theiI
various stages, together with breeding experiments, are, of course, essential to a full
understanding of the characters shown by the coregonid forms. The production,
by artificial rearing, of very abnormal characteristics in the whitefish indicates that
this field may be very fruitful. Meantime, more critical analysis of the accumu
lated data on variation may throw light on these problems.

The only conclusion that can be drawn safely from a consideration of the varia
tions in these forms is that only certain characters are modifiable by environmental
conditions or tend to vary, and that these characters are virtually tl~e same for all
the forms. Thus, the variants of all species may differ from the typical forms in
respect to head length, number of scales in the lateral line, length of pectorals, num
ber of gill rakers, etc. Furthermore, so many characters are variable that the vari
eties may be more strikingly differentiated from their nearest relatives than are the
species within a group from one another.

SPECIATION IN THE GREAT LAKES COREGONIDS

ORIGIN OF THE COREGONIDS IN THE BASIN

In this paper I have presented evidence to show that 11 distinct species and
7 possible subspecies of the family Coregonidre are found in the Great Lakes chain.

There are 9 species included in the genus Leucichthys and 1 each in the genera
Coregonus and Prosopium. Lake Michigan has 10 of the 11 species, Lake Huron 9,
Lakes Superior and Nipigon 8 each, Lake Ontario 7 (though 1now seems to be extinct),
and Lake Erie 2. The distribution of the various species in each lake is shown in
Table 5. In general there is little difficulty in correlating the relationships of the
various species in the different lakes, but in a few cases the individuals of a species
have varied so far, structurally and even physiologically, from the typical form as to
appear to merit designation as a distinct species. There is no doubt about the rela
tionships within the species artedi (the most variable of all) nor within the species
johannm, alpenm, zenithicus, kiyi, hoyi, clupeaformis, or q1wdrilaterale. In the
case of reighardi it might be questioned whether the dymondi form of Lakes Nipigon
and Superior actually should be included within that species group, and in the case of
nigripinnis whether the cyanopterus of Lake Superior and the prognathus of Lake
Ontario were grouped properly within nigripinnis. The case of the dymondi and
cyanopterus races seems the more confused, as, in addition to marked structural differ
ences (though the habitat selection is about the same), the time of spawning is very
different. In this connection it may be pointed out that time of spawning may vary
two weeks from year to year for any school of any coregonid, and the time of spawn
ing of races of many species (namely, clupeaformis within Lake Michigan, zenithicus
of Lake Huron, 7ciyi of Lake Ontario, et al., all of them of virtually certain identifica
tion) may be a month or two ea,rlier or later than for related races elsewhere in the
basin. It is even reported that within recorded time. certain species have changed
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their time of spawning by a period as great or greater. Inasmuch, then, as spawning
time is so variable, the deviation in this particular of the reighardi and nigripinnis
forms loses significance as a specific character. In spite of marked chap-ges in a few
systematic characters, the varieties still closely resemble the typical members of their
species group; in fact, the resemblance is far closer than that between the whitefish
artificially reared in the New York Aquarium and their parents. In the case of
reighardi, individuals in northern Lake Michigan even show a tendency to vary from
the typical form (which occurs in the southern part of that lake) in precisely the
same direction that has produced the dymondi type.

The systematic scheme here outlined presupposes the presence of 10 distinct
species in the Great Basin before the close of the glacial period. The facts of the
geological history of the lakes do not contradict the assumption. Two species of
coregonids, artedi and clupeajormis, are distributed in all six of the Great Lakes.
Lake Erie is so shallow and warm over most of its extent that probably it is unsuited
for any but the most adaptable coregonids; in fact, the bulk of its population is made
up of species that thrive best in the bays of other lakes. Three more, nigripinnis,
hoyi, and quadrilaterale, occur in each of the other five lakes; reighardi and kiyi are
found in four of the lakes, johannre and alpenre occur in only two and nipigon in only
one.

Most of the facts of the distribution of the species can be explained by assuming
the presence in the basin of an original stock of 10 coregonids. Only 2 of the 10 sur
;IV'ed in all the lakes. None of the rest survived in the warmest lake, but three
species found suitable conditions in the other five lakes. One (reighardi) survived in
all the lakes but Huron, and one (kiyi) survived in all but Nipigon. Why their range
was thus limited is not clear from any known geological facts. One (zenithicus) is
absent from Lake Ontario; it may have been unable to return after the late marine
inundation of old Admiralty Lake. Two (johannre and alpenre) occur only in Lakes
Huron and Michigan; they may have originated in one or other of the lakes subse
quent to the Lake Algonquin stage, as these lakes are rather intimately connected, or
they simply may have perished in the other lakes from competition or from failure
to find suitable conditions.

The restriction of nipigon to Lake Nipigon (though it is known to 'occur also in
Lake Winnipeg) seems to support the view that Lake Agassiz was not contemporane
ous with Lake Algonquin, which joined intimately Nipigon with Superior and the
other lakes but came later. In that case the elevation of the basin of Lake Nipigon
with the resultant falls that now prevent exchange between the fish faunas of the
two lakes has operated to prevent the spread of nipigon into the other lakes.

It seems, thus, that the Great Lakes coregonids were differentiated specifically
before the Great Lakes attained their present form. The present distribution of
the species, considering Lake Erie to be unfit for most coregonids, can be explained
by assuming the extinction of three forms, one in each of the three lakes, by the sur
vival of two forms only in two of the lakes or by their late origin in one or the other of
the lakes, and by the assumption that Lake Agassiz came later than the Algonquin
stage of the Great Lakes. As we know that the last period of glaciation fell within
relatively recent time, geologically speaking, it is likely that many of the present racial
distinctions originated during the 20,000 years that geologists estimate have elapsed
since the formation of something like the present lakes.
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PHYSIOLOGICAL BARRIERS BETWEEN THE SPECIES

It does not appear to be profitable, in the present state of our knowledge of the
coregonids of other waters, to speculate further on the origin and precise relationships
of the forms in the Great Lakes; but two points are clear-first, that from whatever
source the species may have originated, certain factors are operating now to keep
them distinct; and second, as I have already indicated, tendencies that may result in
the formation of new species are manifesting themselves in at least some of the
species already formed. .

The factors that keep the species apart apparently are physiological differences
between the individuals of diffe-rent species, differences that result (a) in the selection
of different habitats and (b) in breeding taking place at different seasons, at different
depths, and on different bottom.

Segregation Through Different Habitat Selection

The physical conditions in the lakes vary, and the adaptability of the species also
is different, so that it is not possible to generalizf\ too strictly about the habitat
selection of any species in the basin. In some lakes species that regularly inhabit
shallow water elsewhere may be driven, by competition on the shoals or by absence
of shoals, to find a living in deeper water; and, being adaptable, they may thrive
there (Lake Ontario). In other cases species that regularly inhabit deep water have
been known to occur abundantly in shallow water only (Lake Nipigon); but, in gen
eral, in any lake there are certain groups of species that are found in shallower
water than others. In general, artedi, clupeaformis, and quadrilaterale are shoal
loving forms; alpence, zenithicus, reighardi, and hoyi also like comparatively shallow
water; but johannce, nigripinnis, and kiyi are found chiefly in the deeper waters.

The bathymetric distribution of the species or groups of species is zonal. Each
occupies a rather broad zone defined by the depth of water at its margins. At the
center of the zone each has its greatest density of population, and this density dimin
ishes toward the margin of the zone. Only a few stragglers are found beyond their
zones, except during the breeding migration. The zones overlap at their margins,
so that the different forms are intermingled there in relatively small numbers.

There are no data to indicate why these zones have been selected by the various
species or groups of species. Nothing is Imown about their reactions to the various
physical and chemical factors of their environment. Possibly the selection is influ
enced by the character of the bottom. Throughout the area inhabited by the shoal
group, the hydrographic map shows rock, gravel, and sand, and in the deeper parts of
the lakes clay and mud. While each species may range over all these types of bottom
within its zone, of course it is not only possible but probable that there are differences
in thl~ character of the areas designated on the chart as mud, clay, etc., and that these
differences influence, indirectly, the distribution of the fish. Certainly all the forms
except artedi (which is a plankton feeder and therefore normally takes its food above
the bottom), so far as known, are confined to a bottom stratum of water of a thickness
of not more than 5 feet. In this stratum they find their food, which consists (in all
the forms) chiefly of various species of Crustacea and Mollusca. The character of the
food available probably is determined directly by the character of the bottom, and
therefore a knowledge of the food regularly taken by each species would be helpful in
defining this factor of the habitat.
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Segregation Through Different Breeding Habits

Most of the species are separated from one another by spawning at different
seasons or on different grounds. The three shoal forms (clupeaformis, quadrilaterale,
and artedi) , wherever they occur in the basin, spawn at approximately the same
season-that is, in November and early December-but it is not known that they
congregate on the same grounds at the same time. These forms, however, are so far
removed from one another that it is not likely that hybridism would occur commonly.
What is known of the spawning habits of the other species indicates that within each
lake each species has a distinct breeding time or place, or both. To be sure, little is
known about this part of the life history of the Nipigon forms, and there are gaps
in our knowledge of the breeding habits of some of the forms in the other lakes.

In Lake Michigan hoyi is the earliest spawner. It spawns in March at depths
of about 20 to 30 fathoms. Reighardi spawns in May, probably in shallower water.
J ohannce spawns in August or September, presumably at depths of 60 fathoms.
Kiyi is said to spawn in October, also at great depths. Zenithicus and alpence spawn
in November, but it is not known that they spawn on the same grounds. Data
indicate that the former spawns in deeper water. Nigripinnis spawns in January at
depths of about 60 fathoms.

In Lake Superior it is not known when or where hoyi spawns, but certainly it is
not before December. Nigripinnis spawns in 60 fathoms in September. Kiyi,
zenithicus, and reighardi all spawn in November, as do artedi, clupeaformis, and
quadrilaterale, but no one knows that any two spawn on the same grounds at the
same time.

In Lake Huron the breeding habits of its species are about like those of related
forms in Michigan, except that zenithicus spawns in late September and early October
and kiyi may spawn in early November. -

In Ontario reighardi is known to spawn some time in spring, probably in May.
Kiyi spawns in August, probably in deep water. Nigripinnis is said to have spawned
at about 60 fathoms in January. It is not known when hoyi spawns, but the season
may be as in Lake Michigan.

The data just reviewed indicate that whatever r61e physiological di1ferences
between the various species may have played in species formation they now are an
important factor in keeping the species distinct. Thus, habitat preferences separate
the species or groups of species into different zones, and differences in breeding
hehavior cause each species to deposit its eggs at a different time or in a different
place. .
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SPECIES OF COREGONIDlE IN THE GREAT LAKES
ANALYSES OF THE SPECIES

LAKE NIPIGON

A. Two flaps between the openings of a nostril; exposed area of the scales of the lateral line not
conspicuously smaller than that of the adjacent rows; gill rakers more than 23, relatively long
and slender; maxillary usually contained less than 3.8 times in the head; vestigial teeth
usually present on the premaxillaries, palatines, mandible, and tongue; body usually laterally
compressed.

B. Premaxillaries longer than wide, usually oblique in position, never retrorse; lower jaw con
tained not more than 2.3 times in the head; gill rakers relatively long and usually more
than 31; maxillary'seldom contained more than 3 times in the head Genus Leucichthys

a. Gill rakers usually less than 40.
1. Gill rakers usually more than 36; snout usually contained less than 3.5 times in the

head and usually less than 2.2 times in the head depth; the head depth usually
contained more than 6.2 times in the head; mandible usually shorter than the
upper jaw zenithicus

2. Gill rakers usually not more than 36; snout usually contained not less than 3.5
times in the head and usually more than 2.1 times in the head depth; the head
depth usually contained not more than 6.2 times in the head; mandible usually
shorter than the upper jaw seighm'di dymondi

aa. Gill rakers usually more than 40 and less than 54.
b. Paired fins conspicuously black; body shape in side view ovate; fish commonly attaining

a length of 300 millimeters (12% inches) or more.
3. Gill rakers usually 48-51; pectorals usually contained 1.4-1.6 times in the pectoral

ventral distance; ventrals usually contained 1.2-1.5 times in the ventral-anal
distance nigripinnis regalis

bb. Paired fins pale, or at least not conspicuously pigmented; body shape in side view ellip
tical; fish not known commonly to attain a greater length. than 250 millimeters (8
inches).

4. Gill rakers usually not more than 46; maxillary usually contained less than 2.6 times
in the head; mandible usually superior and hooked hoyi

5. Gill rakers usually more than 46; maxillary usually contained more than 2.6 times
in the head; lower jaw usually equal to or shorter than the upper, never
hooked artedi

aaa. Gill rakers seldom less than 54.
6. Fish attaining a length of more than 300 millimeters (12% inches); fins moderately

pigmented nipigon

94995-29--4
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BB. Premaxillaries wider than long, retrorse in position; maxillary usually contained not less
than 3 times in the head, but less than 3.8; lower jaw usually contained 2.4--2.7 times in
the head; gill rakers less than 32 and more than 20 Coregonus clupeaformis

AA. A single flap between the openings of a nostril; exposed area of the scales of the lateral line
conspicuously smaller than that of those of adjacent rows; gill rakers less than 20, the
length of the longest not more than 5 per cent of the head; maxillary usually contained
more than 3.8 times in the head; premaxillaries wider than long, retrorse in posi
tion; mandible contained not less than 2.7 times in the head; no vestigial teeth; body
subterete Prosopium quadrilaterale

LAKE SUPERIOR

A. Two flaps between the openings of a nostril; exposed area of the scales of the lateral line not
conspicuously smaller than that or" the adjacent rows; gill rakers more than 23, relatively
long and slender; maxillary usually contained less than 3.8 times in the head; vestigial teeth
usually present on the premaxillaries, palatines, mandible, and tongue; body usually laterally
compressed.

B. Premaxillaries longer than wide, usually oblique in position, never retrorse; mandible con
tained not more than 2.3 times in head; gill rakers relatively long and usually numerous;
maxillary seldom contained more than 3.1 times in the head Genus Leucichthys:

a. Lower jaw usually longer than the upper and more or less hooked; fish seldom longer than
than 200 millimeter (7:Vs inches); body lIsually conspicuously bloated.

1. Body shape in side view ovate; gill rakers usually less than 41; lateral-line scales
usually more than 75; pectorals usually contained less than 1.6 times in the
pectora~ventraldistance kiyi

2. Body shape in side view elliptical; gill rakers usually more than 40; lateral-line
scales usually less than 76; pectorals usually contained more than 1.5 times in the
pectoral-ventral distance hoyi

aa. Lower jaw usually equal to or shorter than the upper, seldom conspicuously longer and
hooked; fish attaining length of 300 millimeters or more (12;li inches).

b. Gill rakers usually more than 43.
3. Lateral-line scales seldom less than 80; pectorals seldom contained less than 2 times

in the pectoral-ventral distance; ventrals seldom contained less than 1.6 times in
the ventral-anal distance; head in adults usually contained 4.3-4.6 times in the
total length; maxillary usually contained 2.7-3 times in the head; body sub-
terete artedi artedi

4. All figures given above tend to be less and the body deeper and more'tompressed
in artedi albuff

bb. Gill rakers usually not more than 43.
c. Body shape ovate in side view; fish spawning in September.

5. Sum of the head depth and the anal base divided by the sum of the maxillary and
the snout usually 1.65-1.75; body usually deeper than under cc; mandible tip
usually conspicuously pigmented nigripinnis cyanopterus

cc. Body shape elliptical in side view; fish spawning in November or later; lower jaw
usually shorter than the upper; mandible usually immaculate or faintly pigmented.

6. Gill rakers usually less than 39; snout usually contained 3.6--3.9 times in the head;
eye in a:dults usually contained 3.9-4.2 times in the head; length of the pectoral
fin usually contained 1.8-2 times in the pectoral-ventral distance __reighardi dymondi

7. Gill rakers usually not less than 39; snout usually contained 3.3-3.6 times in the
head; eye in adults usually contained 4.2-4.6 times in the head; the sum of the
head depth and anal base divided by the sum of the maxillary and snout usually
1.45-1.55 zenithicu8

BB. Premaxillaries wider than long, retrorse in position; maxillary usually contained more than
3.1 but less than 3.8 times in the head length; mandible usually contained 2.4--2.7 times
in the head; gill rakers 24--31; ventrals usually contained less than 1.9 times in the ven-
tral-anal distancc Coregonus clupeaformiff
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AA. A single flap between the openings of the nostril; exposed area of the scales of the 1atera1line
conspicuously smaller than that of those of adjacent rows; gill rakers 15-20, the length of
the longest not more than 5 per cent of the head; maxillary usually contained more than
3.8 times in the head; premaxillaries wider than long, retrorse in position; mandible con
tained not less than 2.7 times in the head; no vestigial teeth; body subterete; ventrals usually
contained not less than 1.9 times in the ventral-anal distance Prosopium quadrilaterale

LAKE MICHIGAN
A. Two flaps between the openings of a nostril; exposed area of the scales of the lateral line not

conspicuously smaller than that of those of the adjacent rows; gill rakers more than 23
relatively long and slender; maxillary usually contained less than 3.8 times in the head;
vestigial teeth usually present on the premaxillaries, palatines, mandible, and tongue; body
usually laterally compressed.

B. Premaxillaries longer than wide, usually oblique in position, never retrorse; lower jaw con
tained not more than 2.3 times in the head; gill rakers relatively long and usually numerous;
maxillary seldom contained more than 3.1 times in the head Genus Leucichthys

a. Gill rakers usually less than 33.
1. Maxillaries and premaxillaries usually unpigmented; mandible usually equal to the

upper jaw; pectorals usually contained 1.6-1.8 times in the pectoral-ventral dis-
tance ;johanna!

aa. Gill rakers usually more than 32 and less than 45 (except hoyi, which may often have 45).
b. Lower jaw shorter than the upper.

2. Gill rakers usually 38-42; pectorals usually contained 2-2.2 times in the pectora1
ventral distance; mandible usually immaculate, or at least not conspicuously
pigmented; snout and maxillary relatively long, usually contained 3.4-3.7 and
2.4-2.6 times in the head zenithicu8

3. Gill rakers usually 34-38; pectorals usually contained 2-2.5 times in the pectoral
ventral distance; mandible usually conspicuously pigmented; snout and maxillary
relatively short, especially in the southern half of the 1ake reighardi

bb. Lower jaw seldom shorter than the upper, usually longer.
c. Maxillary usually immaculate; mandible well developed; fish commonly attaining size

of more than 250 millimeters (about 10 inches).
4. Gill rakers usually 36-43; pectorals usually contained 1.\}-;2.2 times in the pectoral-

ventral distance; body shape in side view usually ellipticaL alpena!
cc. Maxillary seldom immaculate; mandible usually frail; fish seldom longer than 250

millimeters (about 10 inches).
5. Body shape in side view ovate; pectorals usually contained 1.4-1.7 times in the

pectoral-ventral distance; ventrals usually contained 1-1.3 times in the ventral
anal distance; gill rakers usually less than 41; lateral-line scales usually more than
77; fall spawners - - - - -_ - - _- _- - __ - - kiyi

6. Body shape in side view elliptical; pectorals usually contained 1.7-2 times in the
pectoral-ventral distance; ventrals usually contained 1.2-1.4 times in the ventral
anal distance; gill rakers usually more than 40; lateral-line scales usually less than
78; spring spawners hoyi

aaa. Gill rakers usually more than 44.
7. Body shape in side view broadly ovate; flesh fat and soft; pectorals usually contained

1.6-1.8 times in the pectoral-ventral distance; ventrals usually contained 1.3-1.5
times in the ventral-anal distance; maxillary usually contained less than 2.7 times
in the head; paired fins usually conspicuously pigmented nigripinnis

8. Body shape in side view elongately elliptical; flesh firm; pectorals usually contained
1.9-2.2 times in the pectoral-ventral distance; ventrals usually contained 1.6-1.8
times in the ventral-anal distance; maxillary usually contained more than 2.6
times in the head; paired fins nat conspicuously pigmented artedi

BB. Premaxillaries wider than long, retrorse in position; maxillary usually contained more than
3.1 but less than 3.8 times in the head; mandible usually contained 2.4-2.7 times in the
head; gill rakers 24-31; ventrals usually contained less than 2 times in the ventral-anal
distance Coregonus clupeajormis
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AA. A single flap between the openings of a nostril; exposed area of the scales of the lateral line
conspicuously smaller than that of those of adjacent rows; gill rakers 15-19, the length of
the longest not more than 5 per cent of the head; maxillary usually contained more than
3.8 times in the head; premaxillaries wider than lOIig, retrorse in position; lower jaw con
tained not less than 2.7 times in the head; no vestigial teeth; body subterete; ventrals usually
contained not less than 2 times in the ventral-anal distance Pro8opium quadrilaterale

LAKE HURON
A. Two flaps between the openings of a nostril; exposed area of the scales of the lateral line not

conspicuously smaller than that of those of the adjacent rows; gill rakers more than 23,
relatively long and slender; maxillary usually contained less than 3.8 times in the head;
vestigial teeth usually present on the premaxillaries, palatines, mandible, and tongue; body
usually laterally compressed.

B. Premaxillaries longer than wide, usually oblique in position, never retrorse; lower jaw con
tained not more than 2.3 times in the head; gill rakers relatively long and usually numerous;
maxillary seldom contained more than 3.1 times in the head Genus Leucichthys

a. Gill rakers usually less than 33.
1. Length of the pectoral fin usually 1.5-1.8 times in the pectoral-ventral distance;

pectoral rays usually 17 or 18; jaws usually equal; body shape in side view rather
ovate; fish spawning in August and September iohannm

aa. Gill rakers 31-45, seldom less than 33 or more than 43.
b. Body outline in side view ovate; pectorals usually contained 1.4-1.7 times in the pectoral

ventral distance; ventrals usually contained 1-1.2 times in the ventral-anal distance.
2. Mandible usually projecting and strongly hooked; maxillary pigmented; fish seldom

over 200 millimeters long (7:Vs inches); usually conspicuously bloated; lateral-line
scales usually 75-83; gill rakers usually 36-40 kiyi

bb. Body outline in side view elliptical; pectorals usually contained more than 1.7 times
in the pectoral-ventral distance; ventrals usually contained more than 1.2 times in
the ventral-anal distance.

c, Gill rakers usually 40-43; mandible frail and usually projecting; fish seldom over 200
millimeters long (7:Vs inches); snout short; the head in side view sharply triangular;
spring spawners.

3. Maxillary pigmented; fish usually conspicuously bloated hoyi
cc. Gill rakers usually 33-37; mandible well developed, either longer or shorter; snout

longer and rounded or truncated, so that the head in side view is not distinctly
triangular. Fish attaining adult size of 300 millimeters and more (l2~ inches);
spawning in fall; pectorals relatively short.

4. Mandible strong; usually projecting beyond the upper jaw; maxillary usually im
maculate; premaxillaries less vertical in position; fish spawning in late Novem-ber ~ alpenm

5. Mandible moderately developed and usually shorter than the upper jaw; maxillary
usually pigmented; premaxillaries nearly vertical; fish spawning in September-
October zenithicu8

aaa. Gill rakers usually more than 43.
bbb. Body shape in side view ovate; flesh soft and fat; fish seldom found at depths of less

than 35 fathoms.
6. Abdominal fins usually conspicuously black; Pv/P seldom more than 1.8; AviV

usually less than 1.5; HIM usually less than 2.7 nigripinnis
bbbb. Body shape in side view elliptical; flesh firmer and with little oil; fish seldom found as

deep as 35 fathoms.
7. Abdominal fins not conspicuously black; Pv/P usually more than 1.8; AviV usually

more than 1.5; LID usually more than 3.9; HIM usually more than 2.8 __ artedi artedi
8. Abdominal fins usually conspicuously black; Pv/P usually less than 1.8; AviV usually

less than 1.5; LID usually less than 3.9; HIM usually less than 2.8 __artedi manitoulinus
BB. Premaxillaries wider than long, retrorse in position; maxillary usually contained more than

3.1 times in the head length, but usually less than 3.8; lower jaw usually contained 2.4-2.7
times in the head; gill rakers 24-31; AviV usually less than 1.9 Coregonu8 clupeaformis
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AA. A single flap between the openings of a nostril; exposed area of the scales of the lateral line
conspicuously smaller than that of those of the adjacent rows; gill rakers 15-19, the length of
the longest not more than 5 per cent of the head; maxillary usually contained more than 3.8
times in the head; premaxillaries wider than long, retrorse in position; lower jaw contained
not less than 2.7 times in the head; no vestigial teeth; body subterete; AviV usually more
than 1.9 Prosopium quadrilaterale

LAKE ERIE

A. Premaxillaries longer than wide, oblique in position, never retrorse; lower jaw contained not
more than 2.3 times in the head; gill rakers long and never less than 40 Genus Leucichthys

1. LID usually more than 3.7; Pv/P usually more than 2; AviV usually more than 1.7;
lateral-line scales usually more than 79 artedi artedi

2. LID usually less than 3.7; Pv/P usually less than 2.1; AviV usually less than 1.8;
lateral-line scales usually less than 79 artedi albus

B. Premaxillaries wider than long, retrorse in position; maxillary usually contained more than
3.1 times in the head; lower jaw usually contained more than 2.3 times in the head; gill
rakers always less than 40 Coregonus clupeaformis

LAKE ONTARIO (L. NIGRIPINNIS PROGNATHUS EXCEPTED)

A. Two flaps between the openings of a nostril; exposed area of the scales of the lateral line not
conspicuously smaller than that of those of the adjacent rows; gill rakers more than 23, rela
tively long and slender; maxillary usually contained less than 3.8 times in the head; vestigial
teeth usually present on the premaxillaries, palatines, mandible, and tongue; body usually
laterally compressed. •

B. Premaxillaries longer than wide, usually oblique in position, never retrorse; mandible contained
not more than 2.3 times in the head; gill rakers relatively long and usually numerous; max-
illary seldom contained more than 3.1 times in the heacL GenusLeucichthys

a. Gill rakers usually less than 41.
1. Mandible included within the upper jaw; body little compressed laterally; pectorals

usually contained more than 2.1 'times in the pectoral-ventral distance; ventrals
usually contained more than 1.4 times in the ventral-anal distance; spring
spawners - _- -reighardi

aa. Gill rakers usually more than 40.
b. Body shape in side view usually ovate; fish spawning in summer.

2. Lateral-line scales usually more than 75; adipose usually contained less than 3.8 times
in the head; lower jaw usually longer than the upper; ventrals usually contained
less than 1.5 times in the ventral-anal distance kiyi orientalis

bb. Body shape in side view usually elliptical; fish spawning in late fall.
3. Gill rakers seldom more than 47; lateral-line scales seldom more than 76; ventrals

usually contained less than 1.6 times in the ventral-anal distance; maxillary usually
contained less than 2.8 times in the head; mandible usually longer than the upper
jaw hoyi

4. Gill rakers often more than 47; lateral-line scales often more than 76; ventrals usually
contained more than 1.5 times in the ventral-anal distance; maxillary usually con
tained more than 2.7 times in the head; mandible seldom longer than the upper-
jaw- __ -- -- -- ------ - - - - -- - __ - artedi:

B.B. Premaxillaries wider than long, retrorse in position; maxillary usually contained not less than
3.1 times in the head, but less than 3.8; lower jaw usually contained 2.4-2.7 times in the
head; gill rakers less than 32 and more than 20- Coregonus clupeaformis

AA. A single flap between the openings of a nostril; exposed area of the scales of the lateral line
conspicuously smaller than that of those of adjacent rows; gill rakers less than 20, the
length of the longest not more than 5 per cent of the head; maxillary usually contained more
than 3.8 times in the head; premaxillaries wider than long, retrorse in position; mandible
contained not less than 2.7 times in the head; no vestigial teeth; body subterete.

Prosopium quadrilaterale-
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DESCRIPTIONS OF THE COREGONID)£ IN THE GREAT LAKES

Genus LEUCICHTHYS Dybowski
Argyrosomus Agassiz, 1850, p. 339 (clupeiformis of DeKay, not of Mitchill-artedi). Not of de Is.

PyIaie.
Leucichthys Dybowski, 1874, p. 390; Dybowski, 1876, p. 18 (Coregonus omul Pallas).
Allosomus Jordan, 1878, p. 361 (Coregonus tullibee Richardson),
Thrissomimus Gin, in Jordan and Evermann, 1911 (Coregonus artedi LeSueur).
Cisco Jordan and Evermann, 1911 (Argyrosomus nigripinnis Gill).

Dybowski (1874) proposed the name Leucichthys for Ooregonus omul Pallas and
Ooregonus tugun Pallas, coregonids with "del' Mund vorderstandig odeI' halb ober
standig. Die Symphyse des Unterkiefers mit einer hockerartigen Anschwellung."
There is nothing in the descriptions of either omul or tugun to indicate that they
differ from our lake herrings, 'except that he says for tugun "Oberkiefer mit einer
Reihe schwacher Zahnchen besetzt." It is apparent at once that no fish held to be
a Ooregonus would likely have toothed maxillaries, and reference to the original
paper, which Dybowski (1874, p. 383) says was presented for publication to the
Siberian division of the Geographic Society in Irkutsk in the winter of 1871, but
which did not, in fact, appear in the publications of the society until February,
1876, suggests that Dybowski meant "Unterkiefer" instead of "Oberkiefer." The
Russian edition says of tugun "mandible provided with a row of faint teeth," Dy
bowski, in his original paper, rated'Leucichthys as a subgenus together with Oore
gonus sensu strictiore under the genus Coregonus. European ichthyologists generally
have not recognized Leucichthys as a genus or even as a subgenus.

Jordan and Evermann (1911) substituted the name Leucichthys for the genus
Argyrosomus established by Agassiz to include the lake herrings, but which (the
authors quote Gill here) was preoccupied, the name having been used in 1835 by de
la pylaie for the "maigre" (aquila) of the Mediterranean. Under Leucichthys
three subgenera-Allosomus, Thrissomimus, and Cisco-are recognized. The rep
resentatives of the subgenus Allosomus I regard as subspecies of certain species in
the Thrissomimus group. I find, further, no possibility of distinguishing struc
turally between the species of the latter group and those of Cisco and therefore do
not subdivide the genus Leucichthys.

The Great Lakes representatives of the genus Leucichthys are fish of medium
size, seldom larger than 1~ pounds in weight. The premaxillaries are longer than
wide and oblique or nearly vertical but never retrorse in position. There are two
flaps between the openings of each nostril. The exposed area of the scales of the
lateral line is not conspicuously smaller, than that of those of the adjacent rows.
The gill rakers are relatively long and numerous (johannm excepted). The maxillary
usually is contained less than 3 times in the head. The mandible is contained not
more than 2.3 times in the head. Vestigial teeth usually are present on the pre
maxillaries, palatines, mandible, and tongue. The prefrontal bone is elongated and
extends almost completely over the orbit. The carina of the frontals extends to
the frontal-parietal suture.

The species described in the following pages fall into three ecological groups
whose relations are considered in another place. These groups are, in the order in
which they are considered in the text, (1) the chubs johannm, alpenm, zenithicus,
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reighardi, and nigripinnis, and in some lakes the bloaters (hoyi) and the kiyi (kiyi) ,
all of which occur in deep water; (2) the lake herring artedi and possibly nipigon,
shallow-water forms feeding chiefly above the bottom; and (3) the whitefishes
clupeajormis and quadrilaterale, shallow-water forms feeding chiefly on the bottom.
The natural history of most of these forms is treated in connection with descriptions
that follow. The chubs and bloaters, however, are a commercial group, the mem
bers of which are handled by the fishermen as a unit, as all are taken in gill nets
set in deep water. It is convenient, therefore, to analyze here the data concerning
them, obtained chiefly from fishermen's records, and to see what conclusions they
warrant. Whl!<.t follows in this section has reference chiefly to chubs but contains
incidental references to commercially valueless bloaters that are taken with them.
The reading of this section may be undertaken more profitably, perhaps, after
page 476.

The term" chubs" is said first to have been applied to deep-water Leucichthys
by the Chicago markets. The fishermen also call them" longjaws," "bluefins"
(abbreviated to "jaws" and "fins"), "tullibees," "mooneyes," and "ciscoes." All
of these names are used locally in varying senses and are not applied to the same
fish by fishermen in different parts of the lakes; but wherever any of the above
colloquial names is current anyone of them may be used to designate a catch con
taining all the species. All are fat, herringlike fish, which inhabit the deeper waters.

In the Federal statistics all species of Leucichthys have been grouped together
as "ciscoes," and the total of "ciscoes" has been from one-third to one-fourth of
the entire output of the Great Lakes. The chubs have made up a variable but
considerable part of this total.

Chubs occur in all the lakes except Erie. In Lake Nipigon, though certain
species apparently are abundant, they have not yet become marketable. In Lake
Ontario ther(' are now only three species that probably arej'abundant enough
to be taken in commercial quantities, but few examples of these species ever
attain sufficient size to be captured by the 3-inch gill net (which is the
minimum mesh allowed), so that these fish here have no economic significance. In
Lake Superior the bluefin (nigripinnis) was commercially very important for a
few years at the beginning of the century, but now it is commercially extinct. Of
the other species, zenithicus is the only large chub that is common enough to be
caught in commercial quantities. It has had little favor with the markets be
cause of its thin body and only a few have ever been caught. The chub-fishing
industry for years has been important on Lake Michigan, where it is supported
by no less than seven species-johannre, alpenre, zenithicus, reighardi, nigripinnis,
kiyi, and hoyi. It is important on Lake Huron, also, where it is sustained by four
species only. Reighardi is not known to occur in the lake., and kiyi and hoyi do not
grow large enough regularly to gill in chub nets.

Chub fishing started on Lake Ontario as early as 1860. The fish taken at
this time were called ciscoes and bloaters instead of chubs. This fishery was carried
on chiefly off the western and southern shores of the lake and did not attain sufficient
proportions to affect more than the local fish trade. By 1900 the fishery was ex
hausted, and one of the species that sustained it apparently was exterminated. On
Lake Michigan, so far as can be learned, chubs were being taken as early as 1869.
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The first fish of this kind were caught for the salt-fish trade, and' not until there
was a demand for smoked fish did chub fishing flourish. Toward the end of the
last century the chub supply of Lake Michigan could no longer easily supply the
demand and the bluefins were marketed from Lake Superior. For about 10 years, or
up to about 1907, these fish were caught and then suddenly became commercially
extinct. About 1902 the use of small-meshed nets was begun on Lake Huron, and
since about 1910 chubs have been sold at some time out of every port that could
produce them. Lakes Michigan and Huron remain, then, the source of the chub
supply. What follows pertains particularly to these two lakes.

Chubs are not sold fresh in the markets at any of the ports where taken. How
ever, if properly cooked, the fresh flesh is not inferior to that of the whitefish, accord
ing to many. The bulk of the catches has been forwarded to Chicago or other
midwestern cities for smoking. Thus prepared, the flesh is very palatable.

In late years the chub supply exceeded the demand largely because of the sub
stitution of species of Lake Winnipeg Leucichthys and the Lake Erie herring.. The
former are inferior in quality and were used only in winter, when the Great Lakes
supply was largely shut off. Since the wide use of 2~-inch netting for chubs on
Lake Michigan and the consequent capture of small fish, the Erie herring, or cisco,
competed strongly with the chubs, even to the extent of displacing them in the
Chicago markets.

With the failure in 1925 of the Erie cisco, of which some 15,000,000 to 40,
000,000 pounds had been marketed annually, the New York markets lost their supply
of fish for smoking and Chicago buyers faced the competition of New York buyers in
the chub market. Contracts for chubs were let at fancy prices, and where two
years before the fishermen had to fish chubs at the pleasure of the buyers, in 1926
the tables were turned completely and chubs became the principal product of the
lakes that could supply them. Where formerly only occasional fishermen had chub
gangs, in 1926 everyone who could acquire the netting began the pursuit of the
severely depleted schools.

Gill nets, which in Wisconsin,3 Illinois, and Indiana are of 2~-inch, in Michigan
of 2%;'-inch, and in Canada of 3-inch stretched mesh, are used to catch the fish.
The nets commonly employed are about 5 feet deep when in use and are set on the
bottom at depths of 10 to 100 fathoms. In Lake Huron the nets are set, by prefer
ence, in water of 60 to 75 fathoms, where water of such depth is accessible. At
the northern and southern ends of the lake 50 fathoms is the maximum depth easily
reached by the fishermen. While there is deeper water in the two lakes and the
fishermen have taken chubs in it, they prefer to keep their nets out of it. Unless
the lines of the nets are new, there is danger that they will part from the strain
that is imposed on them ia lifting them from more than 75 fathoms of water.

"Mud" bottom is preferred by all chub fishermen. This bottom (judging from
the samples brought up in the slits of the leads and from the descriptions of the
fishermen) has the physical properties of clay and may be gray, blue-gray, yellow,
or red in color. It is designated as clay on the United States Lake Survey charts,
though in some areas, especially in Georgian Bay and in Lake Huron off Tobermory
and Southampton, the chub nets are set in areas designated on the chart as mud.

a The new Wisconsin law reads that after July 1, 1926, the mesh may not he less than 2% inches.
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The bottom here is mucky in character and black, according to the fishermen. The
most favorable bottom is soft; so soft that the sounding lead (a window weight of
3 to 4 pounds is commonly used) sinks for several inches into it. The leads of the
nets likewise may sink into' the mud and often drag the lower portions of the net with
them. The extent to which the nets have been buried in the bottom is indicated
sometimes by the adherence of bottom material to its threads. The boats may run
as far as 50 miles from their harbor in search of suitable bottom and water of appl:O
priate depth. The nets are lifted every third to fifth day.

The fishermen believe that the chubs swim in schools. This belief is based on
the occurrence of the fish in numbers in some parts of the nets while they may be ab
sent or less abundant in other parts. The coregonids of Europe (Fatio, 1890;
Smitt, 1895) are known to be gregarious, as are also the other coregonids of the Great
Lakes, and it is not improbable that the opinions of the fishermen are correct in this
particular.

These schools are believed to be very sensitive to currents. The chub catchers
welcome unsettled weather, when the existence of strong currents is supposed to
drive the fish into the deepest water from the shallow water, or, if the fish are swim
ming high, from the upper layers to the bottom. We know that there are undCl'
currents in every lake subjected to wind action, which are the return flow of waters
lLccumulated by the wind, and it is entirely consistent to believe that the more violent
the wind the more violent will be these currents. The fishermen certainly find that
during heavy storms all manner of debris and even logs are carried into their nets by
the currents in the shallower waters, and they likewise believe that these violent
winds increase the catches of the chub nets. If it can be determined to what depths
these wind-produced currents penetrate, then, if the fishermen are correct in their
assumption that the chubs avoid them, the lower limits of the stratum to which the
chubs rise when they are not on the bottom will be defined.

Harrington (1895) showed the direction of the prevailing surface currents of the
Great Lakes. There is no other literature on currents in the Great Lakes, so far as
I am aware. The fishermen, in their experience, have obtained some data on the
depths to which currents are active. For example, it is a matter of common knowl
edge among gill netters of the upper lakes that during storms their nets off open
shores are not safe from destruction by current-carried debris in less than about 20
fathoms. In certain localities, as in channels and around islands, currents commonly
are evident at greater depths. The depths to which these wind-produced currents
are felt depend probably on the season of the year. When the difference in tem
perature between surface and bottom waters is least (as in spring and fall) the
resistance of the water to mixing is slight, and at such times it is conceivable that in
a lake as large as one of the Great Lakes the winds might affect the waters even to
a depth of 60 fathoms. On the other hand, in the summer it is improbable that, at
least in the upper lakes, such currents are conspicuous in their effect in water much
d{loper than 20 fathoms. In Lake Ontario it is certain that in summer the currents
off open shores may be strong enough to damage nets in water as deep as 30 fathoms.
A vertical series of temperature readings made in the lakes in summer would show,
by the location of the thermocline, to what depths currents were active.
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Drummond (1890) published a series of temperatures taken in Georgian Bay
on July 27, 1888, which indicates that the thermocline for the bay was around 10
fathoms. A few temperature readings that I took in Lake Huron in September of the
years 1917 and 1919 (see Table 12) indicate that the thermocline was somewhere
between 15 and 35 fathoms, but probably a great deal higher than 35 fathoms, as
Drummond's records indicate for Georgian Bay. Figures given in the same table
sb,ow that the thermocline in Lake Nipigon in late July, 1922, was around 12 fathoms
and in Lake Michigan in August, 1920, above 24 fathoms. Records for Lake
Superior (in Table 13) indicate that on August 5 and 10, 1922, it was around 5
fathoms, except in Black Bay, where, on July 20, there was no evidence of a thermo
cline at 8 fathoms. Figures given by Coleman (1922) show that in Lake Ontario,
on October 3, 1922, the thermocline was around 20 fathoms.

In Lake Nipigon, on July 28, 1922, there was no evidence of warming at 56
fathoms. The studies of Clemens, however, show that winds may lower the ther
mocline considerably and the bottom waters may be warmed slightly even to greater
depths. In Lake Michigan the deepest temperatures recorded in August and October,
1920, at 40 and 49 fathoms, respectively, showed a fraction of a degree above the
temperature of maximum density; and in August, 1894, Ward (1896) found about
the same temperature there down to 72 fathoms. In Lake Huron the temperature of
maximum density was reached" on September 12, 1917, at 65 fathoms and on Septem
ber 18, 1919, at 60 fathoms. In Lake Superior, the temperature of 4° was obtained
on August 24, 1921, at 54 fathoms and on June 14, 1922, at 25 fathoms. Coleman's
(1922) figures for Lake Ontario show no warming at 50 fathoms on October 3, 1922.
It may be noted that bottom temperatures of 4° in depths of more than 50 fathoms
also have been recorded in summer from Cayuga and Seneca Lakes in New Yode

These data indicate that during the warmest part of the year there is little
mixing of water by wind action in any of the lakes below 20 fathoms, and at depths of
40 fathoms currents had not brought about the admixture of warmer surface water
and bottom water in volume sufficient to raise the bottom temperature more than a
fraction of a degree above 4° C., the lowest temperature that could occur on the
bottom in summer. Of course, temperature penetration depends largely on the
amount of wind action, and the more continued and violent the winds in summer,
the deeper would be their effects.

It appears from the foregoing that in summer the wind-produced currents are
relatively ineffective in more than 40 fathoms. In the spring and fall, when the
water is colder, currents are possible, of course, to greater depths. With no more
data on currents or temperatures than are at present available it does not seem profit
able to speculate further on the probable effect of these factors on the movements of
the chubs, especially as it is not known how sensitive they are to differences in the
rate of water movement in their environment.

The chub fishermen know relatively little about the spawning season of any of
the species. In several localities on La.,ke Michigan and Lake Huron alpenre and
zenithicU8 become the objects of special fisheries during their spawning season, and
out of a few ports on Lake Michigan the spawning hoyi are sought for; but only
occasional persons here and there know anything about spawning runs of other
species of chubs. In fact, many of the fishermen believe that the chubs spawn all
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the year round. This belief is based on the observation that eggs are found free in
the body cavity of an occasional specimen during the greater part of the fishing season.
Of course, in Lake Michigan, where some species may be spawning during every month
except June and July, such observations may well pertain to individuals spawning
normally; but in Lake Huron, where the spawning season of the four species falls
between August and January, some other explanation must be sought. It does not
follow that such specimens are spawning. In most bony fishes the eggs are formed
within a membranous ovisac and are carried from this to the genital opening by means
of an oviduct continuous with the ovisac. There are no openings connecting ovisac
or oviduct with the body cavity, and therefore the eggs can not get into the body
cavity on their way to the genital opening.

In Coregonidre the oviduct is short and not continuous with the ovisac, so that
the eggs, after leaving the ovary, can get into the body cavity. It has been supposed
that the normal course of the eggs after leaving the ovaries was to fall into the body
cavity and thence to find their way out through the short oviduct. Kendall (1921)
has shown that the eggs probably pass along a trough formed by the mesovarium,
and that normally they do not escape into the body cavity. Should any eggs get
into the body cavity and remain there after the fish have left the spawning grounds
they would be noticed easily when the fish are dressed. Certain fishermen have told
me that they sometimes find eggs in the body cavity of the lake trout in summer.
Such eggs, they state, are much enlarged at this time. The retention of eggs in the
body cavity has been recorded at least once in literature. B. G. Smith (1916) states
that in many specimens of Cryptobranchus a few eggs are still to be found in the body
cavity after spawning. It is probable, therefore, that what the fishermen observe
outside of the spawning season are eggs that have been thus retained in the body
cavity, and there is then no evidence that the chubs deposit their eggs at irregular
intervals throughout the year.

It has already been stated that four species of chubs are found in Lake Huron
and seven in Lake Michigan. Virtually every haul from the chub nets contains at
least a few representatives of each species, together with the smaller chubs and
bloaters that may be caught in nets with meshes of any size, even though they could
pass through a mesh 10 abreast. Large chubs, also, not rarely become entangled in
nets of mesh too coarse to gill them. Little is known concerning the proportion in
which the various species occur at the various locations in the lakes at different sea
sons. What observations I have made will be recorded under each species concerned.
The fishermen themselves make no distinction between the species, and consequently
their records show nothing but the weight of the lift and sometimes the location of
the gang lifted. Some of these recor.ds show marked fluctuations in the abundance
of the chubs from month to month. In certain instances, with the aid of the results
of the examinations of the chub lifts, these fluctuations can be ascribed definitely
to the changes in the behavior of certain of the species of chubs. In Tables 14 and
15 are given statistics prepared from these records for 5 tugs from 5 ports on Lake
Huron and for 3 tugs from 3 ports on Lake Michigan, each of which operated large
chub gangs. For each tug the total and average weights of the catches are given for
each month as long as fishing operations were continued during the year. Such con-
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elusions bearing on the behavior of the fish as appear warranted from the data at
hand are added.

Off Cheboygan (35 to 50 fathoms) chubs are not present on the grounds until
May. The lifts increase slightly in weight in June and then fall off until September.
From the middle of September until the middle of October the biggest lifts are made.
After the latter date the lifts dwindle to almost nothing (see p. 399), and the nets are
pulled out. Trout and whitefish are then running toward shore, and the 2%-inch
nets are laid up until the following May. The increased lifts for September and Octo
ber point to a spawning run. Examination of the lifts taken during the September
October period shows that only zenithicus is being caught and that all the fish are
spawning. It appears from the foregoing that the chub schools leave the shallow
area at the north end of the lake in the fall and that they do not return until the
following summer. Furthermore, only one species, zenithicus, is left on the grounds
after the middle of September, and this species seeks these grounds to spawn. Fur
ther details of the spawning habits of this species will be found in another place.

Records of the Alpena, Southampton, and Duck Islands tugs present a different
aspect. The tugs from these three ports fish in the vast central basin of the lake,
which lies within the 60-fathom contour line. (See fig. 5.) The conditions in this
area, as shown on the hydrographic map, are fairly uniform as to bottom and depth,
and it is not surprising, therefore, that the records are similar for the three ports.
The most striking feature of these records is the decline in the average weight of the
lifts in September. The Duck Islands boat usually pulls in her nets before September,
and the Southampton tugs neglect their nets in September for the trout. Both ports
fish only large-meshed nets thereafter. This sharp decline is due apparently to the
departure of most of the fish from the grounds. Examinations of the lifts made
during September off Alpena showed that johannce was the predominant element in
the catches but that virtually all these chubs were individuals that, judging from the
development of the sex glands, would not spawn until another season. Only an
occasional ripe female was found. The inference follows that the schools of mature
fish had moved to their spawning grounds, leaving the immature fish behind. Addi
tional data to support this inference are given under the discussion of the breeding
habits of the species in question. The Alpena lifts increase again in November, and
this increase may be due to their return to the grounds. The fluctuations from month
to month before September follow no constant course and can not be explained at
present.

Unlike the other records, those for Harbor Beach show no marked increase or
decrease in the average size of the lifts for the season. A general deeline is apparent,
however, from August until the nets are pulled out at the end of October. No
explanation for this decrease suggests itself.

It is probable, from the foregoing, that the chub schools in the northern, southern,
and central sections of the lake are differently constituted and that the successful
catches of the boats fishing in theSe areas do not always depend on the same species.
Many more observations must be on the proportions in which the four species are
found in the lifts at different times and places before more can be read from the records
of the commercial boats.
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On Lake Michigan there are many more ports that fish chubs than on Lake
Huron, but I have been able to obtain records from only three boats. Two of these
fish in the northern basin, and several examinations of their catches indicate that
they depend on the same species of chubs, the longjaw predominating. At Charlevoix
the records show an even average through the season until November, when the lifts
fall off. The Northport records indicate that the summer fishing is light (the gangs
were pulled in in July and August), but the November and December lifts are rela
tively heavy. The records may be explained by assuming that the Charlevoix boat
did not find the longjaw in the spawning season in November, while the Northport
boat did.

The other records are for the southern basin, where several species of chubs are
known to occur abundantly at times. The interesting features are the heavy lifts in
August, October, and November. It is not known what occasioned the increased
lifts in August, but in the fall the longjaw and the short-jawed chub (especially the
latter) are known to spawn on these grounds. In February and early March the
bloaters spawn here, too, but there are no figures of production for these periods.

The various records may not be set against one another to compare the relative
abundance of chubs at each port. First, the nets employed by the Ontario boats are
3-inch, by the Indiana boats 231-illCh, and by the rest 2%:-inch. The statistics are
not of the same years; they do not show the length of the nets operated nor the
period of time each net was in the water before lifting; nor is any allowance made
for the superior ability of the pilots of certain vessels in operating their nets. Each
fisherman has his own ideas as to how many leads there should be on a given piece of
net, how it should be seamed on the lines, at what speed the boat should run to set,
in what direction the gang should run, etc. The data presented are sufficient,
however, to give an idea of the value of these fish from the commercial point of view.

Conservation legislators nowhere have recognized the chubs, except to regulate
the size of the mesh used to catch them. In spite of unrestricted fishing, the chubs
still hold forth, but in much diminished numbers, so far as can be learned from
the fishermen's statements. Unfortunately, no statistics are available for comparing
catches of different periods of years. Unless accurate records were available for a
considerable number of years on the same grounds, and unless these showed the
weight of the catches, the length of the nets employed, and the location of the fishing
grounds, no judgment could be formed as to the past and present abundance. 'While
records that answer most of these requirements arc available for the last four or
five years, they show nothing conclusive. Every fisherman recognizes the fact that
orie season may bring very poor fishing for various reasons, while the next may bring
lllore fish than have been known for several preceding years. Hence, average catches
for different periods of years long enough to eliminate annual fluctuations, and ex
pressed in terms of 'net length, must be compared in order to determine whether
catches have in!lreased or diminished over a particular area.

No statistics of production are necessary to show that chubs are much less
abundant now than formerly. A few facts of the history of the industry will show
to what extent they have been depleted. The first chub fishermen used nets of
3 to 4 inch mesh. Little by little the meshes employed grew smaller as the fish grew
less abundant, until many of the chub fishermen are now using about the smallest
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mesh that will take a marketable fish. In 1920 chubs were so scarce in Lake Michigan
that many boats had to quit fishing for them, even with a minimum mesh. In Lake
Huron the schools are less depleted because the drain on their numbers has been less
severe, but here the same sort of situation obtains. The Canadian fishermen, with
their minimum 3-inch mesh, have had to give up fishing on grounds where the American
fishermen competed with their 2%;-inch nets; and even where 3-inch nets were used
exclusively, as in Georgian Bay and at Southampton, the production has dwindled.
Chub fishing was begun from Southampton about 1910, 10 to 12 miles WNW. of
the city. After three years the catches began to fall off on these grounds until a
point was reached at which the nets were operated on a narrow margin of profit.
Efforts of the tugs to find new grounds have proved unsuccessful so far. Inside
Georgian Bay and at Tobermory matters appear to be still worse. Here the industry
began about 1912, and at no time have more than four or five small gasoline boats
per year been engaged in chub fishing. At every port on the bay fishermen say that
four nets now will not catch what one caught formerly. They say that the nets
on the old chub grounds now are filled with the lawyer (Lota maculosa). Whether
the lawyer preys on the chub and is responsible for the disappearance of the latter
is a question. While the decrease in the abundance of the fish has not been marked
on the American shore, nevertheless the consensus of opinion among American
fishermen indicates that the fish are becoming less abundant. Since about 1917,
it has been necessary for every tug to increase the length of its gangs to maintain the
weight of its catches at the average level of preceding years.

Drastic protective measures must be enacted if the chubs are not to be exter
minated completely. One of their number, the blackfin, already is extinct in three
of the four lakes where it was commercially important, and their close relative, the
Erie herring, which existed for years in almost fabulous abundance, is virtually gone.
It seems quite impossible that the already seriously reduced schools should longwith
stand the drains of the· present fisheries, the most intensive in the history of the
lakes.

LEUCICHTHYS JOHANNIE Wagner

THE CHUB (FIG. 14)

Argyrosomus johannre Wagner, 1910, pp. 957-958, Lake Michigan; not of Jordan and Evermann,
1911.

Argyrosomus hoyi Evermann and Smith, 1896, pp. 310-312, in part, Lake Michigan.

Leucichthys johannm, the chub, has been described from. Lake Michigan and is
known to occur in Michigan and Huron only of the Great Lakes series. In both
lakes the species is represented by pale fish, which seldom attain more than moderate
size for the genus, and which have few gill rakers on the first branchial arch, a more
or less ovate body shape, as seen from the side, and a rather long snout and paired
fins. The species prefers the deeper waters and spawns in late summer. The Huron
race appears to differ from the typical form in having somewhat fe\1ler scales in the
lateral line and fewer scale rows, more pectoral rays, a somewhat longer head, snout,
and paired fins, and to be somewhat more pigmented.

Type

The type is a male specimen (catalogue No. 87353, U. S. National Museum) 265
millimeters in length, taken "some 18 miles off Racine, Wis., in Lake Michigan, in
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about 25 fathoms on July 3, 1906." Counts of certain multiple parts and prop01'

tionallengths for this specimen are shown in Table 17 and are repeated in the text
description that follows.

Leucichthys johannee of Lake Michigan

The chub is moderate in size, seldom longer than 3 decimeters (12 inches), with
a maximum weight of about 1~ pounds. The fish is roughly fusiform in shape,
moderately compressed, and elongate. The greatest depth is just in front of the
dorsal and usually comprises 22 to 27 per cent of the total length. The width is
about 48 to 53 per cent of the depth. The anterior dorsal profile rises rapidly and
in nearly a straight line for about two-thirds the distance from the tip of the pre
maxillaries to the dorsal and continues to the dorsal in a curve with only a slight
upward trend. From the insertion of the dorsal the contour slopes into the caudal
peduncle in a more or less straight line. The ventral profile from the tip of the
snout to the caudal peduncle is rather uniformly curved. The head is relatively
long and of little depth, rather acutely triangular in side view. Its length is con
tained 4.2 [(3.8) 4-4.2 (4.4)]4 times in the total length. The snout likewise is elon
gate, narrow, and acute in side view, and is contained 3.4 [(3.2) 3.3-3.6 (4)] 6 times
in the head length. The premaxillaries usually are .little or not at all pigmented
and are oblique in position, meeting the horizontal axis of the head at an angle of
500 to 600

• The maxillary seldom is pigmented and never extends to the center of
the eye. The lower jaw is moderately developed and usually equal to the upper,
though often longer or shorter. The eye is moderate in size and is contained 4.5
[(4) 4.4-4.6 (4.9)] times in the length of the head. The gill rakers on the first bran
chial arch number 10+19 [(9) 10-12 (14)+(16) 17-20 (22)]=(26) 27-32 (36).6
Scales in the lateral line number 82 [(74) 80-90 (95)]. Rows of scales around the
body in front of the dorsal and ventrals number 41 [(38) 41-44 (46)], 7 in front of
the adipose and anus 33 [(31) 33-37 (38)),7 and around the caudal peduncle at its
commencement 26 [(22) 24-26 (27)]7.

The dorsal rays are 10 [9-10 (11)];8 anal rays 12 [(10) 11-13 (16)];8 pectoral
rays 17 [(14) 16-17 (20)]; ventral rays 11 [11-12].9 The length of the pectoral fin
is contained 2 [(1.5) 1.6-1.8 (2.1)] times in the distance from the pectorals to the
ventrals.· The dorsal margin of the distal third of the pectoral usually is a,trongly
decurved. The length of the ventrals is contained 1.5 [(1.1) 1.2-1.5 (1.6)] times in
the distance from their origin to the origin of the anal.

The color in life is silvery, with a more or less faint pinkish to purplish iridescence,
which is strongest above the lateral line and absent on the belly. Close examina
tion reveals a pale slaty bluish to pea green on the back below the silvery layer.
This color is most pronounced in front of the dorsal. It changes to blue-green halfway
to the lateral line, and that color continues to the white belly. The slaty tone is

28
• ';Phe ligures in brackets, unless otherwise stated, are based on ali examination of 74 specimens, ranging in length from 212 to

BmlJJlmeters.
I Forty-seven specimens.
o One-hundred and twenty-two specimens.
, Thirty specimens.
• Forty-seven specimens.
• Ten specimens.
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due in part to the presence of heavy pigment deposits bordering the exposed sur
faces of the scales on the dorsal area. The top of the head is cartilaginous white,
usually obscured with abundant, fine pigment dots, with four small patches of green
lying in the frontal bones on each side of the carina. Three of these patches are
situated posterior to the center of the eye and are nearly contiguous, extending back
ward to the occiput. The first is the largest and is rounded triangular in shape.
The other patch is situated on the side of the carina and is club-shaped. Its narrow
end extends backward and inward to meet its companion of the other half of the
head. There is also a small bit of green in the heavily pigmented cartilage on the
side of the head in front of the eye. The cheeks are silvery, without color, excepting
a small patch of green on the dorsal angle of the operculum. The maxillaries, usu
ally the premaxillaries, preopercula, and mandible are whitish and usually unpig
mented, though all but the maxillaries (not including the jugals) and the preopercula
often show a few pigment dots.

The fins are whitish, translucent, all but the ventrals more or less pigmented.
The cranial margin and a wide distal band of the dorsal, the lateral borders, the distal
third of the longest and half of the shortest rays of the caudal are smoky to black in
hue. The dorsal margin and inner surface of the pectoral often are sprinkled spar
ingly with black. Often pigment dots are present on the membranes that connect
the anal rays.

All color fades after death, and after preservation the silvery tone usually dis
appears, leaving characters of pigmentation more conspicuous. The pigment, which
in life is evident on the entire dorsal surface, is revealed in diminished abundance on
the sides above the lateral line. Below the lateral line and on the cheeks pigment is
scattered.

Most, if not all, of the males acquire pearl organs in the breeding season. All
the males taken off Rock Island, Wis., on August 19, 1920 (record 1), and most of
those taken later in that year out of other ports showed pearls. Pearls are present
on all the scales, except often on those of the dorsal and ventral surfaces caudad of
the dorsal and ventral fins, and also on the four surfaces of the head, including the
mandible and maxillary. There are indications on some specimens that faint pearls
are developed on at least some of the fins, especially on the abdominal ones. The
pearls on the head are smallest, are irregular in shape and size, and are irregularly
distri buted. With the ex·ception of the dorsal and ventral areas and the scales of the
lateral line (where the pearls may be irregular in shape and distribution, unequal in
size, and sometimes two or more in number), there is only one pearl on each scale.
The lateral-line scales have two pearls each, one on each side of the pore, the two often
fusing over it. The pearls on the belly anterior to the ventrals are borne on a
somewhat thickened epidel1llis. On the sides, pearls are well developed on the first
three or four rows above the lateral line and on the first five or six below. In shape
these pearls are rounded to oval, usually longer than wide, flattened, situated at or near
the tip, and extending from one-half to two-thirds the length of the exposed portion of
the scale. They are largest on the anterior two-thirds of the two rows on each side
of the lateral line, where they occupy one-fourth to one-third of the exposed surface,
and diminish more or less gradually in size dorsad, ventrad, and caudad.



GREAT LAKES COREGONIDS

VARIATIONS

351

Racial variations.-Specimens collected from no area in the lake show distinctive
characteristics, and there are not enough specimens in my collection to show whether
there are races distinguished by average differences in systematic characters.

Size variations.-Only two specimens smaller than 200 millimeters have been seen.
These measured 181 and 190 millimeters. There was one of each sex, and both were
sexually mature.

COMPARISONS 10

Johannce resembles most closely alpence. It is distinguished from this species
principally in having a less elliptical body outline as seen from the side, a more
elongated and pointed head, fewer gill rakers on the first branchial arch, longer
paired fins, and more lateral-line scales. It has also, on the avemge, a larger head,
a shorter mandible, a,nd spawns about three months earlier, so that at certain seasons,
at least, the state of ripeness of the sex products will serve as a distinguishing char
acter to separate the two species. The comparative figures for some of the above
mentioned characters follow:

Gill rakers:
johann:e, (26) 27-32 (36).
alpen:e, (33) 36-4.3 (46), with 86 per cent more than 36.

Lateral-line scales:
johann:e, (74) 80-90 (95), with 35 per cent more than 85.
alpen:e, (71) 78-85 (96), with 10 per cent more than 85.

Pv/P:
johann:e~ (1.5) 1.6-1.8 (2.1), with 16 per cent more than 1.8.
alpen:e, t1.6) 1.9-2.2 (2.5), with 89 per cent more than 1.8.

AviV:
johann:e, (1.1) 1.2-1.5 (1.6), with 6 per cent more than 1.5.
alpen:e, (1.2) 1.4-1.7 (1.9), with 54 per cent more than 1.5.

J ohannce is distinguished from zenithicus principally in the number of gill rakers
on the first branchial arch, in the pigmentation of the premaxillaries and maxillary,
in the length of the paired fins and mandible, and in body shape. J ohannce always
has less than 37 gill mkers on the first branchial arch; zenithicus has more than 34.
The premaxillaries and maxillary, particularly the maxillary, usually are immaculate
in johannro and pigmented in zenithiC'Us. The value for PvjP for johannro is (1.5)
1.6-1.8 (2.1), with 16 per cent more than 1.8; for zenithicus (1.7) 2-2.2 (2.6), with 89
per cent more than 1.8. The mandible also is shorter than the upper jaw, and the
slope of the body contours, as seen from the side, is more gradual in zenithicus. The
state of development of the ova in the ovaries, also often will serve to separate
females, inasmuch as johannce spawns in August and September and zenithicus in
November.

Johannce is distinguished from reighard-i principally by the body shape, which in
reighardi is much more terete; by the fewer gill rakers on the first bmnchial arch,
longer paired fins, and longer mandible, snout, and maxillary. Johannce also has,
on the average, more lateral-line scales, a proportionally larger head and smaller

10 Figures given in this section for proportions are based on specimens 200 mlllimeters or Illore in length, except for artcdi, whereo
the limit is 225 millimeters. Counts are given for specimens of all sizes.
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eye, and is much less pigmented throughout. The mandible, maxillary, and pre
maxillaries, especially, usually are immaculate or nearly so in johannm and con
spicuously pigmented in the other. As johannm spawns in August or September
and reighardi in Mayor June, the state of ripeness of the sex glands may be helpful
often in separating the species. A comparison of certain characters of the two
species follows:

Gill rakers on the first branchial arch:
johannre {26) 27-32 (36), with 7 per cent more than 33.
reighardi, (30) 34-38 (43), with 90 per cent more than 33.

Pv/P:
johannre, (1.5) 1.6-1.8 (2.1), with 8 per cent more than 1.9.
reighardi, (1.7) 2-2.5 (2.8), with 96 per cent more than 1.9.

AviV:
johannre, {1.1) 1.2-1.5 (1.6), with 7 per cent more than 1.5.
reighardi, (1.2) 1.4-1.7 (1.9), with 42 per cent more than 1.5.

The chub is separable at once from the blackfin by its less numerous gill
rakers on the first branchial arch, which in the former are not more than 36 and in
the latter not less than 41, and by the absence or sparseness of pigmentation on the
premaxillaries, maxillary, mandible, and the ventral fins, which in nigripinnis are
usually densely pigmented. The chub has a longer snout, also, a narrower and more
attenuated head, a smaller eye, and a much paler body and fins. Females often
may be distinguished by the state of development of the ovaries. The chub spawns
in late August and early September and the blackfin in late December and early
January.

Only small johannm are comparable with 7ciyi, as 7ciyi attains less siz~ than most
of the species of the genus. Specimens of the two species may be separated by the
number of gill rakers on the first branchial arch, which injohannce are never more than
36 and in 7ciyi are not known to be less than 34; and by the paler mandible, pre
maxillaries, and maxillary, which in johannm are immaculate, or, in the case of the
first two, but sparingly pigmented and in 7ciyi abundantly pigmented; and by the
character of the body, which in 7ciyi is conspicuously thin and frail. Johannm also
has a smaller eye and somewhat shorter paired fins. Females usually can be dis
tinguished by the state of development of the ova, as johannm spawns in August and
September and kiyi probably in October.

Hoyi also does not regularly grow as large as johannm, and the two species lire
at once distinguishable by the number of gill rakers on the first branchial arch, which
in johannm are not more than 36 and rarely more than 33, and in hoyi not less than
37; by the body shape, which in johannm is rather ovate in side view and in hoyi
elliptical; by the pigmentation rarely present on the premaxillaries, mandible, and
maxillary of johannm and always present on those parts in the other; by the more
numerous lateral-line scales, which in johannce number (74) 80-90 (95), with 95 per
cent more than 77, and in hoyi (60) 67-77 (84), with 7 per cent more than 77. The
snout in johannm is much longer, so that the head, viewed from the side, is more
attenuated. Johannm spawns in August and September and hoyi in March, so that
the state of development of the sex organs often is a criterion to separate the two
species. In hoyi the mandible is frailer and more hooked.
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J ohannce is at once separable from artedi by the fewer gill rakers on the first
branchial arch, which are not known to be more than 36 in the former and not less than
41 in the latter; by the body shape, which in johannm is less elliptical, as seen from
the side; and by the longer paired fins. The comparative values for Pv/P and AvIV
follow:

Pv/P:
johann<e, (1.5) 1.6-1.8 (2.1), with 16 per cent more than 1.8.
artedi, (1.6) 1.9-2.2 (2.6), with 94 per cent more than'1.8.

AviV:
johann;;e, (1.1) 1.2-1.5 (1.6), with 6 per cent more than 1.5.
artedi, (1.4) 1.6-1.8 (2.3), with 89 per cent more than 1.5.

Johannce has usually no pigment on the maxillary, premaxillaries, and mandible,
while in artedi these parts are pigmented; the general color of the latter, including
the fins, is much darker. Johannce has a relatively longer snout and maxillary, a
'Smaller eye, larger head, more body depth, and more pectoral rays. Johannce spawns
in August to September and artedi in November, so that often at least the females
<can be separated by the state of development of the sex organs.

GEOGRAPHICAL DISTRIBUTION

Data on the occurrence of the chub in Lake Michigan are assembled in Table
16 and are shown platted on a map of the lake in Figure 4. There are 17 records
made by me from the commercial chub nets of 272 to 2%; inch mesh set out of 13
ports on the lake. Comparison with a similar table prepared for hoyi (T~ble 56)
makes obvious the fact that while the chub may be taken out of most of the ports
visited, it is by no means always present in all the lifts made from these ports. The
'Conclusion may be drawn, however, that the chub occurs throughout the lake at
suitable depths and on suitable bottom.

BATHYMETRIC DISTRIBUTION

The records in Table 16, from the commercial nets set for deep-water Leucich
thys or "chubs," show johannm to have been taken at depths of 30 to 90 fathoms.
Certain other examined lifts of these small-meshed nets, made at depths of 22 to 50
athoms, took no johannce, but some of these were made on or near the spawning
grounds of other species, and it is understandable that johannce should not have
Qccurred among them. Lifts of this kind were made on March 24, 1919, off Mil
waukee, Wis., in 50 fathoms, and on March 2, 1921, 21 miles NNW., and on March
4, 1921, 15 miles NW. by N. ~ N. of Michigan City, Ind., in 28 to 30 fathoms on
the spawning grounds of hoyi,' on November 15, 1920, 20 miles ESE. of Milwaukee
in 28 to 35 fathoms, and on November 19, 1920, 10 miles NNW. of Michigan City,
Ind., in 18 fathoms, and 1772 miles NW. by N. %; N. in 32 fathoms on the spawning
grounds of zenithicu8. Sets of nets of suitable mesh, but which were probably in
too shallow water or on grounds unsuitable for johannm, were made on August 16,
1920, in Green Bay off Little Sturgeon and 8 miles south of Green Island, Wis., in
11 and 16 fathoms; on August 18, 1920,4 miles west of Boyer Bluff, off Washington
Harbor, Wis., in 18 to 24 fathoms; on September 24, 1920, 9 miles NNE. of Mil-
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waukee, Wis., in 22 to 25 fathoms; on November 8, 1920, 18 miles NNW. of
Michigan City, Ind., in 30 to 38 fathoms; on November 19,1920, 17 miles NNW. in
28 to 32 fathoms; on August 10, 1923, 8 miles NNW. of Big Rock Point, Mich., in
45 to 50 fathoms, and on August 21, 1923, off Charlevoix at probably the same
depth.

Besides the 272 and 2%:, inch nets that are fished for Leucichthys, there are
other sources of data on the occurrence of Leucichthys, which however, have yielded
nothing bearing on johannx-the 4 to 472 inch whitefish and trout nets and the
172-inch bait nets, both usually set at depths less than 40 fathoms. In the 4 to
472 inch nets no chubs could gill, as no specimen of this species has been known to
grow so large; but no individuals ever have been seen by me to have been entangled
in its meshes. Fish caught thus are only accidental inclusions, however, and even
small fish might actually be present in numbers and yet not be caught, so that the
want of data from this source is not conclusive.

In the 172-inch nets small individuals could gill along with the small hoyi and
other Leucichthys, but no specimens of this species were seen in lifts of these nets
made from 26 to 40 fathoms on June 23, 1920, off Northport, Mich.; on July 18,
1923, in West Grand Traverse Bay; on August 27, 1920, 4 miles west of Manistee,
Mich.; on September 25, 1920, 5 miles E. 72 S. of Port Washington, Wis.; on Sep
tember 28, 1920, 5 miles SE. by E. of Sheboygan, Wis.; on October 8, 1920, off
Racine, Wis.; and on March 2, 1921, 14 miles NNW. of Michigan City, Ind.

No specimens occurred either in the special 172-inch nets lifted from 4 to 16
fathoms on July 25, 1923, off Traverse City, Mich., from 8 to 12 fathoms on July
21, 1923, and from 15 to 25 fathoms on July 23, 1923, in Platte Bay, and from 8 to
10 fathoms on July 30, 1923, off South Manitou Island, Mich.

All the data thus show that at certain seasons, at least, the chub does not occur
at depths of less than 30 fathoms and that it ranges to depths of 90 fathoms. It is
likely that it goes even deeper. The small individuals, it appears, either do not
consort with the small hoyi or else may not be found outside the 40-fathom contours.

RELATIVE ABUNDANCE

Throughout the summer and fall of 1920 small lifts were made from the chub
nets at every port on the lake. Lifts examined during the season, including the
lifts made out of Milwaukee and Michigan City on the spawning grounds of
zenithicU8, ranged between 20 and 180 pounds of fish to the mile of net when lifted
after five nights. As never more than three fish are required to make a pound, it
is obvious that fish were uncommon along the bottom. Lifts in which no fish of
this species were taken are enumerated in the preceding section. Lifts in which
only an occasional chub was taken were made as follows: On June 22, 1920, and
on July 31, 1923, 5 miles northwest of Cathead Light, Mich., in 40 to 60 fathoms;
on June 29, 1920, 5 miles N. by E. and on August 11, 1923, 3 miles NW. 72 W. of
Charlevoix, Mich., in 35 to 65 fathoms; on August 12, 1920, 15 miles SE. by S. 72 S.
of Manistique, Mich., in 60 to 70 fathoms; on August 24, 1920, 10 miles E. by N.
of Algoma, Wis., in 35 to 50 fathoms; on September 23, 1920, 27 miles ESE. of
Milwaukee, Wis., in 60 fathoms; on September 25, 1920, 18 miles E. 72 S. of Port
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Washington, Wis., in 65 to 48 fathoms; on September 3 and October 11, 1920, 22
miles NW. by N. >-2 N. and '20 miles N. by W. ~ W. of Michigan City, Ind., in
30 to 40 fathoms (records 3, 5, 7-9, 14-18). Out of Frankfort, Mich., 9 miles
north of Point Betsie, on October 4, 1920, in 60 to 70 fathoms, chubs made up 7
per cent of a lift of 1,400 pounds (record 13). On August 23, 1920, 12 miles
E. by S. of the mouth of the Sturgeon Bay ship channel, in 60 to 70 fathoms, chubs
made up 22 per cent of the total lift (record 2), but as its weight was only 50
pounds, few chubs were taken. Chubs were found abundantly only in one lift
examined-when the nets were lifted on August 19, 1920, 20 miles E. >-2 N. of Rock
Island, Wis., in 71 to 90 fathoms (record 1). Out of a total lift of 900 pounds,
about one-third were chubs and the rest kiyi.

According to the records, then, the chub has not been common in the chub
hauls from less than 70 fathoms. The only set that took the fish in numbers was
made from a depth of 71 to 90 fathoms, the deepest lift examined.

BREEDING HABITS

.Only an occasional fish was seen previous to August, 1920, and these fish were
not sexually mature. The specimens taken on August 19, 1920, 20 miles E. >-2 N.
of Rock Island in 71 to 90 fathoms, were chiefly pearled males, from which milt
flowed freely. Females were not common and those taken were not yet ripe. \iVhile
it is certain that these fish would spawn soon, it is not certain that they would spawn
on the grounds where taken. Many of the stray fish taken up to October from
other ports were either males with pearls or spent females. It is safe to state, then,
that the spawning time for the species lies somewhere between the middle of August
and the last of September. It is not known at what depths and on what bottom the
species spawns.

Leucichthys johannae of Lake Huron

The johannm of Lake Huron is like the typical form in body shape.but differs
somewhat from it chiefly in the matters of certain proportions and of counts of
certain multiple parts. A comparison of some of the systematic characters follows:

Gill rakers on the first branchial arch:
Michigan, (26) 27-32 (36).11
Huron, (25) 27-31 (35).12

Lateral-line scales:
Michigan, (74) 80-90 (95).
Huron, (67) 77-87 (91).

L/H:
Michigan, (3.8) 4-4.2 (4.4).
Huron, (3.4) 3.8-4.1 (4.3).

HIE:
Michigan, (4) 4.4-4.6 (4.9).
Huron, (3.9) 4.3-4.8 (5.3).

11 These figures Cor Lake Michigan are given Cor 122 specimens. Unmarked figures arc given Cor 74 specimens ranging In length
Crom 212 to 288 millimeters.

Ii Figures Cor gill rakers are based on 441 specimens, those for scales on 258 specimens. All other figures for Lake Huron, unless
marked, are based on 219 specimens ranging In length Cram 200 to 332 mlllimetcrs.
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H/S:
Michigan, (3.2) 3.3-3.6 (4).'1
Huron, (3) 3.2-3.5 (3.6).

Pv/P:
Michigan, (1.5) 1.6-1.8 (2.1).
Huron, (1.3) 1.5-1.8 (2.1).

Av/V:
Michigan, (1.1) 1.2-1.5 (1.6).
Huron, (1) 1.2-1.4 (1.6).

Pectoral rays:
Michigan, (14) 16-17 (20).
Huron, (15) 17-18 (19).

Scale rows:
Michigan, (38) 41-44 (46), (31) 33-37 (38), (22) 24-26 (27).14
Huron, (36) 40-42 (45), (30) 32-35 (36), (22) 24-26.16

It appears that the Huron race has, on the average, somewhat fewer lateral-line
scales and scale rows, more pectoral rays, a somewhat longer head and possibly
snout, and paired fins. The number of specimens compared for proportions is 219
for Huron and 74 for Michigan, with those from Huron av:eraging longer. Inasmuch
as in most fishes the head decreases in relative size with age, the smaller size of the
Michigan specimens makes the difference in proportion more significant. The
Huron form also shows more pigment. The premaxillaries are never immaculate,
as in the Michigan form, but usually are as densely pigmented as the top of the
head, and the fins (except the ventrals) are, on the average, somewhat more pig
mented. Specimens from Georgian Bay sometimes have pigmented maxillaries,
but the maxillaries of those from Lake Huron proper usually are immaculate.

The color in life is as in the Michigan form except for the details of pigment
recorded above.

Males of the species in Lake Huron also acquire pearls in the breeding season.
Males taken on October 6, 1919, in 70 fathoms off White Bluff in Georgian Bay still
had traces of pearls. The females taken on this date were spent. It is assumed,
then, that the breeding season was past and that the pearls of the males were declin
ing. There were no features of the state of development observed to indicate that
the full nuptial adornment of the Huron males would be different from that described
for the males of Lake Michigan.

VARIATIONS

Racial variations.-Virtually all the specimens collected originated in Lake
Huron off Alpena and in Georgian Bay. Making allowance for the greater size of
the fish from Georgian Bay, where the net mesh is larger than in Lake Huron, there
are no discernible differences in the systematic characters of the two groups except
the detail of pigmentation previously referred to.

Size variations.-In Table 19, 20 specimens are extensively compared, half of
them less than 200 millimeters in length and half of them more than 200 millimeters.
In Tables 8 to 11 certain systematic characters are given for all the specimens of the
collection similarly separated according to size. From these tables it may be seen

13 Forty-seven specimens. II Thirty specimens. II Sixty specimens.
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COMPARiSONS 16

that the only differences recognizable in the two classes are differences of proportion.
The head, expressed in terms of body length, is relatively though but slightly larger
in smaller specimens. The most striking difference is shown in the ratio that exists
between the measurements of the head and eye in the two groups. The complete
data in Table 9 show that for the smaller specimens the eye is contained (3.6) 4-4.3
(4.5) times in the head length, while for the larger specimens the proportion is (3.9)
4.3-4.8 (5.3). The relation between the length of the head and its other parts appears
to remain unchanged by growth. The pectoral and anal fins show a decrease in
relative length with increased size. The larger fish are relatively deeper.

Most individuals that have attained a length of 195 millimeters have been
found to be sexually mature. No mature specimens have been seen smaller than
165 millimeters. Maturity probably is determined by age rather than by the size of
the specimen.

J ohannw may be mistaken most frequently for alpenw, though small specimens
might be confused with bloaters or kiyis. J ohannw has fewer gill rakers on the first
branchial arch, longer paired fins, more pectoral rays, a shorter and less-developed
mandible, a less fusiform body shape (as seen from the side), and its head is more
acutely triangular in side view. The chub spawns in September, while the longjaw
spawns in November, so that the state of development of the sex organs often may
serve to separate the two forms. The longjaw attains a greater size. A comparison
of certain characters of the two species follows:
Gill rakers. on the first branchial arch:

johannre, (25) 27-31 (35), with 7 per cent more than 31.
alpenre, (31) 34-40 (44-), with 99 per cent more than 31.

,Pv/P:
johannre, (1.3) 1.5-1.8 (2.1), with 23 per cent more than 1.7.
alpenre, (1.6) 1.8-2.1 (2.3), with 89 per cent more than 1.7.

AvIV:
johannre, (1) 1.2-1.4- (1.6), with 9 per cent more than 104.
alpenre, (1.3) 1.4-1.7 (1.9), with 72 per cent more than 104.

Pectoral rays:
johannre, (15) 17-18 (19), with 43 per cent more than 17.
alpenre, (14) 15-17 (18), with 3 per cent more than 17.

J ohannw differs from zenithicus in respect to length of mandible, which in the
former usually is equal to the upper jaw and in the latter shorter; in the pigmentation
of the maxillary, which is usually immaculate in the former and pigmented in the
latter; in the shape of the body, which in side view is less elliptical in the former;
in the fewer gill rakers on the first branchial arch; and in the longer head and paired ..
fins. Johannw also has, on the average, a longer snout and more pectoral rays and
spawns about a month earlier. A numerical expression of the more significant
characters follows:
Gin rakers:

johannre, (25) 27-31 (35).
zenithicU8, (34) 37-40 (44-), with 89 per cent more than 35.

----------------------------------------
I' Figures for proportions In this section are given for specimens 200 mlllimeters or more In length, except those for arledi,

Where the limit Is 225 millimeters, and for kivl and the specimens ofjohannre compared with it, all of which are under 200 mllli
llleters long. Oounts are given for specimens of all siz·es.
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L/H:
johannre, (3.4) 3.8-4.1 (4.3), with 20 per cent more than 4.
zenithicU8, (3.9) 4.1-4.3 (4.5), with 77 per cent more than 4.

Pv/P:
johannre, (1.3) 1.5-1.8 (2.1), with 10 per cent more than 1.8.
zenithicU8, (1.6) 1.9-2.1 (2.3), with 82 per cent more than 1.8.

Av/V:
johannre, (1) 1.2-1.4 (1.6), with 11 per cent more than 1.4.
zenithicU8, (1.2) 1.5-1.6 (1.8), with 77 per cent more than 1.4.

Johannce differs from nigripinnis in about the same manner as the chub of
Lake Michigan differs from the Lake Michigan blacldin. They differ less, however,
in the degree of pigmentation of the premaxillaries in Lake Huron. There is some
pigment on the premaxillaries of johannce, but they average much paler than in
nigripinnis.

Only small johannce are comparable with lciyi, for kiyi in Lake Huron is not
known to grow large. Johannce may be separated from kiyi by the fewer gill rakers,
smaller eye, and less pigmentation. The number of gill rakers on the first branchial
arch in johanna; is (25) 27-31 (35), in kiyi (34) 36-40 (44); HIE for johannce is (3.6)
4-4.3 (4.5), with 72 per cent more than 4, and for kiyi (3.3) 3.6-3.8 (4). The maxil
lary in 7ciyi is almost always pigmented over at least half its surface, while injohannce
it is almost always white. Kiyi has also, on the average, longer paired fins, and
the mandible is frailer, darker, and usually longer. The state of development of the
ova will aid in separating females at certain seasons, for johannce spawns at least a
month earlier.

Johannce is absolutely separable from artedi by the number of gill raker~, which
in the former are not known to number more than 35 and in the latter not less than
40; and by the body shape, which is elliptical in side view only in artedi. Johanna;
also has a longer, more attenuated head, longer snout, maxillary, and paired fins,
and a smaller eye. The maxillary is always pigmented in artedi and seldom shows
pigment in johannce, and the body is generally much darker throughout in the former.
The state of development of the sex organs also is an aid in separating the two, as
johannce spawns in September and artedi in November. The proportional characters
referred to above are compared below:

L/H:
artedi, (4) 4.3-4.6 (5),17 with 80 per cent more than 4.2.
johannre, (3.4) 3.8-4.1 (4.3), with 1 per cent more than 4.2.

H/E:
artedi, (3.7) 3.9-4.3 (4.7), with 19 per cent more than 4.2.
johann;e, (3.9) 4.3-4.8 (5.3), with 87 per cent more than 4.2.

H/S:
artedi, (3.5) 3.7-4 (4.3), with 82 per cent more than 3.6.
johannre, (3.1) 3.3-3.5 (3.6).

Pv/P:
artedi, (1.7) 2-2.2 (2.6), with 72 per cent more than 1.9.
johannre, (1.3) 1.5--1.8 (2.1), with 2 per cent more than 1.9.

AviV:
artedi, (1.4) 1.B-1.8 (2.1), with 90 per cent more than 1.4.
johannre, (1) 1.2-1.4 (1.6), with 11 per cent more than 1.4.

The differences between johannce and hoyi are given on page 461.

17 Figures {or artedi do not include the manitoulinu8 lorm.
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In Table 18 are assembled all my data on the occurrence of the chub in Lake
Huron. In Figure 5 these data are shown platted on the chart of the lake.

Lake Huron proper.-There are 33 records made by me for Lake Huron. Except
ing records 7 and 9, these were made from boats that fished nets expressly for chubs
and show the chub to range throughout the deeper American waters of the lake.
Aside from the fact that conditions are similar on the Canadian side of the boundary
line (from which it may be safely concluded that the species ranges in the Canadian
waters also) there is evidence derived from the comparison of the records of the
Southampton and Duck Islands boats, which fish in these waters, and those of Alpena
tugs (see p. 346) that indicate that the chub actually is taken abundantly in this area.

North Ohannel.-No ehubs have been seen from this region. Though the fisher
men report Leueichthys off Gore Bay Light and off Meldrum Bay in 20 to 28 fathoms,
there is nothing in the description of these fish to indicate that they belong to this
species. On the contrary, in view of the large size of the fish reported and of the
shallow water in which they are taken, it seems safe to conclude that they are not
chubs.

.. Georgian Bay.-Records 34 to 39 establish the occurrenee of the chub in Geor
gian Bay in summer and fall at depths corresponding to those at which it occurs in
Lake Huron. There is no reason to believe that it does not range throughout Geor
gian Bay at similar depths at these seasons. From these data it appears that the
chub ranges throughout Lake Huron and Georgian Bay, but that none occur in the
North Channel.

BATHYMETRIC DISTRIBUTION

The records just reviewed deal mainly with the occurrence of chubs in the 2%,
and 3 inch chub nets set at 35 to 100 fathoms. In less than 35 fathoms no chub
nets are set, so that the only sources from which evidence can be derived of the
occurrence of the chub at depths less than 35 fathoms are (1) the 4~-inch trout and
whitefish nets, (2) the four nets of 2%'-inch mesh that were set under my direction
with the 4~-inch nets, and (3) the l~-inch nets. (See p. 373.)

1. The ,H''2-inch trout and whitefish nets.-Record 7 shows a single specimen
taken on September 7, 1917, in 16 to 20 fathoms. This fish was too small "to be
gilled in the nets.

2. The 2%,-inch nets set with the trout and whitefish gangs.-The nets lifted with
the 4~-inch nets on September 17, 1917, in 15 fathoms, on September 19, 1917, in
30 fathoms, September 26,1917, in 17 fathoms, and November 2,'1917, in 15 fathoms,
to determine whether the chub occurred in greater numbers than was shown by the
captures in the 4~-inch nets themselves brought in no chubs. The net of the 19th
brought in 9 longjaws and 6 short-jawed chubs.

3. The 1~-inch bait nets.-From the l%-inch bait nets at 30 fathoms only one
specimen was taken (record 9). Other lifts of these nets at a similar depth at Che
boygan, Mich., on October 15, 1919, at Alpena, Mich., on September 16, 1919, and
at Harbor Beach, Mich., on December 9, 1917, and on March 15, 1919, revealed no
example(of this species.

94995-2Q-5
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Thus my records show that the extreme range of the species when not spawning
extends from 16 to 100 fathoms. Examples are taken but rarely in less than 35
fftthoms, and therefore 15 fathoms probably is the lower limit of the range. There
are no data that fix the upper limit. Probably the chub occurs also in the deepest
waters of the lake.

RELATIVE ABUNDANCE

From the chub nets in 50 fathoms and deeper lifts were examined on 22 ocea
sions. (Examinations of the lifts off Cheboygan, Mich., and Rogers, Mich., at 35
to 50 fathoms, in whieh only spawning zenithicU8 were taken, have no value in
determining the abundance of other species of chubs at these depths, and therefore
they are not included in this number.) The majority of ehubs seen in Lake Huron
were yielded by lifts out of Alpena, Mich. Lifts made at the center of the lake in
60 to 80 fathoms northeast and east of Alpena on September 7, 1917 (record 8),
September 10, 1917 (record 10), September 12, 1917 (record 11), September 14,
1917 (record 12), September 17, 1917 (reeord 13), September 26, 1917 (record 20),
and October 17, 1917 (record 21); on August 7,1920,19 miles NE. 72 N. of Thunder
Bay Island in 60 to 65 fathoms (record 27); on August 30, 1919, 18 miles N. by
E. 72 E. of Thunder Bay Island in 60 to 64 fathoms (record 23); on Septembet 3,
1919, 28 miles E. U S. of the ean buoy in 60 to 64 fathoms (record 24); and on
June 30,1923,17 miles NE. %:' N. of Thunder Bay Island in 65 to 70 fathoms (record
29), contained 50 to 90 per cent chubs. Lifts from the center of the lake made on
September 21, 1917 (record 18), September 24, 1917 (record 19), October 20, 1917
(record 22), and on June 28, 1923, 19 miles northeast of Thunder Bay Island in
60 to 70 fathoms (record 28), and on July 7, 1923, 13 miles NE. 72 N. of Thunder
Bay Island in 60 fathoms (record 32) had 20 to 47 per cent chubs. Relatively few
chubs were taken on July 2, 1923, 20 miles E. by N. of the can buoy in 60 to 70
fathoms (record 30), and on July 5, 1923, 18 miles NE. %:' E. of Thunder Bay Island
in 80 to 100 fathoms (record 31).

A single lift from 50 fathoms 35 miles NE. by N. %:' N. of Harbor Beach, Mich.,
on October 27,1917 (record 33), had 50 per cent chubs. On the Ontario shore of the
lake lifts were examined only in Georgian Bay. Though no chubs were collected or
examined from the Duck Islands and Southampton boats, the fact that the move
ments of the fish caught by these boats and by the Alpena boats (as shown by their
records) are similar and the fact that all three boats fish in approximately the sam<J
zone of latitude in the lake give circumstantialIevidence that the lifts at the three
ports can not be widely different in their components. (See Table 14 and discussion
on p. 346.) In Georgian Bay, off Cape Croker, in 52 fathoms on July 28,1919 (record
37), and on July 30, 1919, 21 miles east of Surprise Shoal in 60 fathoms (record 34),.
chubs made up half the catches. In a single lift]made}>ll October 6, 1919, off White
Bluff in 70 fathoms (record 35), only a few chubs were taken.

In other types of netting chubs were recorded only as follows: In the trout nets
lifted on September 7,1917,26 miles SE. by E. 74' E. of the Alpena can buoy in 16 to
20 fathoms and in the 1~-inch nets lifted on September 8,1917,26 miles SE. by E.
U E. of that point. In both lifts chubs were rare.

All observations show the chub to range from 16 to 100 fathoms. In less than 35
fathoms it has been taken rarely. In the chub nets from 35 to 50 fathoms it is taken
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in some numbers, but how abundantly the records do not show. In the chub lifts of
50 fathoms and deeper the species has been very common. In 14 of the 22 lifts made
at these depths the chub made up 50 to 90 per cent of the catches, while in five lifts
it comprised 20 to 47 per cent; in only three lifts was it found to be scarce. Thechub
population appears, therefore, to attain its greatest density at depths of 50 to 80
fathoms. The maximum depth range of the species is not indicated by the records,
and it may be found even deeper than 100 fathoms.

BREEDING HABITS

The spawning grounds of the species have not yet been located in Lake Huron.
Evidence from three sources establishes the time of spawning:

(1) The records of the tugs Roy of Alpena, J. B. McLeod of Southampton, and
Osprey of the Duck Islands, given in part in Table 14, show an abrupt decline in the
size of the lifts during the last week of August and during September. This de
cline can be explained only by assuming that this species (which, it has been shown,
makes up the bulk of the chub hauls) leaves its summer feeding grounds at this
time. That the fish have gone to the spawning grounds may be inferred from the
facts that follow.

(2) Observations on the development of the ova of chubs at various times from
the last of July to the last of October, and the finding of pearl organs on males, yield
evidence of another kind. On July 28 and 30, 1919, at Wiarton and Lions Head in
Georgian Bay, female chubs with well-developed ova were found. One fish, even,
was ripe. On August 7, 1920, at Alpena, the females of a lift of about 3,500 pounds
of chubs had nearly ripe ova. From the last of August and until the last of October
examina1iion of the ovaries revealed three conditions: (a) Ova in the body cavity (all
ova mayor may not have been liberated from the ovary); (b) no ova in the body
cavity and only minute ova in the ovary; the ovary dark in color, still swollen, having
not yet completely contracted after releasing the ova; (c) ova minute or at least never
more than half as large as the mature ova, always large enough to give the ovary a
yellow appearance; the ovary firm. Females with ovaries in the condition described
under (a) are called spawning fish, under (b) spent fish, under (c) nonspawning fish.
Of course, the ovaries of a spent female come after a time to look like those of a non
spawner, but if the fish has spawned recently, it can not be confused with one that has
not spawned. Among the spawning runs of zenithicU8 and alpenre no females were
found that would be classed as nonspawners, while spent fish were common.

In lifts of whitefish and blackfins taken before their spawning season many
nonspawning females have been seen. Out of 174 chubs examined from the catches
previously referred to and made on August 30 and September 3, 1919, at Alpena, 112:
Were females; of these, 30 were spawning or ready to spawn, 2 were spent, and the rest.
nonspawning. Among 40 females examined September 21, 1917, at Alpena, 15 had a'
few eggs in the abdominal cavity and the rest were nonspawners. Chubs taken at
Lions Head, Ontario, October 6, 1919, were spent females and males with only faint.
indications of pearls. These were the only pearled males seen. The large propor-
tion of the nonspawning fish is interesting. The size of these fish ranged between:
24 and 32 centimeters. As they were not different from the spawners in respect to·
size, it can hardly be argued that they were too small to spawn. It appears that a
certain proportion of the fish spawn biennially.
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(3) The third source of evidence as to the spawning season is the testimony of
several fishermen who have taken spawning runs of chubs in September. Fishermen
at Tobermory and Lions Head on Georgian Bay assert that many of the fish taken in
their nets during the month of September off the Saugeen Peninsula in 60 fathoms on
mud bottom are full of loose spawn and that at this period their lifts are often nearly
doubled in weight. This would seem to indicate that a spawning run had entered the
nets. Zenithicus is the only fish in the lake known to spawn in September, but its
spawning season in Lake Huron does not begin before the middle of September and
continues until the middle of October, and it is not likely, therefore, that these fish
are of this species. Besides, zenithicus is not known to be common in Georgian Bay.
Nigripinnis and alpen;e do not spawn before November, so that these species certainly
are not concerned in the phenomenon described, and the spawning fish can only be
chubs.

There can be no question then that the spawning period of the chub begins
the last of August and continues into September: (1) The schools of fish begin to
leave their feeding grounds the last of August and are absent during September.
Only the nonspawning individuals and a few spawning fish remain behind. (2) Fish
caught in July and early August have eggs in an advanced state of maturity. From
the last of August and through September females have either only ripe or only
undeveloped eggs. In October the fish taken have only undeveloped ovaries.
Pearled males were taken on October 6, 1919. (3) A spawning run of fish, which
must belong to this species, has been reported in Georgian Bay in September.

It remains to find the spawning grounds. If the Georgian Bay fishermen
actually get the fish where they are spawning and not while they are moving to the
spawning grounds, then the situation of at least one of the spawning places in Georgian
:Bay is established. (It is interesting to note, in this connection, that a lift examined
on October 6, 1919, on these reported spawning grounds (record 35) had very few
chubs in it and that these were spent.) We still have, then, the Lake Huron indi
viduals to account for. It is not likely that the schools from the lake traverse the
shallow water off Cape Hurd to get into Georgian Bay. In that case they must
spawn somewhere in the lake. With no more data than are now available it is not prof
itable to speculate as to where these spawning grounds might be. It is better for the
fish, of course, that this gap in our knowledge of their habits has not been bridged.

FOOD

Carl L. Hubbs, of the Museum of Zoology, University of Michigan, has examined
a series of stomachs of coregonids collected 'by me on Lake Huron, and his report is
given under this heading for each of the Lake Huron species. Doctor Hubbs finds, in
an examination of 34 stomachs of johann;e collected off Alpena, Mich., in 65 to 70
fathoms in September and October, 1917, that the chief article of diet is Mysis.
This animal constitutes from 80 to 100 per cent of the food in most of the stomachs.
Pisidium and Pontoporeia are present in about one-third of the examinations, usually
only in relatively small quantities. Half of all specimens had ingested sand, cinders,
and wood fragments. Other objects casually swallowed include adult insects, larval
and pupal Chironomidre, and fish scales.
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LEUCICHTHYS ALPENlE Koelz

THE LONGJAW (FIG. 15)

Leucichthys alpenre, Koelz, 1924, pp. 1-5; Lakes Michigan and Huron.
Argyrosomus prognathus Evermann and Smith, 1896, pp. 314-317; in part, Lakes Michigan and

Huron.
Leucichthys johannre Jordan and Evermann, 1911, pp. 24-25, in part, Lakes Michigan and Huron

The longjaw is described from Lake Michigan and is known to occur only in
Huron of the other lakes of the Great Basin. In both lakes the species is charac
terized by the large size it may attain, its pale color, its long mandible, relatively
short paired fins, and the moderate number of gill rakers on the first branchial arch.
It seems to prefer moderate depths in both lakes and spawns in late November.
The Huron form has been found to differ from the typical form only in having on
the average somewhat fewer gill rakers and lateral-line scales and a somewhat
longer head.

Type

The type is a female specimen (catalogue No. 87352, U. S. National Museum)
269 millimeters long, collected on June 15, 1923,22 miles NNE. of Charlevoix, Mich.,
off Ile aux Galets in 25 to 47 fathoms.

Leucichthys aipenllll of Lake Michigan

The longjaw is the largest Leucichthys in Lake Michigan. Specimens not
infrequently attain a length of 38 centimeters (15 inches) and a weight of 2 pounds.
The body is compressed, fusiform, and rather elongate. The greatest depth, through
a point just in front of the dorsal, comprises in adult specimens 23 to 26 per cent of the
total length. Gravid females are often deeper, of course. The width is about 50 to
55 per cent of the depth. The anterior dorsal profile of the body usually rises grad
ually from the occiput to the insertion of the dorsal, but it is sometimes somewhat
steeper over its anterior half, particularly in the largest specimen:s. Behind the
dorsal the line continues in a very faint curve to the caudal peduncle. The ventral
profile is rather strongly and uniformly curved from the tip of the snout to the caudal
peduncle. There is a tendency for the contour line between the ventrals and the anal
to become straight and parallel to the lateral line, however. The head, which is
relatively short and deep, is contained 4.4 [(3.8) 4.1-4.4 (4.6)]18 times in the total
length of the fish. In side view it is broadly triangular. The dorsal profile usually is
faintly convex and forms a smooth arc continuous with that of the first half of the
predorsal body contour. The degree of its convexity is greatest in those specimens in
which the premaxillaries approach a vertical position. The' premaxillaries may be
immaculate but usually are more or less pigmented and are directed forward, ordi
narily making an angle of 45° to 60° with the horizontal axis of the head. The snout,
seen from the side, is broad and rounded. It is contained 3.7 [(3.3) 3.4-3.6 (4)] 19

times in the head. The maxillary is nonpigmented in about 90 per cent of over 500
specimens examined and extends beyond the anterior edge of the pupil but seldom

Ii The figures given In brackets, unless stated otherwise, are based on an examination of 289 specimens (paratypes) ranging In
length from 205 to 386 millimeters.

" Seventy-five specimens.
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to its center. The lower jaw is well developed and usually projects beyond the
upper.20 The eye is moderate in size and is contained 4.6 [(3.8) 4.2-4.6 (5.2)] times
in the head length. The gill rakers on the first branchial arch number 14 + 25
[(ll) 13-15 (17) + (20) 22-27 (30) = (33) 36-43 (46)].21
. The scales in the lateral line number 75 [(71) 78-85 (96)].22 Rows of scales
around the body just in front of the dorsal and ventrals number 41 [(40) 41-43 (45)]; 23
just in front of the adipose and the anus 34 [(30) 33-35 (36)]; 24 around the caudal
peduncle at its commencement 26 [(23) 24-26 (27)].24 Dorsal rays number 10
[(9) 10-ll)]; 25 anal rays, II [(9) ll-12 (13)]; 25 pectoral rays, 16 [(12) 15-17 (18)]; 25
ventral rays, II [(10) II (12)].23 The pectorals are contained 2.2 [(1.6) 1.9-2.2 (2.5)]
times into the distance from the pectorals to the ventrals. The dorsal edge of pectoral
is usually nearly straight. The length of the ventrals is contained 1.8 [(1.2) 1.4-1.7
(1.9)] times in the distance from their origin to that of the anal.

The color in life is about the same as in johannm. The form is also about as
little pigmented, except possibly on the premaxillaries.

During the breeding season males develop pearl organs, as in the case of other
Great Lakes coregonids. No individuals were taken on the spawning grounds, so that
no description of the full nuptial dress can be given. Probably the full development
of pearl organs is not different from that of the Lake Huron form.

VARIATIONS

Racial variations.-Most of the fish in the collection were taken in the northern
part of the lake; but probably there are enough specimens from the southern part for
comparison. There are no differences discernible between the two groups, however,
except that those from the south appear to average still less pigmented on the pre
maxillaries and abdominal fins.

Size variations.-The usual changes in proportion between the large and small
specimens obtain. Ten large and nine small specimens are compared extensively
in Table 21. There are only 13 collected specimens less than 200 millimeters in
length, and nothing can be stated definitely concerning changes with growth; but it
appears that the head, eye, and paired fins are somewhat longer, relatively, in small
fish. The depth and width, of course, become greater as the fish approaches maturity.
I have seen no sexually mature specimens smaller than 206 millimeters.

COMPARISONS 26

Alpenm resemblesjohannm most closely. The differences between the two spe
cies are discussed on page 351.

From zenithicus, alpenm differs chiefly in the length of the mandible and maxil
lary, pigmentation of the premaxillaries and maxillary, depth of the head and body,
and in maximum size attained. The mandible in alpenm usually is longer than the

10 In 68 per cent of 638 examined specimens.
11 Three hundred and eighty-three specimens.
II Three hundred and twenty-nine specimens.
" Twenty specimens.
.. Fifty specimens.
II Seventy-five specimens.
10 Figures for proportions given in this sectlon are based on specimens 200 millimeters or more in length, except arfedl, where the

limit is 225 millimeters. Counts are given for specimens of all sizes.
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FIG. J4.-Lencichthlls jOlW,T1'1llC 'Vngllcl', the chub. :M:nlo, 243 millimeters long, Loken in Lako:M ichigan off 1'1~ ichignll CiLy, llld.,
ill30 to 40 fathoms on Septollluer 3, 1020

FIG. 15.-Lrllcir/illlvs (I!Jlf1lX Koel?. the 10llgjaw. Male (type), 269 millimeters long, takclI in Lake i\lichignn, oIT Chnrlovoix,
lVlich" in 25 Lo 47 fathoms on June 15, 1923

FIll. IG.-I,rllric/illlvs Zfllilllicus Jordan and Evcrmann, the ·hort·jawcd chub. Mule, 2'13 millimeters long, taken in Lnko SlIporior
orr tho Apostlo Islnnds in 15 to 20 fathoms 011 JlIly 11,1922
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upper jaw, while in zenithicU8 it is usually shorter and included within it. In the
iormer the premaxillaries are immaculate or but faintly pigmented in half of the
specimens examined and the maxillary is almost always immaculate; the pre
maxillaries and maxillary usually are pigmented in the latter. The depth of the head
is greater and the length of the maxillary less in alpenm, so that the value of the head
depth (HD) divided by the maxillary length (M) is (1.4) 1.5-1.7 (1.8), with 79 per cent
more than 1.5 for alpenm, and (1.3) 1.4-1.6 (1.7), with 25 per cent more than 1.5 for
zenithicus. The depth of the body in alpenm is likewise more; LID equals (3.3)
3.9-4.3 (4.9), with 11 per cent more than 4.3 in alpenm, and (3.6) 4.2-4.6 (5), with
58 per cent more than 4.3 in zenithicus. Zenithicus seldom is larger than 300 milli
meters, while examples of alpenm that exceed this limit are met frequently. The
.dorsal contour of the head is straighter, also the shape of the head in side view less
broadly triangular, and the body slightly wider in zenithicus.

Alpenm differs from reighardi in about the same way that it differs from zenithi
,cus-in points of pigmentation and length of mandible--but pigmentation is still
more abundant.in reighardi; and in addition to bf\ing present on the premaxillaries
-and maxillary it is also abundantly present on the mandible and occasionally on the
abdominal fins. Moreover, alpenm has more 'gill rakers on the first branchial arch,
longer pectoral fins, a narrower body, more lateral-line scales, and attains a greater
size. Alpenm spawns in November while reighardi spawns in Mayor June, so that
the state of ripeness of the sex products often may serve as a distinguishing character.
A comparison of certain of the above-mentioned characters follows:
Gill rakers:

alpen:.e, (33) 36-43 (46), with 66 per cent more than 38.
reighardi, (30) 34-38 (43), with 13 per cent more than 38.

Lateral-line scales:
alpen;e, (71) 78-85 (96), with 47 per cent more than 81. .
reighm'di, (66) 72-81 (96), with 12 per cent more than 81.

Pv/P:
alpen;e, (1.6) 1.9-2.2 (2.5), with 9 per cent more than 2.2.
reighardi, (1.7) 2-2.5 (2.8), with 41 per cent more than 2.2.

The differences between alpenm and nigripinnis are about the same as between
nigripinnis and johannm. The difference in the number of gill rakers is not so
:sharp, however; while nigripinnis may have 41 but seldom less than 44, alpenm may
have 46 but seldom more than 43. In addition, alpenm has shorter paired fins, a
heavier and much paler mandible, and a much more elliptical body outline (as seen
from the side) than nigripinnis. The comparative figures for fin length follow:

Pv/P:
alpen;e, (1.6) 1.9-2.2 (2.5), with 89 per cent more than 1.8.
nigripinnis, (1.5) 1.6-1.8 (2.2), with 18 per cent more than 1.8.

Av/V:
alpen;e, (1.2) 1.4-1.7 (1.9), with 80 per cent more than 1.4.
nigripinnis, 1.2-1.5 (1.6), with 28 per cent more than 1.4.

Alpenm also spawns a month earlier than nigripinnis.
Alpenre grows much larger than lciyi, so that only the smaller specimens are

<lomparable with kiyi. The species differ chiefly in body shape, which in alpenre is
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wider and more fusiform, in the development of the mandible (which is much frailer
in kiyi), in details of pigmentation, and in the length of the paired fins. The maxil
laries (which usually are immaculate in alpen;;e) are pigmented in kiyi as a rule, and
the latter also has, on the average, more pigment on the premaxillaries, mandible,
and abdominal fins than alpen;;e. Comparative values are given:

Pv/P:
alpenal, (1.6) 1.9-2.2 (2.5), with 89 per cent more than 1.8.
kiyi, (1.1) 1.4-1.7 (2.1), with 10 per cent more than 1.8.

AviV:
alpenal, (1.2) 1.4-1.7 (1.9), with 95 per cent more than 1.3.
kiyi, (0.96) 1-1.3 (1.4), with 2 per cent more than 1.3.

Alpen;;e also has a smaller eye, and females of this species will show less developed
ova than kiyi taken at the same time, as kiyi spawns a month earlier.

Alpen;;e grows larger than hoyi. The mandible in alpen;;e is heavier and less
conspicuously hooked, the head is less sharply triangular (seen from the side), and
the maxillary usually is immaculate, while it is always pigmented in hoyi. In addi
tion, alpen;;e has, on the average, fewer gill rakers on the first branchial arch, more
lateral-line scales, a smaller eye, longer snout, and shorter paired fins than the
bloater. It spawns in November, while the other spawns in March, so that the
state of development of the sex organs may also be a character to separate the forms.
Those characters that can be numerically expressed are compared below. The
specimens of the two species are not comparable for those characters dealing with
proportions, however, as the hoyi are smaller than the others, so that these differ
ences, which concern proportions, are probably greater than they would be in speci
mens of like size.
Gill rakers on the first branchial arch:

alpenal, (33) 36-43 (46), with 24 per cent more than 41.
hoyi, (37) 41-44 (48), with 71 per cent more than 41.

Lateral-line scales:
alpenal, (71) 78---85 (96), with 83 per cent more than 77.
hoyi, (60) 67-77 (84), with 7 per cent more than 77.

HIE:
alpenal, (3.8) 4.2-4.6 (5.2), with 81 per cent more than 4.2.
hoyi, (3.8) 3.9-4.2 (4.5), with 8 per cent more than 4.2.

HIS:
alpenal, (3.3) 3.5-3.6 (4), with 13 per cent more than 3.6.
hoyi, (3.5) 3.7-3.8 (4.1), with 76 per cent more than 3.6.

Pv/P:
alpenal, (1.6) 1.9-2.2 (2.5), with 48 per cent more than 2.
hoyi, (1.6) 1.8-2 (2.3), with 21 per cent more than 2.

AviV:
alpenal, (1.2) 1.4-1.7 (1.9), with 54 per cent more than 1.5.
hoyi, (1.1) 1.3-1.5 (1.7), with 9 per cent more than 1.5.

Alpen;;e differs from artedi chiefly in having fewer gill rakers on the first branchial
arch, longer ventral fins, head, snout, and maxillary, The figures for these characters
for the two species are given below:
Gill rakers on the first branchial arch:

alpenal, (33) 36-43 (46), with 6 per cent more than 43.
artedi, (41) 46-50 (55), with 97 per cent more than 43.
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AviV:
alpenm, (1.2) 1.4-1.7 (1.9), witn 27 per cent more than 1.6.
artedi, (1.4) 1.6-1.8 (2.3), with 76 per cent more than 1.6.

L/H:
alpenm, (3.8) 4.1-4.4 (4.6), with 20 per cent more than 4.3.
artedi, (4.1) 4.3-4.5 (5), with 71 per cent more than 4.3

1I/M:
alpenm, (2.4) 2.5-2.6 (2.7), with 14 per cent more than 2.6.
artedi, (2.5) 2.7-3 (3.3), with 91 per cent more than 2.6.

HI;;:
alpenm, (3.3) 3.4-3.6 (4), with 13 per cent more than 3.6.
artedi, (3.3) 3.7-4 (4.4), with 84 per cent more than 3.6.

Alpenm is further separable from artedi by its less elongate body, less pigmentation
.on the body, especially the back and abdominal fins, its usually unpigmented maxil
lary, and by the well-developed and relatively long mandible. Artedi is a much
·darker fish, with much more pigmented premaxillaries, maxillary, and mandible, and
.a moderately developed and relatively short mandible. Both species spawn at about
the same time, so the state of development of the sex organs is of no assistance in
:separating the species.

GEOGRAPHICAL DISTRIBUTION

My records on the occurrence of this species in Lake Michigan are given in Table
20 and are shown platted on the chart in Figure 4. There are 39 records, all but 5
-of them from specimens personally recorded. From these observations it may be
.concluded that the longjaw is generally distributed over the lake where suitable
conditions obtain. It is interesting to note that a long-jawed chub is said to have
-occurred in commercial quantities in the years 1892 to 1894 on the reef in the center of
the lake between Port Washington and Muskegon (record 8). While it is probable
that this chub was a longjaw, it can not be asserted positively.

BATHYMETRIC DISTRIBUTION

Data on the depth range of the longjaw have been collected, for the most part,
irom the 2% to 2%; inch nets that are set in the main lake for chubs, as a rule from
30 to 60 or even 90 fathoms, and for herring in Green Bay, where the maximum depth
is 24 fathoms. However, longjaws have been taken in every kind of gill net in use
.and even in pounds. They have been seen from virtually all the examined chub
lifts from the lake, the only exceptions being the lifts made on March 24, 1919, in
.50 fathoms, and on September 24, 1920, in 22 to 25 fathoms, off Milwaukee, Wis.
The former lift was made on the spawning grounds of the bloater, and it is not sur
prising that no longjaws were taken. The last obviously was made on poor grounds,
.as the total lift of all Leucichthys was but 25 pounds. In Green Bay herring alone
are taken, except near the mouth of the bay, where the water is deepest; and even
here herring constituted the bulk of the catches made on August 18, 1920. An
{}ccasionallongjaw was taken in the lift made off Boyer Bluff on Washington Island,
Wis., in 18 to 24 fathoms on that date (record 1).

In the 472-inch nets that are set for trout in waters of 10 fathoms and deeper,
longjaws were seen only on one occasion, namely, on August 11, 1920, 13 miles
SE. 72 E. of Manistique, Mich., in 20 fathoms (record 38), though fishermen from

94995-29-6
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most of the ports assured me that large white herring (which probably were longjaws)
formerly were gilled not infrequently in these nets. The 172-inch bait nets that are
set out of most ports at depths of 26 to 40 fathoms for the purpose of taking bait for
the trout hooks take chiefly small bloaters and presumably such juvenile chubs as
occur on the grounds with them. Fish were examined from these nets at seven

.ports (see p. 354), but no longjaws were found among the bait except at Northport,
Mich., on June 23, 1920, and Traverse City, Mich., on July 18, 1923, where there
were a few, and at Port Washington, Wis., on September 25, 1920, where a single
specimen was obtained (records 25, 28, and 7). In the special 172-inch nets set along
the shores of Platte Bay, Mich., in 8 to 12 fathoms on July 21, 1923, and in 15 to 25
fathoms onJuly 23, 1923, and in Grand Traverse Bay off Lees Point, Mich., in 6 to
16 fathoms on July 25, 1923, a single specimen was taken on each date (records.
21, 22, and 29).

In the pound nets set in 5 fathoms off South Manitou Island three longjaws
were found on July 30, 1923 (record 23). These observations thus show that
when not spawning the longjaw ranges between 5 and 90 fathoms. Whether the fish
ever is taken in deeper water is not known. The statements of the fishermen who have
fished for the longjaws on their spawning grounds indicate that they come abundantly
into water as shallow as 10 fathoms during the spawning season.

RELATIVE ABUNDANCE

But few observations have been made on the proportion of longjaws to the othtlr
chubs. Furthermore, those for 1920 are unsatisfactory, as the fishing season for
chubs was so unfavorable during that year that few fish of any kind were taken at a
lift. Only the examined lifts of the chub nets mentioned in the preceding section
took no longjaws. Longjaws were rare in the lifts made on November 19, 1920, 10
miles NNW. of Michigan City, Ind., in 18 fathoms; on August 18, 1920, off Wash
ington Harbor, Wis., in 18 to 24 fathoms; on March 2, 1921, 21 miles NNW. of
Michigan City, Ind., in 30 fathoms; and on March 4, 1921, 15 miles NW. by N. 72:
N., in 28 fathoms; on November 15, 1920, 20 miles ESE. of Milwaukee, Wis., in
28 to 35 fathoms; on August 24,1920,10 miles E. by N. of Algoma, Wis., in 35 to 50,
fathoms; on September 25, 1920, 18 miles E. ~ S. of Port Washington, Wis., in
65 to 48 fathoms; on September 23, 1920, 27 miles ESE. of Milwaukee, Wis., in 50.
fathoms; on August 23, 1920, 12 miles E. by S. of the Sturgeon Bay ship-channel
mouth in 60 to 70 fathoms; and on August 19,1920,20 miles E. 72 N. of Rock Island,
Wis., in 71 to 90 fathoms (records, 16, 1, 17, 18, 10,4,6, 9, 3, and 2). At the
north end and at one port at the south end of the lake the species was more abundant.
Longjaws comprised 22 per cent of a lift made on October 4, 1920, 9 miles north of'
Point Betsie, Mich., in 60 to 70 fathoms (record 20). Longjaws comprised 45 to,
69 per cent of a lift made on July 31, 1923, 5 miles northwest of Cathead Light,
Mich., in 40 to 60 fathoms; on August 11, 1923, 3 miles NW. ~ W. of Charlevoix"
Mich., in 35 to 60 fathoms; and on August 12, 1920, 15 miles SE. by S. ~ S. of
Manistique, Mich., in 60 to 70 fathoms (records 26, 35, and 39); and 90 to 98 per
cent of lifts made on June 22, 1920, 5 miles northwest of Cathead Light, Mich., in
40 to 60 fathoms; June 29, 1920, 5 miles N. by E. of Oharlevoix, Mich., in 40 to 55
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fathomsjAugust 10,1923,8 miles NNW. and on August 21,1923, from an unknown
locality off that port (records 24, 32, 34, and 36). At Michigan City, Ind., a lift
made on September 3, 1920,22 miles NW. by N. ~ N. in 30 to 40 fathoms, had 10
per cent (record 11); on October 11, 1920, 20 miles N. by W. %:' W., in 30 to 40
fathoms, had 20 per cent (record 12); on November 8, 1920, 18 miles NNW. in 30 to
38 fathoms, 33 per cent (record 13); on November 19, 1920,17 miles NNW., in 28
to 32 fathoms, 30 per cent (record 14); and 17~ miles NW. by N. %:' N., 15 per cent
longjaws (record 15). (Records 16, 17, and 18 for this port, in which few longjaws
were found, were made on or near the spawning grounds of zenithicU8 and hoyi.)

The evidence indicates that the longjaw occurs most abundantly at the north
eastern end of the lake between Frankfort, and Manistique, Mich., where the usual
depth of the water is less than 70 fathoms. In this area it has been found to com
prise 22 to 98 per cent of the hauls and has been taken in the1 ~-inch bait nets and in
the 4~-inch trout nets. A second area of abundance lies off Michigan City, Ind.,
at the southern end of the lake, where the water is not over 40 or 50 fathoms deep.
It has been found here to comprise 10 to 33 per cent of the lifts of the chub nets.
Chub lifts made at other places on the lake at depths of 18 to 90 fathoms took few
longjaws, but the data are too inconclusive to determine finally the abundance of the
fish there. Longjaws, according to a fisherman, formerly occurred abundantly on
the reef in the center of the lake between Port Washington and Muskegon, where the
chart shows a minimum depth of 38 fathoms. It appears, then, that the maximum
density of the longjaw population when not spawning is between 28 and 70 fathoms
only where a depth of 70 fathoms is attained in the vicinity of shallow water. Only
stragglers have been found shallower or deeper.

BREEDING HABITS

No breeding fish have been seen, and the time and places of spawning are lmown
only from inference and the testimony of fishermen. Female specimens taken on
November 19, 1920, 17 miles NNW. and 17}2 miles NW. by N. %:' N. of Michigan
City, Ind., showed well-developed but not ripe ova, and the males showed pearl
organs. The fish certainly would spawn soon and probably in the vicinity. The
fishermen say that at the north end of the lake longjaws come ashore toward the
end of October and spawn during November at depths of about 10 to 25 fathoms.
Known spawning grounds are situated off the east shore of Beaver Island and in Big
and Little Traverse Bays (records 27, 30, 31, and 37). The bottom visited is
composed of mud or clay mixed with rock, according to the fishermen. Chubs of
some kind spawn off Leeland, Mich., in November at 10 to 25 fathoms, according to
Walter Wilson of Northport; off Manistee, Mich., at the same time, but no shallower
than 40 fathoms, according to Charles Henrickson, sr., of Charlevoix, Mich.; and
off Ludington and Muskegon, Mich., at the same time in 20 fathoms, according to
Will DeYoung and the Vanderberg brothers, respectively. The fishermen are unable
to describe these spawning fish, and as nothing is known of the composition of the
chub lifts made out of these ports during other seasons, it can not be stated that these
fish are longjaws. Other spawning grounds for the species, aside from those definitely
known, probably could be found.
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LeucichthY8 alpenee of Lake Huron

The Lake Huron longjaw closely resembles that of Lake Michigan in appearance.
A comparison of the principal systematic characters is given below:
Gill rakers on the first branchial arch: HIS:

Michigan, (33) 36-43 (46),27 Michigan, (3.3) 3.4-3.6 (4).
Huron, (31) 34-40 (44) .28 Huron, (3.1) 3.3-3.6 (3.8).

Lateral-line scales: Pv/P:
Michigan, (71) 78-85 (96). Michigan, (1.6) 1.9-2.2 (2.5).
Huron, (70) 76-83 (91). Huron, (1.6) 1.8-2.1 (2.3).

L/H: AviV:
Michigan, (3.8) 4.1-4.4 (4.6). Michigan, (1.2) 1.4-1.7 (1.9).
Huron, (3.6) 4-4.3 (4.4). Huron, (1.3) 1.4-1.7 (1.9).

HIE:
Michigan, (3.8) 4.2-4.6 (5.2).
Huron, (4) 4.5-4.9 (5.2).

It appears that Huron specimens have somewhat fewer gill rakers on the first
branchial arch, fewer lateral-line scales, a somewhat larger head, and a smaller eye.
The LjH ratio is the more significant that the Huron specimens average decidedly
larger, and it is usual that the head is proportionally smaller on larger fish. The eye
changes so markedly in comparative size with the growth of the individual that the
specimens from the two lakes can not be compared satisfactorily for this character.

The color in life is as in the Lake Michigan form. Pigmentation is about as in
the form of northern Lake Michigan.

Males taken on the spawning grounds in Colpoy Bay on December 3, 1919,
show pearl organs. The degree of development of these pearls varies with the indi
vidual, and in the individual the development on the two sides is often unequal.
In general, however, the development of the breeding adornment is about like that
of johann<£ described on page 350.

VARIATIONS

Racial variations.-The longjaw is generally distributed throughout Lake Huron
and Georgian Bay, and there are probably several distinct schools in these areas.
A comparison of fish from the commercial takes of Lake Huron with those of Georgian
Bay, and of small fish from Lake Huron taken in less than 60 fathoms with those
taken from 60 fathoms or deeper, indicates that on the basis of my material it is
not possible to established any definite characteristics for any of these races.

Size variations.-Small specimens differ from large ones chiefly in proportions.
Counts of gill rakers, however, show fewer rakers on the first branchial arch in small
specimens. They number (31) 33-37 (41) as compared with (31) 37-40 (44) in
larger specimens. The head in specimens less than 210 millimeters in length is
slightly larger, contained (3.4) 3.8-4.1 (4.2) times in the total length, as compared
with (3.6) 4-4.3 (4.4) for large fish. The eye is conspicuously larger in the first
class. The ratios for the head divided by the eye are (3.6) 3.8-4.1 (4.4) and (4)

27 These figures for Lake Michigan are based on an examination of 383 specimens, those for scales- on 329, those for HIS on 73,
all others are based on an examination of 289 specimen8, ranging in length from 205 to 386 millimeters.

.. These and succeeding figures for Lake Huron, except those for gill rakers and lateral-line scales, are given for 177 specimens,
ranging in length from 210 to 368 mlllimeters. The figures for glll rakers are based on 417 specimens of all sizes, those for sCllles on
323 specimena.
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4.5-4.9 (5.2). The maxillary likewise appears to decrease slightly in relative size,
and the ventral fin becomes relatively shorter with increased growth. The values
for HIM are (2.3) 2.4-2.6 (2.7) and (2.3) 2.5-2.6 (2.8) and for AvIV are (1.1) 1.3-1.5
(1.7) and (1.3) 1.4-1.7 (1.9) for small and large fish, respectively. The depth and
width, of course, become greater as the individual approaches maturity.

Specimens of both sexes 160 millimeters long appear regularly to be approaching
sexual maturity. Fish as small even as 145 millimeters have exhibited maturing
sex glands.

COMPARISONS

Alpen:e resembles closely only johann:e and zenithicus. A comparison with
the former is given on page 357. Alpen:e and zenithicus differ most conspicuously
in the length of the mandible, the pigmentation of the maxillary, the position of
the premaxillaries, and the size attained. In alpen:e the lower jaw usually is longer
than the upper, whereas zenithicus usually has the lower jaw shorter than the upper
and included within it, and 6 per cent of the individuals examined had pigment
on the maxillary as compared with 83 per cent for zenithicus. The premaxillaries
in alpen:e usually make an angle of 50° to 60° with the horizontal axis of the head,
and the dorsal contour of the head usually is a smooth curve, seldom broken at
the premaxillary attachment, while in zenithicus the angle becomes 60° to 70° and
the curve of the dorsal contour of the head is broken at the symphysis with the rostral
cartilage. Zenithicus seldom grows larger than 300 millimeters, while alpen:e com
monly exceeds this limit. The state of development of the ova in females often
will serve as a valuable character. Alpen:e spawns about the middle of November
and zenithicus during the last of September and the first of October, so that the
ovaries of the females of the one species usually show more mature ova than those
of the other. Alpen:e differs from zenithicus in other characters, but the differences
are slight. The body of zenithicus, as a rule, is more pigmented, the head and body
shallower, the maxillary longer, and it usually has not more than 24 scalo rows
around the caudal peduncle at its commencement, while alpenCE most often has more
than 24.

The longjaw and blackfin of Lake Huron differ from one another in about the
same manner as the two species have been show'n on page 365 to differ in Lake
Michigan. However, there is another difference observable in the Lake Huron
fish-namely, the size of the eye. The values for HfE are for nigripinnis (3.6)
3.9-4.2 (4.6), with 3 per cent more than 4.4, and for alpen:e (4) 4.5-4.9 (5.2), with
84 per cent more than 4.4.

Sm~ll alpen:e are comparable with 7ciyi and are distinguishable from them by
their shorter paired fins, fewer gill rakers, smaller eye, and less pigmentation.
Those characters that can be expressed numerically are compared below for all.
7ciyi collected and for all alpen:e less than 21 centimeters in length:

Gill rakers on the first branchial arch:
alpenre, (31) 33-37 (4-1), with 12 per cent more than 37.
kiyi, (34-) 36-4-0 (4-4-), with 60 per cent more than 37.

HIE:
alpenre, (3.6) 3.8-4-.1 (4-.1), with 7~per cent more than 3.8.
kiyi, (3.3) 3.6-3.8 (4-.3), with 21 per cent more than 3.8.
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Pv/P:
alpen;e, (1.6) 1.8-2 (2.2), with 85 per cent more than 1.7.
kiyi, (1.1) 1.4-1.7 (1.9), with 4 per cent more than 1.7.

AvIV:
alpen;e, (1.1) 1.3-1.5 (1.7), with 93 per cent more than 1.2.
kiyi, (0.9) 1-1.2 (lA), with 6 per cent more than 1.2.

The proportions involving the head and eye may be taken only to indicate
a general trend, as of the two groups of specimens compared the alpenm averaged
3 centimeters larger. The maxillary is almost always immaculate in alpenm and
is almost always pigmented over at least half its surface in kiyi. The back, also, is
darker on the average in the latter. The mandible in alpenm is less pigmented and
more powerful than in kiyi, and the body shape is more elliptical as seen from the
side. A discussion of the difference between alpenm and hoyi may be found on
page 461.

From artedi, alpenm may be distinguished by the character of the mandible,
which in alpenm is well developed, pale, and longer, as a rule, than the upper jaw,
and in artedi frail, more or less conspicuously pigmented, and usually shorter; by
the fewer gill rakers on the first branchial arch and the longer head, snout, and
maxillary. A detailed comparison of the technical characters follows:
Gill rakers on the first branchial arch: 29

alpen;e, (31) 34-40 (44), with 16 per cent more than 39.
artedi, (40) 45-50 (53).

L/H:
alpen;e, (3.6) 4-4.3 (4.4).
artedi, (4) 4.3-4.6 (5), with 57 per cent more than 4.4.

HIM:
alpen;e, (2.3) 2.5-2.6 (2.8), with 7 per cent more than 2.6.
artedi, (2.6) 2.8-3 (3.3), with 96 per cent more than 2.6.

HIS:
alpen;e, (3.1) 3.4-3.6 (3.8), with 7 per cent more than 3.6.
artedi, (3.5) 3.7-4 (4.3), with 82 per cent more than 3.6.

Alpenm also shows much less pigmentation, especially on the dorsal surface
and on the maxillary. The latter usually is immaculate in alpena; and always
pigmented in artedi.

GEOGRAPHICAL DISTRIBUTION

In Table 22 are brought together all my data on the occurrence of the longjaw
in Lake Huron. Figure 5 shows these data platted on the chart of Lake Huron.

Lake Huron proper.-With the exception of entries 5, 40, 41, 42, and 45, the
45 records for Lake Huron proper were made by me from boats entering the harbors
in Michigan of Cheboygan, Rogers, Alpena, and Harbor Beach. The location in
the lake from which these lifts were made is shown on the chart. (Fig. 5.) Twenty
eight of these records are from the boats that used the 2%,-inch nets suitable for
chubs, and the rest are from the 4~ or 1~ inch gill nets and pound nets set for
other species or from special 2%,-inch nets. Commercial fishing operations thus
indicate that the longjaw is found in the deeper American waters from about the

.e Figures for gill rakers are given for all specimens. The rest are given for speeimens 210 millimeters or more in length in the
caRe or a/pertre, 8nd 225 millimeters or more in length in the case of aTtedi.
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latitude of Goderich to the Straits of Mackinaw. I have not seen longjaws from
the Canadian waters of Lake Huron, but A. Purvis, of the Duck Islands, tells me
that he not uncommonly takes large "chubs" in 4~-inch gill nets set for trout
and whitefish off the Duck Islands in the north end of the lake in 20 to 30 fathoms
(record 45). His books show that the trout lifts for several years during the months
of May, June, July, and August frequently took from. 100 to 200 pounds of gilled
chubs. The size of these fish indicates that they were longjaws. In spite of the
lack of other records for the Canadian side of the international boundary, an exami
nation of the hydrographic chart of the region shows similar physical conditions
on both sides of the boundary line and leaves no doubt that the range of the longjaw
extends to near the Canadian shore.

North Ohannel.-I have seen no longjaws from this region, but John Merrylees,
of Gore Bay on Manitoulin Island, tells me that he takes large" chubs" not uncom
monly in 4~-inch nets in 20 to 25 fathoms (record 46). A similar statement
is made by D. Beneteau, of Thessalon (record 47). There is in the North Chan
nel a maximum depth of 28 fathoms, shown on the chart. As neither chubs nor
blackfins are known to occur in quantities in less than 50 fathoms, these Gore Bay
and Thessalon fish must be either longjaws or short-jawed chubs.

Georgian Bay.-All but 2 of the 11 records for this area were made by me from
the hauls of 3-inch gill nets of boats entering the ports of Lions Head and Wiarton
on the eastern shore of the Saugeen Peninsula. They show that the longjaw is
found in Georgian Bay in summer and fall at depths corresponding to those at
which it occurs in Lake Huron. There is no reason to suppose that it does not
range over the whole of Georgian Bay during this season at similar depths. Records
54 and 55 are from my own observation in late November and December, 1919,
and show the fish then in shallow water in Colpoy Bay at a depth of 10 to 25 fathoms.
The entire catch of the nets at this time was made up of longjaws, and all were
spawners and milters. According to the statements of Stanley Boyd, of Oxenden
(record 53), this spawning run was already in the bay when he put in his nets on
November 19. Record 58 is from the statement of Duncan McInnis, of Meaford.
It shows an inshore run of spawning fish in Owen Sound and between Meaford
and Cape Rich, both south of Colpoy Bay. These data .on spawning fish are dis
cussed in another place.

From the data given in the table it may be concluded that the longjaw ranges
over the whole of Lake Huron and over Georgian Bay and that it probably occurs
in the North Channel also. It appears further from the records that in Georgian
Bay in late November and early December there is an inshore run of spawning
fish.

BATHYMETRIC DISTRIBUTION

The records so far discussed have dealt chiefly with catches taken in the chub
nets at depths of 35 to 100 fathoms. I have attempted, from other evidence, to
determine whether longjaws occur at depths of less than 35 fathoms. For this
purpose information is available from the following sources: (1) Catches of l~-inch

gill nets set by hook fishermen off Alpena and Harbor Beach, Mich., for the purpose
of taking small fish for bait; (2) catches of 4~-inch gill nets set for trout and white
fish in less than 35 fathoms at Alpena, Mich.; (3) catches of 2%,-inch gill nets set
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under my direction with the trout and whitefish nets off Alpena, Mich., for the
special purpose of determining the inshore range of chubs; (4) the pound nets set
alongshore in shallow water.

1. Oatches oj 1~-inch bait nets.-Record 44 shows that such a net set in 31
fathoms at Harbor Beach, Mich., yielded a catch, 21 per cent of which was of small
longjaws. On the other hand, lifts of identical nets in 30 fathoms off Alpena on
September 8,1917, and September 16, 1919, were examined by me without revealing
more than a single specimen of this species (record 10); and in the lift made off
Cheboygan, Mich., on October 15, 1919 (record 3) relatively few examples were
found. The evidence from this source is scant and inconclusive and concerns only
the immature fish that may be taken in gill nets of small mesh. In what quantities
these smalllongjaws are taken in bait nets, at what seasons, and under what con
ditions are matters of prime interest. Record 44 shows that they made up 21
per cent of one haul, but in general it is known only that large numbers of small
fish of some sort are taken daily to bait trout hooks. If a considerable percentage
of these immature fish is longjaws or other species of commercial value when adult,
their continued destruction may reduce greatly the supply of marketable fish of the
species caught. The matter is worthy of further investigation.

2. Lifts oj .4~-inch gill nets set jor trout and whitejish.-I found large longj aws
occasionally at Alpena, Mich., in September, 1917, gilled in 4~-inch trout nets
lifted from 20 to 30 fathoms (record 11). Records of Alpena fishing tugs examined
by me suggest that similar large fish are caught virtually throughout the season in
these nets (record 40). Record 5 shows them taken daily during the last two weeks
of September on rock bottom in 12 to 15 fathoms at Rogers, Mich. Record 45
shows similar fish in 20 to 30 fathoms at the Duck Islands, Ontario. Record 46
shows them during the summer off Gore Bay Lighthouse in the North Channel in
20 to 35 fathoms. Record 47 indicates that they are caught in winter at similar
depths. The fish recorded under Nos. 5,45,46, and 47 were not seen by me, but their
size indicates that they were longjaws; only the largest individuals of the species
are gilled in nets of this mesh.

The specimens collected by me from 14 to 30 fathom lifts of 4~-inch trout nets
at Alpena (records 9, 14, 23, 31, and 39) were smalllongjaws. They were not gilled
irr the usual sense of the word but were caught by their jaws becoming entangled in
the meshes of the nets, so that their presence in the nets must be regarded as acci
dental. It is probable that they occur in shallow water in larger numbers than is
indicated by their occasional capture in gill nets of large mesh.

3. Lijts oj 2%-inch gill nets set in less than 30 jathoms.-These nets were set in an
attempt to determine whether gill nets of suitable mesh set on the same grounds as
the 4~-inch trout nets referred to in the preceding paragraph would show longjaws
in greater abundance than is ip.dicated by their accidental capture in the trout nets
themselves, or whether they occurred in localities in which the trout nets did not
reveal them. The nets were lifted off Alpena as follows: September 17, 1917, 1331
miles SE. by S. of the can buoy in 15 fathoms with 4~-inch whitefish nets; Sep
tember 19, 1917,23 miles SE. by E. ~ E. of the can buoy in 30 fathoms with trout
nets; September 26, 1917, 13 miles SE. by S. of the city in 17 fathoms; November 2,
1917, 7milesE.NE. of the can buoy in 15 fathoms on honeycomb rock. In each
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case a box (2,250 feet) of 2%-inch gill nets was placed. Only 10 longjaws were taken
by these nets, and all but 1 were included in the catch of September 19, 1917, in
30 fathoms (record 18). The nets set in 15 and 17 fathoms took only one longjaw
on September 26, 1917 (record 26).

4. Lifts oj the pound nets.-These ordinarily have not yieldedlongjaws, butrela
tively few ever have been examined by me. In collecting herring in Saginaw Bay,
Dr. John Van Oosten has found stray longjaws on two occasions in the herring lifts
made by the pound nets set in the shallow water at the bottom of the bay (records
41 and 42). The fish undoubtedly had strayed into the nets from spawning grounds
somewhere along the shore.

From all the observations made by me, it appears that the depth range of the
longjaw, when not spawning, is between 14 and 100 fathoms. Records 5, 45, 46, and
47, from the statements of fishermen, suggest also the occurrence of the species in
shallow water, but it can not be asserted positively that the fish so reported were
longj aws. In the spawning season the species appears to come into the shallowest
water.

RELATIVE ABUNDANCE

Concerning the proportion of the longjaw to all the chubs in the chub lifts only
the following few scattered observations, based on examination of lifts, are available:
At Cheboygan, Mich., on July 21,1917 (record 1), the longjaw was not rare in 35 to
50 fathoms. What proportion it made of the total catch is unknown. On September
28 and September 29, 1917 (record 2), it was practically absent from the lifts of the
same nets. No lifts were examined at Rogers, Mich., except one made on October 14,
1917 (record 6),in35 to 50 fathoms. This lift of about 1,500 pounds, like the lifts
of September 28 and September 29 at Cheboygan, Mich., was made on the spawning
grounds of zenithicus and contained only half a dozen longj aws. In view of the occu
pation of the grounds by the spawning zenithicus, these records show nothing conclu
sive concerning the occurrence of the longjaw at these depths. The hauls brought
into Alpena, Mich., from depths of 60 to 80 fathoms vary in the number of the long
jaws they contain. From the center of the lake, from northeast to east of the city in
1917, only an occasionallongjaw was brought in on September 7, 10, 12, 14, 17, 19,
21, 24, and 26, and October 17 and 20 (records 8, 12, 13, 15, 16, 19,21,24,25,27,
and 28). As these were the only catches examined from the center of the lake, it is
not known whether longjaws ever occur there in numbers. Longjaws were uncom
mon also in the catches made from depths of 60 to 70 fathoms on August 7, 1920,
19 miles NE. ~ N. of Thunder Bay Island; in 60 to 65 fathoms in 1923 on June 28,
19 miles NE. of Thunder Bay Island, on June 30, 17 miles NE. by N. %' N. of
Thunder Bay Island, on July 2,20 miles E. by N. of the can buoy; and from 80 to 100
fathoms on July 5, 18 miles NE. % E. of Thunder Bay Island (records 33 to 37).
In three lifts made August 30 and September 3, 1919, and on July 7, 1923, 18 miles
N. by E. ~ E. of Thunder Bay Island in 60 to 64 fathoms, 28 miles E. >i S. of the
can buoy in 60 to 64 fathoms, and 13 miles NE. ~ N. of Thunder Bay Island in 60
fathoms, respectively (records 29, 30, and 38), longjaws comprised 20 to 22 per cent
of the haul. A single lift examined at Harbor Beach, Mich., 35 miles NE. by N. %' N.
from 50 fathoms on October 27, 1917 (record 43), was composed of slightly less than
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half of this species. Within Georgian Bay at Wiarton and Lions Head, on July 28
and July 30, 1919, at 52 and 60 fathoms, respectively (records 51 and 48), hauls were
less than half longjaws. At Lions Head on October 6,1919, in 70 fathoms (record 49),
there were few longjaws. In.Colpoys Bay from November 28 to December 3, 1919,
in 10 to 25 fathoms (records 54 and 55), nothing but longjaws was taken. These,
which were all spawning fish, are discussed under breeding habits.

The evidence reviewed shows without doubt that the longjaw is found in varying
numbers, when not spawning, at depths of 14 to 100 fathoms. Lifts made from
water 60 to 80 fathoms near the center of the lake, from 60 to 100 fathoms 17 to 20
miles northerly from the mouth of Thunder Bay, and from 70 fathoms in Georgian
Bay show but few individuals of the species. Those made in water of less than 50
fathoms with 2%;-inch nets show either no individuals of the species or very few.
With 172-inch nets small specimens have been taken commonly at 31 fathoms. The
heavy hauls of longjaws recorded are from depths of 50 to 64 fathoms, usually near
shallow-water areas. These show the species to make up 20 to 50 per cent of the
total number of fish taken. Only the catches of the 4~-inch gill nets recorded by
me, the use of the speciaI2%;-inch nets (see p. 374), and the reports of the fishermen
indicate the presence of the fish in water of less than 30 fathoms outside of the spawn
ing season. These records indicate that only small quantities of fish are taken.
The records thus show that the longjaw population, except in the breeding season,
has its greatest density at depths of 50 to 64 fathoms, and that the density decreases
tow'ard deeper water and toward shore until only occasional fish are taken at 100 and
14 fathoms. Certainly more data are needed to determine finally the relative
density of the longjaw population at different depths.

BREEDING HABITS

Concerning the further natural history of the form little is known. That the
species leaves the north end of the lake toward the last of September seems certain,
as the boats from Cheboygan and Rogers take practically none at this time. (See
Table 14.) Whether the cause of the disappearance is simply an inshore movement,
and whether similar movements occur at the other ports of the lake, must remain
unknown until facilities for further observation are available. Certainly there is
an inshore movement in Georgian Bay when (during the first week of November)
swarms of spawning fish enter Colpoys Bay in 10 to 24 fathoms (records 53 to
55). The fish are also said to be present at the same time in Owen Sound and be
tween Meaford and Cape Rich in 16 to 20 fathoms (record 58). The records of
stray individuals iIi 3 fathoms in Saginaw Bay on October 29, 1921, and on Novem
ber 25, 1925 (records 41 and 42), show that some individuals come into still shallower
water at this time. The bottom of the grounds then visited is broken, according
to the fishermen-that is, it consists of "mud" mixed with rock and gravel. During
the last week in November, 1919, I found spawn flowing freely from the females
and pearl organs on the males taken in Colpoys Bay. There can be no doubt that
the fish frequent these localities at this time for the purpose of depositing their eggs.
In 1919 the fish were caught from November 19 to December 3 in Colpoys Bay.
They left during a heavy gale the first week in December. On account of the rough
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weather at this time of the year the fish are not followed after they move out of
the bay.

. These are the only known spawning grounds of the species, though others are
certainly in existence in Lake Huron and possibly in Georgian Bay. The location
of the spawning grounds in Colpoys Bay and Owen Sound and along the shore south
of Cape Rich opens the way for further investigation of the life history of the long
jaw. It should be practicable to secure eggs for artificial propagation, should such
a step be desirable. Something could be learned about the conditions necessary
for the development of the egg, also, and for the maintenance of the fry.

FOOD

Thirty stomachs were examined by Doctor Hubbs from specimens taken off
Alpena, Mich., in September, 1917, in 60 fathoms and deeper. Mysis constituted the
only food found in most of these stomachs. About one-third of the fish had eaten
a little sand and plant remains of one kind and another. Pisidium, clay, fish scales,
and cased invertebrate eggs of some kind were found in an occasional stomach. One
specimen taken off Bay City, Mich., on October 29, 1921, had eaten larvro of the
May fly (Hexagenia) and some cased invertebrate eggs.

LEUCICHTHYS ZENITHICUS Jordan and Everl'llann

THE SHORT-JAWED CHUB (FIG. Hi)

Argyrosomus zenithicus Jordan and Evermann, 1909, pp. 169-171, Lake Superior, off Isle Royale.
Leucichthys zenithicus Jordan and Evermann, 1911, pp. 20-30, Lake Superior; Dymond, 1026,

p. 65, PI. VI, Lake Nipigon.
Argyrosomus hoyi Milner, 1874a, pp. 86-87, in part, Lake Superior; Evermann and Smith, 1896,

pp. 310-312, pI. 22, in part, Lake Michigan.
Leucichthys hoyi Jordan and Evermann, 1911, pp. 28-29, fig. 14 and PI. III (not V), Lake Michigan.

Leucichthys zenithicus has been described from Lake Superior and occurs also
in Lakes Michigan, Huron, and Nipigon. In all four bodies of water it is represented
by elongate, subterete fishes of relatively moderate size, with short, usually included
mandible, relatively long snout and maxillary, shallow head, and a moderate number
of gill rakers and lateral-line scales. These forms inhabit moderate depths and
spawn in the fall. The Michigan and Huron races differ from the typical race in
having a shorter head and pectoral fins and reduced pigmentation, especially on
the maxillary. The Huron race also has somewhat fewer gill rakers. The Nipigon
race has fewer gill rakers, fewer scales in the lateral line and scale rows, a relatively
larger head, eye, and snout, and a slightly deeper body than the typical race. It is
also paler in color and less pigmented. The Huron race spawns in September and
October; the rest in October and November.

Type

The type is a male specimen (catalogue No. 62517, U. S. National Museum)
278 millimeters in length, taken "in September, 1908, in deep water off Isle Royale."
Counts of certain multiple parts and proportional lengths for this specimen are
shown in Table 25.
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LeucichthY8 zenithicu8 of Lake Superior

The short-jawed chub does not attain great size. The largest individual I have
ever seen measured only 332 millimeters, and few specimens larger than 300 milli
meters have been taken. The body is moderately compressed, elongate, and, as
seen from the side, tapers smoothly and regularly to the head and tail from the deepest
portion of the body, which is at the front of the dorsal. The depth at this point is
quite variable and ranges in adults from 19 to 27 per cent of the length, with the
usual range between 21 and 24 per cent. The width is about 50 to 55 per cent of the
depth. The head, which is of relatively little depth, is contained 3.7 [(3.6) 3.8-4.1
(4.4)] 30 times in the total length. The dorsal margin of the head, not including the
premaxillaries, is more or less straight. The snout is long and is contained 3.5 [(3.1)
3.3-3.6 (4)] times in the head length. It is truncated in side view, due to the
nearly vertical position of the premaxillaries, which usually make an angle of 60° to
70° with the horizontal axis of the head. The maxillary likewise is long, is contained
2.5 [(2.1) 2.3-2.5 (2.7)] times in the head, and except in rare cases is more or less
pigmented. The lower jaw usually is immaculate or faintly pigmented and included
within the upper in about three-fourths of all the specimens seen. The eye is moderate
in size and is contained 4.6 [(3.9) 4.2-4.6 (5.1)] times in the head. The gill rakers on
the first branchial arch number 17+28 [(13) 14-16 (17)+(21) 24-26 (29)=(32)
39-43 (46)].31

The scales in the lateral line number 74 [(69) 74-84 (90)].32 Rows of scales
around the body just in front of the dorsal and ventrals number 40 [(37) 39-42 (45)]; 33
just in front of the adipose and anus 34 [(31) 32-34 (35)]; 34 around the caudal peduncle
24 [(22) 23-25 (26)].34 There are 10 [(10-11)] 35 dorsal rays, 12 [(10) 11-12 (13)] 35
anal rays, 12 [11-12] 35 ventral rays, and 16 [(15) 16-17 (18)] 35 pectoral rays. The
dorsal margin of the pectorals usually is more or less straight, at least not often
sharply decurved. The pectoral length divided into the pectoral-ventral distance
is contained 1.6 [(1.3) 1.6-2 (2.4)] times. The length of the ventrals is contained
1.3 [(1) 1.3-1.6 (1.9)] times in the distance from their insertion to that of the anal.
The sum of the greatest depth of the head and the length of the base of the anal

fin divided by the sum of the snout and maxillary length (H~~~B) equals 1.52

[(1.30) 1.45-1.55 (1.75)].
The color in life is silvery, as in the other species of Leucichthys. The color is

like that described for the chub on page 349, except that the dorsal surface is dark
blue green to pale pea green. The color is obscured everywhere by somewhat heavier
pigmentation, which is most pronounced around the free margins of the scales.
There is a distinct purplish iridescence, most intense above the lateral lineIand
paling gradually into the colorless belly. In addition to the patches of green in the
frontal bones noted in the description of the chub, there are often two streaks!of

10 The figures in hrackets, except where otherwise stated, are based on an examination of 787 specimens, ranging In length from
200 to 332 millimeters.

11 Eight hundred and eighty-three specimens.
IJ Nine hundred and fifty-six spl'cimens.
II Two hundred specimens.
II Twenty specimens.
II Forty specimens.
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green between the nares. The paired fins and often the bases of the others are
faintly flesh colored. The dorsal margin and often the distal half of the rays of
the pectoral, the cranial margin and a wide distal band of the dorsal and the lateral
borders, the distal third of the longest and half of the shortest rays of the caudal
are smoky to black in hue. Black may often be present more or less conspicuously
on the ventrals and the anal, also.

All color fades after death, and after prolonged preservation the silvery tone
usually disappears, leaving characters of pigmentation more conspicuous. The
pigment, which in life is evident on the entire dorsal surface, is revealed in dimin
ished abundance on the sides above the lateral line. Below the lateral line and on
the cheeks pigment is scattered.

Males, at least, acquire pearl organs during the breeding season, as is indicated
by the fact that a few individuals taken several weeks previous to the spawning
season have traces of these excrescences. Their full development probably is not
different from the development exhibited by the breeding m"ale of Lakes Huron and
Michigan.

VARIATIONS

Racial variations.-Specimens have been collected from 12 localities distributed
rather uniformly along the shore of the lake. The number of specimens preserved
from each port varies, for the most part, between 50 and 200, and the various collec
tions are fairly homogeneous in respect to size. A comparison of the various locality
groups shows no differences in any of the characters examined. There are indica
tions that specimens under 200 millimeters vary according to locality and habitat.
For example, those small fish that have been taken from depths of more than 60
fathoms appear to have, on the average, a slightly shorter snout and greater body
depth (even making allowance for the bloating attendant on bringing the fish to
the surface) than those from shallower water.

Size variations.-Rather marked variations are exhibited by the small specimens.
In Table 25 are compared extensively 10 specimens of less than 200 millimeters in
length and 10 specimens of more than 200 millimeters in length. In addition, there
:are given in Tables 8 to 11 a comparison of certain characters of all the specimens
collected, which in these tables have been separated similarly according to size.
The most noteworthy data are summarized below:
Gill rakers on the first branchial arch:

Small fish, (32) 36-41 (45), with the mode at 38.
Large fish, (34) 39-43 (46), with the mode at 40.

L/H:
Small fish, (3.5) 3.7-4 (4.2), with the mode at 3.9.
Large fish, (3.6) 3.8-4.1 (4.4), with the mode at 4.

HIE:
Small fish, (3.6) 3.7-4.1 (4.5), with the mode at 3.9.
Large fish, (3.9) 4.2-4.6 (5.1), with the mode at 4.4.

HIM:
Small fish, (2.3) 2.4-2.6 (2.7), with the mode at 2.5.
Large fish, (2.1) 2.3-2.5 (2.7), with the mode at 2.5.

HIS:
Small fish, (3.1) 3.3-3.7 (3.9), with the mode at 3.5.
Large fish, (3.1) 3.3-3.6 (4), with the mode at 3.4.
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Pv/P:
Small fish, (1.4) 1.7-2 (2.4), with the. mode at 2.
Large fish, (1.3) 1.6-2 (2.4), with the mode at 1.8.

AviV:
Small fish, (1) 1.2-1.5 (1.7), with the mode at 1.4.
Large fish, (1) 1.3-1.6 (1.9), with the mode at 1.5.

On account of the smaller snout and maxillary in small specimens, the H~~~B

value averages higher in this group. It equals (1.30) 1.45-1.65 (1.75), with the mode
at 1.55. For larger specimens the value is (1.30) 1.45-1.55 (1.75), with the mode at
1.50. The data summarized above and those in Table 25 indicate that the smaH
specimens have fewer and shorter gill rakers on the first branchial arch, a larger
eye, a somewhat shorter snout, maxillary, and pectorals, and a slightly larger head
and longer ventrals. The depth, as is usual, is less in small individuals. Specimens
150 millimeters in length usually show maturing sex organs. Individuals less than
200 millimeters are immature occasionally, but less than 1 per cent of more than
1,000 specimens examined of greater size had undeveloped sex organs.

COMPARISONS 36

Zenithicus resembles closely only reighardi and nignp~nnis. From reighardi
it may be distinguished by its longer snout, more gill rakers, smaller eye, shallower
head, and narrower body. A comparison of such figures as can be accuraf,p,lyexpressed
in figures follows:

Gill rakers on the first branchial arch:
zenithicU8, (32) 39-43 (46), with 80 per cent more than 38.
reighardi, (32) 34-38 (42), with 10 per cent more than 38.

HIE:
zenithicU8, (3.9) 4.2-4.6 (5.1), with 80 per cent more than 4.2.
reighardi, (3.6) 3.9-4.2 (5), with 9 per cent more than 4.2

HIS:
zenithicU8, (3.1) 3.3-3.6 (4), with 12 per cent more than 3.5.
reighardi, (3.4) 3.6-3.9 (4.1), with 93 per cent more than 3.5.

Zenithicus has, on the average, a longer maxillary, longer paired fins, and more
scales in the lateral line. It has also been observed that the ovaries of reighardi
are almost always yellowish in color, at least in September, while those of zenithicus
are more often orange.

Zenithicu8 has, on the average, a longer snout and maxillary, a shorter anal baset

less depth of head and body, and fewer scale rows than nigripinnis cyanopterus.
The cumulative differences of the first four characters combined are expressed by the

HD + AB t' h' h f . h' . () () . hM + S- ra 10, w lC or zemt wus IS 1.30 1.45-1.55 1.75, WIt 14 per cent more

than 1.55, and for nigripinnis cyanopterus (1.45) 1.65-1.75 (1.85), with 95 per cent
more than 1.55. For zenithicus the body depth contained in the total length is (3.6)
4-4.7 (5.4), with 91 per cent ~ore than 3.9, and for nigripinnis (3.2) 3.6-4.3 (4.6), with
45 per cent more than 3.9.

• tThe specimens compared in this section for proportions are those 200 or more millimeters long, except artedi, which are 225 or
more millimeters. Counts are given for specimens of all sizes.
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The total number of scale rows around the body just in front of the dorsal and
"Ventrals is, in zenithicus (37) 39-42 (45), with 8 per cent more than 42, and in
nigripinnis (40) 41-45 (47), with 51 per cent more than 40. Zenithicus usually shows
much less pigment, especially on the tip of the mandible and on the pectorals; the
dorsal margin of the pectorals is usually straight, not conspicuously decurved;
and the body outline, as seen from the side, is more elliptical than in nigripinnis.
In the latter the body is distinctly deepest in front of the dorsal, and the dorsal contour
rises sharply from the occiput. The state of development of the sex organs, par
ticularly of the ovaries, is also an aid in separating the species at certain times, as
zenithicus spawns in November and nigripinnis in September.

Zenithicus attains a much greater adult size than kiyi and hoyi. Small speci
mens may be separated from these two species by their more elongate body shape,
less body depth, more elongate head, and included mandible. Small zenithicus are
distinguished further from hoyi by their fewer gill rakers on the first branchial arch,
which number (32) 36-41 (45), with 17 per cent more than 40, in small zenithicus,
and (37) 41-44 (49), with 83 per cent more than 40, in hoyi.

Zenithicus may be distinguished readily from artedi by the fewer rakers on the
first branchial arch, longer snout, maxillary, head, and paired fins, and the more
truncated head as seen from the side. Comparative figures for most of these
characters follow.
Gill rakers on the first branchial arch:

zenithicU8, (32) 39-43 (46), with 4 per cent more than 43.
artedi, (41) 45-48(53), with 97 per cent more than 43.

L/H:
zenithicU8, (3.6) 3.8-4.1 (4.4), with 2 per cent more than 4.2.
artedi, (4.1) 4.3-4.6 (5.1), with 92 per cent more than 4.2.

HIS:
zenithicU8, (3.1) 3.3-3.6 (4), with 12 per cent more than 3.5.
artedi, (3.4) 3.6-3.9 (4.3), with 93 per cent more than 3.5.

HIM:
zenithicU8, (2.1) 2.3-2.5 (2.7), with 1 per cent more than 2.6.
artedi, (2.5) 2.7-3 (3.1), with 92 per cent more than 2.6.

Pv/P:
zenithicU8, (1.3) 1.6-2 (2.4), with 14 per cent more than 1.9.
artedi, (1.7) 2-2.2 (2.8), with 84 per cent more than 1.9.

AViV:
zenithicU8, (1) 1.3-1.6 (1.9), with 15 per cent more than 1.5.
artedi, (1.3) 1.6-1.8 (2.3), with 91 per cent more than 1.5.

GEOGRAPHICAL DISTRIBUTION

My data on the occurrence of zenithicus in Lake Superior are assembled in
Table 24 and are platted on the chart in Figure 3. Most of the 32 records are
derived from special sets of nets of 272 and 2% inch mesh made by me out of
'Various ports of the lake in the course of a survey of the Leucichthys fauna. The
records are sufficiently numerous and their sources sufficiently well distributed over
the lake to warrant the conclusion that zenithicus occurs all along the shores of
Lake Superior where suitable conditions obtain.
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BATHYMETRIC DISTRIBUTION

~ The small-meshed nets mentioned in the preceding paragraph were set either
with the commercial trout nets or in gangs by themselves at depths of 11 to 100
fathoms. These nets always took zenithicU8 at every set, except the one set made
in Moffat Strait on September 25, 1923, in 13 to 14 fathoms; and records 2, 3, 6,
10, 14, 15, 16, 19,28,29,31, and 32 show that some specimens also became entangled
in the trout nets themselves. While these data seem to indicate that the species
is rather widely distributed, both vertically and horizontally, it is noteworthy that
few sets were made more than 15 miles from land (see fig. 3) or, whatever their
remoteness from shore, were more than a few miles from 30 or 40 fathoms shoals,
from which the descent into depths of 80 fathoms or more is abrupt. It may be
stated, then, that zenithicU8 ranges along the shores of Lake Superior at depths of
from 11 to 100 fathoms. Whether it goes deeper is not known. It is unlikely that
it often comes shallower, at least not in the fishing season, as it is unknown as an
accidental inclusion among the artedi and reighardi that often are taken in the
pound nets set at 4 to 10 fathoms out of various ports.

RELATIVE ABUNDANCE

The lifts of the special 2%: and 272 inch nets set out of the various ports are
the only source of data on the relative abundance of zenithicU8 at any locality or at
any depth. While the amount of netting used was relatively insignificant when the
expanse of the lake is considered, yet the number of fish taken in a given period
indicates in some measure their abundance along the bottom. ' Out of Sault Ste.
Marie, Mich., a gang of 1,800 feet of netting set on June 12, 1922, 10 miles NW.
by W. 74: W. of Point Iroquois Light in Whitefish Bay, and lifted on the 14th, had
about 200 fish, or 55 fish per night per 1,000 feet (record 1), of which virtually all
were zenithicu8. Out of Marquette, Mich., 6 miles NE. %: N., in 42 to 65 fathoms
,on August 8, 1921, 2,500 feet of net took about 250 fish after having been set five
nights, or 20 fish per night per 1,000'feet (record 4); and the same amount of netting
lifted on August 11, 18 miles NE. by N., in 100 to 80 fathoms, after seven nights
,out, had about 200 fish, or 11 fish per night per 1,000 feet (record 5). All but 10,
-or 96 per cent, of the fish taken on the 8th and all but 35, or 88 per cent, of those
taken on the 11th were zenithicu8. Out of Ontonagon, Mich., on August 24, 1921,
in 2,500 feet of netting lifted 21 miles west in 15 to 45 fathoms, after having been
set for seven nights, about 700 fish were taken, or 40 fish per night per 1,000 feet
(record 11); and a similar gang lifted on the 25th, 6 miles NNW. in 20 to 38 fathoms,
seven nights out, had about 500 fish, or 28 fish per night per 1,000 feet (record 12).
Both these gangs took virtually nothing but zenithicu8. Between Cat and South
Twin Islands, of the Apostle group, 2,200 feet of net lifted on July 11, 1922, after
-one night out, from 15 to 20 fathoms, had about 300 zenithicu8, or 136 fish per
night per 1,000 feet (record 13), and virtually nothing else.

Three thousand feet of net lifted 20 miles NE. by E. of Duluth on July 17,
1922, in 30 to 40 fathoms, after two nights, had about 200 pounds of fish, probably
500 individuals (record 17), of which virtually all were zenithicu8. Out of Grand
Marais, Minn., in 3,500 feet of net set off Terrace Point in 30 to 65 fathoms and
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lifted on September 14, 1921, after seven nights out, about 2,000 fish were taken,
or 81 fish per night per 1,000 feet (record 18), of which all but a few were zenithicU8.
ZenithicU8 was rare in the 2~-inch nets set on September 15, 1923, between Silver
Island and the mainland in 14 fathoms (record 20). There was a single fish among
the 32 Leucichthys taken in one net (500 feet) set one night. In Thunder Bay a
net lifted on September 15, 1923, off Thunder Cape in 31 fathoms, after having
been set two nights, took 70 Leucichthys, or 70 fish per night per 1,000 feet of net,
of which half were zenithicU8 (record 21). A n'et lifted north of the Welcome
Islands on September 17, 1923, in 11 fathoms, after having been set two nights,
took a single zenithicU8 among the 16 Leucichthys (record 22). Two nets lifted
on September 17, 1923, south of the Welcome Islands in 23 fathoms, after having
been set two nights, took 121 fish, or 60 fish per night per 1,000 feet of net, of which
but 6 per cent were zenithicU8 (record 23). Two nets lifted on September 19,
1923, off Sawyer Bay, from 49 fathoms, two nights out, had 50 fish, or 25 fish per
1,000 feet of net per night, 62 per cent of which were zenithicU8 (record 24). On
September 25, 1923, two 2~-inch nets (1,000 feet of netting) set for one night in
Simpson Channel in 74 fathoms took only 4 fish, all of them zenithicU8 (record
26). On September 29, 1923, two nets lifted after four nights from 42 fathoms off
Salter Island took 25 fish, or 6 fish per night per 1,000 feet of net, of which 92 per
cent were zenithicU8 (record 27). One thousand feet of net set out of Rossport,
Ontario, off Bread Rock in 80 to 90 fathoms, and lifted on October 4, 1921, after
having been set for four nights, took about 210 fish, or 52 fish per night per 1,000
feet (record 25). All but 11 per cent of these were zenithicu8. Two thousand
five hundred feet of netting lifted on June 22, 1922, 3 miles SE. ~ E. of the Quebec
Harbor Light on Michipicoten Island in 80 fathoms, three nights out, took 75 fish,
or 10 fish per night per 1,000 feet (record 30), of which 60, or 79 per cent, were
zenithicU8. One thousand eight hundred feet of netting lifted off Alona Bay on
the east shore of the lake on June 26, 1922, in 60 fathoms, after having been set
for five nights, took about 200 fish, or 22 fish per night per 1,000 feet (re~ord 32),
of which 87 per cent were zenithicu8. The fish taken in the 4~-inch nets in
Michigan waters, out of Grand Marais (record 2), Marquette (records 3 and 6),
and Ontonagon (record 10); in Wisconsin waters off South Twin Island (records
14, 15, and 16); in Minnesota waters off Grand Marais (record 19); and in Ontario
waters off Port Coldwell (record 28), Michipicoten Island (record 29), and Copper
mine Point (records 31 and 32), were only casual inclusions and can show little
concerning the abundance of these fish.

These data indicate that zenithicu8 occurs more or less abundantly at depths of
11 to 100 fathoms, but they do not mark the zone of maximum abundance for the
8pecies because the various observations have been made at different seasons and at
different places and make no allowance for seasonal migrations nor for differences of
habit induced by different physical conditions. It is clear, however, that the gangs
set exclusively in depths of 60 to 100 fathoms average only 17 zenithicu8 per night per
1,000 feet (records 5, 25, 26, 30, and 32), while those set wholly or in part at depths of
15 to 45 fathoms average 41 zenithicu8 (records 1, 4,11,12,13,18,21,23,24, and 27).
In shallower water the species has been found rare. The data indicate further that
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zenithicus comprises 79 to 99 per cent of all the Leucichthys taken by the special nets,
except in Thunder Bay and vicinity (records 20 to 24), where reighardi is common
est. ZenithicU8 does not now support, nor is it certain that it ever has maintained, a
fishing industry, although at Marquette and Duluth lifts of the species are made
occasionally at certain seasons. In abundance it now ranks only second to artedi,
nigripinnis cyanopteru8 having ceased long since to occur in commercial quantities.

BREEDING HABITS

No specimens were taken in the spawning season, and the time of breeding and
the location of spawning grounds are known only from the testimony of fishermen and
from specimens taken out of Marquette, Mich., in December, 1922. Mr. Parker
informs me that by setting 10 miles N. by W. >i W. in 20 to 40 fathoms during the
last week in November, from 3 to 6,000 pounds of spawning chubs usually are taken
in a gang of 2%'-inch nets 5 miles long lifted after four nights (record 9). The
run is said to last about a week. The bottom on the spawning grounds is clay. Of
the five species of "chubs" that are known from Superior, lciyi and hoyi never attain
sufficient size to gill in 2%,-inch nets, reighardi is not known to occur east of Keweenaw
Point, Mich., and cyanopteru8 spawns in September; therefore these fish can only be
zenithicu8. James Scott, of Grand Marais, Minn., gives information that indicates
that the species may spawn during November along the shores near Grand Marais.
He says that when the herring nets, which are floated to take artedi, fall by accident
to the bottom, zenithicu8 are taken in them in unusual abundance. The fish are
distinguished from the herring by the Grand Marais fishermen and are known
locally as ciscoes.

Observations made on the state of development of the ovaries tend to confirm
the above-mentioned statements. Of the specimens taken at all ports during June,
July, August, and September, only a few specimens (and these were less than 200
millimeters long) collected in Whitefish Bay on June 14, 1922 (record 1), showed
spawn in a state approaching ripeness. Those taken at Grand Marais, Minn., on
September 14, 1921, in Thunder Bay on September 19, 1923, and at Rossport,
Ontario, on October 4, 1921, had well-developed eggs, and an occasional male taken
on the last two dates showed traces of pearls. The female fish taken at Marquette,
Mich., in early December, 1922, were either spawning or ready to spawn.

Late November and early December is probably the spawning time for the species
throughout the lake. It is likely that the small fish with ripe ova taken in June were
spawning for the first time and may have retained their eggs beyond the normal time
of spawning. At any rate, the proportion of specimens with such abnormal ovaries
was insignificant, and there is no reason to believe that the species spawns more than
once a year. The known spawning grounds at Marquette are at depths of 20 to 40
fathoms on clay, and probably it will be found that spawning grounds in other areas
of the lake are similarly situated.
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HIS:
Superior, (3.1) 3.3-3.6 (4).
Nipigon, (3) 3.2-3.5 (3.8).

Pv/P:
Superior, (1.3) 1.6-2 (2.4).
Nipigon, (1.5) 1.6-1.9 (2.1).

AviV:
Superior, (1) 1.3-1.6 (1.9).
Nipigon, (1.1) 1.3-1.5 (1.7).

LID:
Superior, (3.6) 4-4.7 (5.1).
Nipigon, (3.5) 3.7-4.5 (5).

Zenithicus of Lake Nipigon is compared in the chief characters with the typical
.race below:
Gill rakers on the first branchial arch:

Superior, (34) 39-43 (46).87
Nipigon, (33) 36-39 (42).88

'Scales in lateral line:
Superior, (69) 74-84 (90).
Nipigon, (66) 70-77 (83).

L/H:
Superior, (3.6) 3.8-4.1 (4.4).
Nipigon, (3.5) 3.7-4 (4.2).

HIE:
Superior, (3.9) 4.2-4.6 (5.1).
Nipigon, (3.6) 4-4.4 (4.6).

HIM:
Superior, (2.1) 2.3-2.5 (2.7).
Nipigon, (2.2) 2.3-2.5 (2.8).

The comparisons show that the Nipigon race differs from the typical race in
having fewer gill rakers and lateral-line scales and possibly a relatively larger head,
,eye, and snout, and a slightly deeper body. It has also fewer scale rows.

The color in life is much paler than in the typical race. The pea green of the
back is very pale, and the green cranial patches 'are often wanting. Pigmentation
also is reduced, especially on the dorsal surface and on the maxillary, which usually
is pigmented over not more than one-fourth its area, and on the abdominal fins,
which are usually immaculate.

No pearled individuals have been seen, but pearl organs doubtless are developed
-during the breeding season.

VARIATIONS

Racial variations.-The examination of my specimens shows no indication of
the occurrence of well-marked races in the lake. There are not enough specimens
,available for extensive comparison, however.

Size variations.-In Table 27, 10 specimens more than 200 millimeters long and
10 less than 200 millimeters long are compared extensively. The differences between
the two groups are of proportion. Small specimens have a relatively larger head
and eye, longer paired fins, a relatively somewhat shorter snout and maxillary, and
Jess body depth.

Of the 14 small specimens examined, none were found sexually mature at less than
170 millimeters. .

COMPARISONS 39

Zenithicus is separable from all the species of Leucichthys of the lake except
reighardiand hoyi by the number of gill rakers on the first branchial arch, which in
none of the other forms number less than 44 and in zenithicus not more than 42.

11 These and succeedIng figures, except those for lateral·llne scales, are based on an examination of 787 specimens ranging In
length from 200 to 332 millimeters. Those for scales are given for 056 specimens.

I! FIgures for glll raker8 and lateral·llne scales are based on an examinatIon of 160 and 147 specimens, respectively. All others
are given from sn examination of 141 speclmensranginl[ In length between 200 and 308 mlllimeters.

I! The specimens compared for proportions are those 200 mlllimeters or more In length or, In the case of artedl, 225 millimeters
or more. The counts are given for specimens of all sizes.
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Zenithicus may be separated from reighardi by its greater number of gill rakers
and lateral-line scales, longer snout, and less depth of head and body. These char
acters are compared for the two species below:
Gill rakers:

zenithicus, (33) 36-39 (42), with 78 per OIlnt more than 36.
reighardi, (32) 33-36 (38), with 9 per cent more than 36.

Lateral-line scales:
zenithicus, (66) 70-77 (83), with 55 per cent more than 73.
reighardi, (64) 66-73 (77), with 15 per cent more than 73.

HIS:
zenithicus, (3) 3.2-3.4 (3.8), with 19 per cent more than 3.4.
reighardi, (3.3) 3.5-3.6 (4), with 85 per cent more than 3.4.

L/HD:
zenithicus, (5.8) 6.1-6.8 (7.4), with 84 per cent more than 6.2.
reighardi, (5.5) 5.7-6.2 (6.6), with 10 per cent more than 6.2.

HD/S:
zenithicus, (1.8) 1.9-2.1 (2.3), with 6 per cent more than 2.1.
reighardi, (2) 2.2-2.3 (2.7), with 83 per cent more than 2.1.

LID:
zenithicus, (3.5) 3.7-4.5 (5), with 55 per cent more than 4.
reighardi, (3.5) 3.6-4.1 (4.4), with 14 per cent more than 4.

Zenithicus has also a somewhat smaller head, a more compressed body, and
shows less pigment t,hroughout.. The maxillary is usually pigmented over only
one-fourth or less in zenithicus and at least one-third its extent in reighardi,' and all
the abdominal fins are immaculate in over two-thirds of the individuals of zenithicus,
while two-thirds of the specimens of reighardi examined have some pigment.

From nigripinnis regalis, zenithicus differs, in addition to the lower gill-raker
number, in having less body depth and a much more elliptical body outline as seen
from the side; in having much less pigmentation on body and fins, a smaller eye, longer
snout, and shorter pectorals. Certain of these characters are compared below:

LID:
zenithicus, (3.5) 3.7-4.5 (5), with 55 per cent more than 4.
nigripinnis, (3.1) 3.5-4 (4.5), with 16 per cent more than 4.

HIE:
zen'~thicus, (3.6) 4-4.4 (4.6), with 60 per cent more than 4.1.
nigripinnis, (3.5) 3.7-4.1 (4.3), with 4 per cent more than 4.1.

HIS:
zenithicus, (3) 3.2-3.5 (3.8), with 9 per cent more than 3.5.
nigripinnis, (3.4) 3.6-3.8 (4.3), with 94 per cent more than 3.5.

Pv/P:
z~nithicus, (1.5) 1.6-1.9 (2.1), with 69 per cent more than 1.6.
nigripinnis, (1.2) 1.4-1.6 (1.9), with 7 per cent more than 1.6.

The mandible, in relation to the upper jaw, is shorter in zenithicus, and the
head, seen from the side, is much more elongate and less distinctly triangular.

Only small individuals can be confused with hoyi, as the latter does not often
grow larger than 200 millimeters; and almost always they can be separated from
hoyi by their shorter mandible (which in hoyi, in addition to being longer, usually
has a distinct symphysial knob), less depth of head and body, and fewer gill rakers,
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which in zenithicU8 number (33) 36-39 (42), with 10 percent more than 39, as
compared with (40) 42-46 (48) for hoyi. From the few small specimens of zenithicU8
at hand, it appears also that they have relatively smaller eyes and relatively shorter
paired fins, especially ventrals.

ZenithicU8 is distinguishable from artedi and nipigon by having many fewer
gill rakers and a longer snout and maxillary. Comparative figures follow:

Gill rakers:
zenithicus, (33) 36-39 (42), with 4 per cent more than 40.
artedi, (41) 46-49 (53).
nipigon, (54) 56-59 (66).

HIS:
zenithicus, (3) 3.2-3.4 (3.8), with 1 per cent more than 3.6.
artedi, (3.5) 3.7-3.9 (4.2), with 91 per cent more than 3.6.
nipigon, (3.3) 3.5-3.8 (4), with 55 per cent more than 3.6.

HIM:
zenithicus, (2.2) 2.3-2.5 (2.8), with 17 per cent more than 2.5.
artedi, (2.5) 2.7-2.8 (3), with 98 per cent more than 2.5.
nipigon, 2.5-2.7 (3.1), with 78 per cent more than 2.5.

ZenithicU8 is less pigmented on body and fins and has, as a rule, a shorter and
more included mandible. It is distinguished further from nipigon by its less depth
of body and by the fact that it seldom grows longer than 300 millimeters, while
specimens of nipigon commonly exceed that limit.

GEOGRAPHICAL DISTRIBUTION

In Table 26 are collected my data and those of the specimens examined from the
University of Toronto collection on the distribution of zenithicU8 in Lake Nipigon.
They are platted on the chart of the lake in Figure 2. All are derived from the use of
special small-meshed nets set during the course of a survey of the fishes of the lake.
The records are distributed widely enough to warrant the conclusion that zenithicU8
occurs throughout the lake where there are suitable conditions.

BATHYMETRIC DISTRIBUTION

ZenithicU8 was present in two of the three sets made by me in Lake Nipigon.
On July 25, 1922, off the source of the Nipigon River, in 10 to 15 fathoms, zenithicU8
made up 13 per cent of the catch; and on the following day, off Macdiarmid, in 30
fathoms, 43 per cent of the take was of this species (records 1'6 and 1). (For a
statement of the comparative abundance of the coregonids in these lifts, see p. 409.)
No zenithicus occurred in the lift made on July 28, 1922, off Livingston Point, in 56
fathoms. The specimens from the University of TorQnto collection, so far as is
known, were taken at depths of 6 to 54 fathoms, but chiefl.yin less than 30 fathoms.
The species probably prefers water of moderate depth.

BREEDING HABITS

Of five specimens collected on October 26, 1922 (record 19), one female was
spent and the other individuals were nearly ripe, so that it may be assumed the
spawning season falls around the first of November. Nothing else is known of the
breeding behavior of the species in Lake Nipigon.
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,:.eucichthys zenithicus of Lake Michigan

The zenithicu8 of Lake Michigan resembles closely the typical form in respect
to body shape, adult size, and most systematic characters. The chief characters are
compared below:
Gill rakers on the first branchial arch: HIM:
. Superior, (32) 39-43 (46).40 Superior, (2.1) 2.3-2.5 (2.7).

Michigan, (35) 38-42 (44).41 Michigan, (2.2) 2.4-2.6 (2.8).
Scales in lateral line: HIS:

Superior, (69) 74-84 (90) .43 Superior, (3.1) 3.3-3.6 (4).
Michigan, (70) 75-85 (91).43 Michigan, (3.2) 3.4-3.7 (4).

L/H: Pv/P:
Superior, (3.6) 3.8-4.1 (4.4).44 Superior, (1.3) 1.6-2 (2.4).
Michigan, (3.9) 4-4.3 (4.5). Michigan, (1.7) 2-2.2 (2.6).

HIE: AviV;
Superior, (3.9) 4.2-4.6 (5.1). Superior, (1) 1.3-1.6 (1.9).
Michigan, (4) 4.2-4.5 (5). Michigan, (1.2) 1.4-1.6 (2).

These data indicate that the Michigan form has a shorter head and pectorals
than the typical form. The snout, maxillary, and ventrals may also be somewhat
shorter, and the body, on the average,is somewhat wider. It is noteworthy, also,
that while in Lake Superior zenithicu8 almost invariably has pigment on the maxillary,
176 out of 487, or about one-third, of the individuals examined of the form in Lake
Michigan have no pigment except occasionally on the jugal. The premaxillaries
in the latter class are also immaculate or but lightly pigmented, and the mandible
more often is included within the upper jaw.

The color in life is not strikingly different from that of the typical form except
for the reduced pigmentation. The dorsal surface and the fins are conspicuoll'lly
less pigmented than in the Superior form, and of the fins the anal and ventrals are
often immaculate.

Males, at least, develop pearl organs during the breeding season. The breeding
dress is not known to be different from that described for johannce, on page 350.

VARIATIONS

There are too few specimens from any locality to indicate whether there is
local variation in this species. Small individuals of the species, however, as is usual,
differ in certain characters from larger ones. In Table 29 are presented a series of
counts and proportions for 7 specimens smaller than 200 millimeters, and for 10 larger
than 200 millimeters. It appears from this table that the head, eye, and paired fins
are somewhat larger in the small specimens and the maxillary relatively somewhat
shorter.

Only one of these small specimens (a male, 192 millimeters) shows sex organs
approaching maturity. Of two other small fish collected, but not recorded in the
table, one male (.165 millimeters) is mature.

,0 Eight hundred and eighty-three specimens
.. These and other figures for Lake Michigan, unless otherwise marked, are based on an examination of 123 specimens, ranging

in length lrom 200 to 312 millimeters.
.. Nine hundred and fifty-six specimens.
.. One hundred and lorty specimens.
" These and other figures for Lake Superior, unless otherwlse marked, are based on an examination of 787 specimens, ranging

In length from 200 to 332 millirueters. .
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COMPARISONS 45

Zenithicus approaches closely only reighardi and alpenm. It is distinguishable
from typical reighardi by the longer snout and maxillary, smaller eye, somewhat
longer head, and more gill rakers on the first branchial arch. Fish of the northern
race of reighardi, however, usually show nearly as long a snout, and the maxillary
and head differences are not so pronounced as between zenithicus and typicalIreig
hardi. A numerical expression of these characters for these fish follows:
Gill rakers on the first branchial arch:

zenithicus, (35) 38-42 (44), with 74 per cent more than 38.
reighardi, north, (30) 34-37 (43), with 15 per cent more than 38.
reighardi, south, (31) 35-38 (43), with 13 per cent more than 38.

HIE:
zenithicus, (4) 4.2-4.5 (5), with 74 per cent more than 4.2.
reighardi, north, (3.7) 4.-4.3 (4.6), with 16 per cent more than 4.2.
reighardi, south, (3.6) 3.9-4.2 (4.4), with 5 per cent more than 4.2.

HIM:
zenithicus, (2.2) 2.4-2.6 (2.8), with 23 per cent more than 2.15.
reighardi, north, (2.3) 2.5-2.7 (3), with 73 per cent more than 2.5.
reighardi, south, (2.5) 2.6-2.8 (2.9), with 97 per cent more than 2.5.

HIS:
zenithicus, (3.2) 3.4-3.7 (4), with 30 per cent more than 3.6.
reighardi, north, (3.2) 3.4-3.8 (4.3), with 40 per cent more than 3.6.
reighardi, south, (3.5) 3.6-4 (4.4), with 83 per cent more than 3.6.

MS/E:
zenithicus, (2.6) 2.8-3.1 (3.2), with 97 per cent more than 2.6.
reighardi, north, (2.2) 2.5-2.7 (3.1), with 46 per cent more than 2.6.
reighardi, south, (2.2) 2.4-2.6 (2.8), with 5 per cent more than 2.6.

L/H:
zenithicus, (3.9) 4-4.3 (4.5), with 7 per cent more than 4.3.
reighardi, north, (3.9) 4.1-4.4 (4.7), with 26 per cent more than 4.3.
reighardi, south, (4) 4.2-4.5 (4.8), with 48 per cent more than 4.3.

Reighardi has a wider body, deeper head, shorter pectorals, and more heavily
pigmented premaxillaries, maxillary, and mandible, and there is often more:pigment
on the body andabdominal fins. (See also fig. 11.)

Discussion of the differences between zenithicus and johannm and alpenm are
given on pages 351 and 364.

Zenithicus is easily distinguished from nigripinnis by the fewer gill rakers,
which in the former are not more than 44 and in the latter seldom less; by its shal
lower and more elongated head in side view, as contrasted with the deep, blunt one
of nigripinnis; by its less body depth, which in side view is usually elliptical in the
first and ovate in the other; by the mandible, which in zenithicus is not conspicuously
pigmented and is included in the upper jaw and in nigripinnis is usually heavily
pigmented andequal to or longer than the upper jaw; and by the much paler and
shorter paired fins. The comparative figures for fin length follow:
Pv/P:

zenithicus, (1.7) 2-2.2 (2.6), with 90 per cent more than 1.8.
nigripinnis, (1.5) 1.6-1.8 (2.2), with 18 per cent more than 1.8.

AviV:
zenithicus, (1.2) 1.4-1.6 (2), with 64 per cent more than 1.4.
nigripinnis, 1.2-1.5 (1.6), with 28 per cent more than 1.4.---- . ,

.. Figures given under this section for proportions are based on specimens 200 millimeters or more in length. except arledi where
the limit is 225 mlllimetors. Counts aro given for specimens of all sizes.
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Zenithi~us spawns in November and nigripinnis spawns in late December and
early January, so that the state of ripeness of the sex products may aid also in sepa
rating certain specimens.

Zenithicus differs from kiyi chiefly in the length of the mandible and paired
fins, size of the eye, and body shape. In zenithicus the mandible is heavy, never
with a symphysial knob, and usually shorter than the upper jaw; in kiyi the mandible
is frail, usually with a symphysial knob, and equals or exceeds in length the upper
jaw.

Zenithicus has a smaller eye and much shorter paired fins than kiyi and, more
over, attains greater size. Extreme examples of the former measure 312 millimeters;
of the latter, 245 millimeters. The eye, of course, changes in proportion to the
head with growth, and while the specimens of zenithicus average larger than the
kiyis, they were all taken in the same nets, and the differences thus are those that
would be exhibited by specimens in the same catch. The figures are given:

H/E:
zenithicus, (4) 4.2-4.5 (5), with 93 per cent more than 4.1.
kiyi, (3.6) 3.8-4.2 (4.3), with 19 per cent more than 4.1.

Pv/P:
zenithicus, (1.7) 2-2.2 (2.6), with 97 per cent more than 1.7.
kiyi, (1.1) 1.4-1.7 (2.1), with 18 per cent more than 1.7.

AviV:
zenithicus, (1.2) 1.4-1.6 (2), with 90 per cent more than 1.3.
kiyi, (0.96) 1-1.3 (1.4), with 2 per cent more than 1.3.

The body of zenithicus is much wider and less deep, and the slope of the body
contours as seen from the side is more gradual than in kiyi. The shape of the head,
seen from the side, is also different because of the difference in position of the pre
maxillaries in the two forms. Zenithicus shows, on the average, less pigment on
the head, back, and fins. Female kiyi will show ova in a more advanced state of
development than females of zenithicus taken at the same time, as kiyi probably
spawns a month earlier.

Zenithicu8 may be distinguished readily from hoyi by its shorter and heavier
mandible and shallower and more elongate head and body. The snout, also, is
more truncate, due to the more vertical position of the premaxillaries. In hoyi the
mandible is frail, usually with a symphysial knob, and equals or exceeds in length
the upper jaw.

The head is distinctly triangular in side view, and the body is always conspic
uously deep, the depth often due to bloating. Hoyi, moreover, is a decidedly small
species. Few individuals grow larger than 230 millimeters, while zenithicus attains
a length of 300 millimeters. Numerous small specimens of hoyi usually are found
ensnarled in the twine of all the commercial nets of whatever mesh, while small
zenithicus seldom are taken in this manner. Zenithicus has fewer gill rakers on the
first branchial arch, more lateral-line scales, a smaller eye, longer snout, and shorter
paired fins. Those characters that can be expressed numerically are compared
below. The specimens of the two species, however, are not comparable for those
characters that deal with proportions, inasmuch as the hoyi are smaller than the
others, so that these differences probably are greater than they would be in specimens
of like size.
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Gill rakers on the first branchial arch:
zenithicU8, (35) 38-42 (44), with 19 per cent more than 41.
hoyi, (37) 41-44 (48), with 71 per cent more than 41..

Lateral-line scales:
zenithicU8, (70) 75-85 (91), with 73 per cent more than 76.
hoyi, (60) 67-77 (84), with 11 per cent more than 76.

HIE;
zenithicU8, (4) 4.2-4.5 (5), with 74 per cent more than 4.2.
hoyi, (3.8) 3.9-4.2 (4.5), with 8 per cent more than 4.2.

HIS:
zenithicU8, (3.2) 3.4-3.7 (4), with 30 per cent more than 3.6.
hoyi, (3.5) 3.7-3.8 (4.1), with 76 per cent more than 3.6.

Pv/P:
zenithicU8, (1.7) 2-:-2.2 (2.6), with 55 per cent more than 2.
hoyi, (1.6) 1.8-2 (2.3), with 21 per cent more than 2.

AvIV:
zenithicU8, (1.2) 1.4-1.6 (2), with 41 per cent more than 1.5.
hoyi, (1.1) 1.3-1.5 (1.7), with 9 per cent more than 1.5.

Females of the species may be distinguished further by the difference exhibited
in the state of development of ova. ZenithicU8 spawns in November and hoyi in
March.

Zenithicus differs from artedi chiefly in having fewer gill rakers on the first
branchial arch, longer ventral fins, head, snout, and maxillary. The figures for
these characters for the two species are given below:
Gill rakers on the first branchial arch:

zenithicU8, (35) 38-42 (44), with 3 per cent more than43.
artedi, (41) 46-50 (55), with 97 per cent more than 43.

AvIV:
zenithicU8, (1.2) 1.4-1.6 (2), with 12 per cent more than 1.6.
artedi, (1.4) 1.6-1.8 (2.3), with 76 per cent more than 1.6.

L/H:
zenithicu8, (3.9) 4-4.3 (4.5), with 7 per cent more than 4.3.
artedi, (4.1) 4.3-4.5 (5), with 71 per cent more than 4.3.

HIM:
zenithicu8, (2.2) 2.4-2.6 (2.8), with 9 per cent more than 2.6.
artedi, (2.5) 2.7-3 (3.3), with 91 per cent more than 2.6.

II/S:
zenithicu8,. (3.2) 3.4-3.7 (4), with 30 per cent more than 3.6.
artedi, (3.3) 3.7-4 (4.4), with 84 per cent more than 3.6.

ZenithicU8 is less pigmented and paler in color on the back and cranium and on
the abdominal fins than artedij and the mandible, while not much shorter than)n the
latter, is heavier and less pigmented. Both species spawn at about the same time,
so the state of development of the sex organs is of no systematic importance.

GEOGRAPHICAL DISTRIBUTION

My data on the occurrence of zenithicU8 in Lake Michigan are given in Table 28
and are platted on the chart in Figure 4. There are 27 records, all but 2 of them made
from an examination of the catches of the commercial chub nets set out of 12 ports
on the lake. The records show that the species is found along the shores of the lake,
except in Green Bay, and in the strip of the Michigan shore between Frankfort and

94995-29--7
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Grand Haven. However, no satisfactory investigations have been made in the
latter area, and it is not unlikely that zenithicU8 occurs there also. It may be stated,
then, that zenithicus may be found in suitable conditions throughout Lake Michigan.

BATHYMETRIC DISTRIBUTION

The records in Table 28 are made chiefly from the 272 to 2%' inch chub nets,
which were set during the fishing season in between 12 and 90 fathoms. All the
lifts of these nets took at least a few short-jawed chubs, except three lifts in Green
Bay (two on August 16, 1920, off Little Sturgeon and 8 miles south of Green Island
in 11 and 16 fathoms, respectively, and the other on August 18, 1920,4 miles west of
Boyer Bluff in 18 to 24 fathoms), the lift made 5 miles northwest of Cathead Light,
Mich., on'June 22, 1920, in 40 to 60 fathoms, and the thr.ee lifts made off Charlevoix,
Mich., on August 10, 11, and 21, 1923, in 35 to 60 fathoms. It is to be noted that
the observations out of Milwaukee, Wis., and Michigan City, Ind., which show the
fish in the shallowest water,· were made on or near the spawning grounds of the
species and during the breeding season.

No specimens have been seen among the small fish casually taken by the 4 to.
472 inch trout and whitefish nets; and in the catches of the 172-inch bait nets set in
26 to 40 fathoms, examined at seven ports (see p. 354), only a few individuals
were seen at Sheboygan, Wis., on September 28,1920, and at Port Washington, Wis.,
on September 25, 1920.

The data at hand from the commercial chub nets warrant the conclusion that
zenithicU8 in Lake Michigan during the year ranges between the depths of 12 and
90 fathoms. It probably does not come into shallower water, at least not during
the summer, as none ever have been reported from the herring pound nets that are
set out of several ports at depths of less than 10 fathoms. The juvenile individuals,
it appears, are not common during· the summer at 26 to 40 fathoms, as they were
seen seldom in the 172-inch bait nets.

RELATIVE ABUNDANCE

Only the seven lifts of the commercial small-meshed nets mentioned in the
preceding paragraph took no zenithicu8. Lifts of the chub nets in which only an
occasional specimen occurred were made out of Washington Harbor, Wis., on August
19, 1920,20 miles E. 72 N. of Rock Island, in 71 to 90 fathoms (record 1); off Sturgeon
Bay, Wis., on August 23, 1920, 12 miles E. by S. of the ship-channel mouth, in 60 to
70 fathoms (record 2); on September 25,1920, 18 miles E. 72 S. of Port Washington,
Wis., in 65 to 48 fathoms (record 6); on March 2 and 4, 1921, 21 miles NNW. and
15 miles NW. by N. 72 N. of Michigan City, Ind., in 28 to 30 fathoms (records 20
and 21); on October 4, 1920,9 miles north of Point Betsie, Mich., in 60 to 70 fathoms
(record 24); on July 31, 1923, 5 miles northwest of Cathead Light in 40 to 60 fathoms
(record 25); and on June 29, 1920, 5 miles N. by E. of Charlevoix, Mich., in 40 to 55
fathoms (record 26). All these lifts were made outside the spawning season of the
species. Only four other lifts were examined previous to October 11, and· in these
the percentage of zenithicus ranged from 20 to 40. A lift of 310 pounds, made on
August 24, 1920, 10 miles E. by N. of Algoma, Wis., in 35 to 50 fathoms '(record 3),
liad 20 per cent zenithicus; a lift of 250 pounds, made on September 23, 1920, 27
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ruiles ESE. of Milwaukee,Wis., in 60 fathoms (record 10), had 35 per cent; a lift'of
unknown size, made on September 3,1920,22 miles NW. by N. }'2 N. of Michigan
City, Ind., in 30 to 40 fathoms, had 29 per cent (record 14); and a lift of 200 pounds,
made on August 12, 1920, 15 miles SE. by S.}'2 S. of Manistique, Mich., in 60 to 70
fathoms, had 40 per cent (record 27).

The remaining records were made out of Milwaukee, Wis., and Michigan City,
Ind., during October and November, either near Qr on the spawning grounds of the
species and in or approximately in the breeding season. On November 15, 1920,
a lift of 700 pounds, made 20 miles ESE. of Milwaukee, Wis., in 28 to 35 fathoms,
was composed almost exclusively of zenithicus (record 12). Off Michigan City,
Ind., a lift of 535 pounds, made on October 11,1920,20 miles N. by W. %: W., in 30
to 40 fathoms, had 44 per cent zenithicus; a lift of 1,000 pounds, made on November
8, 1920, 18 miles NNW., in 30 to 38 fathoms, had 54 per cent; a lift of 700 pounds,
made on November 19,1920,17 miles NNW., in 28 to 32 fathoms, had 15 percent; a
lift of undetermined size, made on November 19,1920,10 miles NNW., in 18 fathoms,
had 93 per cent; and a lift made on November 19, 1920, 17}'2 miles NW. by N. %: N.,
in 32 fathoms, had 70 per cent (records 15 to 19).

The records show nothing clearly about the zone of maximum density for the
species. Previous to the spawning season it has been found rare in three lifts at
60 fathoms and deeper (records 1, 2, and 24) and to comprise 35 and 40. per cent of
two lifts at similar depths (records 10 and 27). In seven lifts at 40 to 65 fathoms
it was rare or absent (records 6, 25, and 26, Northport and Charlevoix), and in two
others at 30 to 50 fathoms made up 20 and 29 per cent of the lifts(records 3 ar'td 14).
(Green Bay records that show chiefly or exclusively artedi and records 20 and 21,
made on March 2 and 4, 1921, in 28 to 30 fathoms on the spawning grounds of hoyi,
are excepted.) In this connection, it should be pointed out that the records of few
short-jawed chubs were made (excepting record 6) in the northern part of the lake,
and it is possible that the species is not widely distributed in that section. In the

. breeding season lifts made between 18 and 40 fathoms in the southern part of the
lake had 15 to 99 per cent of zenithicus, the density varying, it is supposed, with
the proximity of the nets to the spawning grounds (records 12, 15 to 19.) As the
fishermen have learned from experience to conduct their fishing operations for deep
water Leucichthys largely in 60 fathoms or less, it is probable thatzenitMcus finds
its maximum density when not spawning outside the 60-fathom contour;

BREJJJDING HABITS

. Fish have been taken on their spawning grounds off Milwaukee, Wis., and Mich
iga,n City, Ind. Fishermen report a chub spawning off Port Washing.ton, Wis., and
Grand Haven, Mich., which from their description appears to be of this species.
Doubtless there are breeding grounds in the entire area between Port Washington and
Grand Haven and possibly off other ports on the lake. A chub of some sort is 'said to
spa.wn out o~ Algoma and Sheboygan, Wis., and Ludington, Mich., but it is not cer
tain from 'the description of these fish that they are zenithicus. On all grounds spawri-·
iug takes place on sand and clay at depths of 10 to 30 fathoms, according to the fisher-·
:men, the depth vaI'ying 'Yith the weather. When the lake is calm the fish come shal--
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lowest, and the fishermen move their nets in and out to follow them. The time of
spawning is said also to be affected by climatic conditions and regularly varies about
two weeks. The fish, as a rule, congregate between the middle of October and the
first of November and remain on the grounds about a month. In 1920 spawning was
later than usual. Out of Milwaukee, on November 15 in 28 to 35 fathoms (record 12),
and out of Michigan City, Ind., on November 19 in 18 and 28 to 32 fatboms (records
18 and 19), virtually all the females were still hard. The males were pearled and
exuded milt on pressure. It is noteworthy that the lift on November 19 in 18 fathoms
had 93 per cent zenithicus, while the lift made in 28 to 32 fathoms 7 miles farther out
on the same course had only 15 per cent. Furthermore, 87 per cent of the fish
recorded under record 18 were males, and about the same percentage of the fish
recorded under record 12 were females. These observations may indicate that the
males may move first to the spawning grounds in shallow water, as is known to be
the case in some other coregonids.

Leucichthys zenithicus of Lake Huron

ZenithicU8 in Lake Huron likewise seldom grows larger than 300 millimeters, and
as nets of 2~-inch mesh are the smallest used for chubs it is one of the smallest of the
chubs commonly taken. In body shape and most other systematic characters the form
of Lake Huron closely resembles the typical form. The body, however, is wider on
the average. The chief systematic characters are compared in detail in Tables 6 to
11, and are summarized below:
Gill rakers on the first branchial arch: HIM:

Superior, (32) 39-43 (46).'6 Superior, (2.1) 2.3-2.5 (2.7).
Huron, (34) 37-40 (44).'7 Huron, (2.3) 2.4-2.6 (2.7).

Lateral-line s~ales: HIS:
Superior, (69) 74-84 (90). Superior, (3.1) 3.3-3.6 (4).
Huron, (70) 72-82 (88). Huron, (3.2) 3.4-3.7 (4).

L/H: Pv/P:
Superior, (3.6) 3.8-4.1 (4.4). Superior, (1.3) 1.6-2 (2.4).
Huron, (3.9) 4.1-4.3 (4.5). Huron, (1.6) 1.9-2.1 (2.3).

HIE: AviV:
Superior, (3.9) 4.2-4.6 (5.1). Superior, (1) 1.3-1.6 (1.9).
Huron, (3.9) 4.2-4.6 (5.2). Huron, (1.2) 1.5-1.6 (1.8).

These' data indicate that the Huron form has, on the average, slightly fewer
gill rakers on the first branchial arch, a shorter head, and perhaps a somewhat shorter
snout, maxillary, and paired fins than the typical form. Furthermore, while in Lake
Superior zenithicU8 almost always has pigment on the maxillary, 19 out of 116 indi
viduals examined have no pigment on the maxillary but a little on the jugal. The
mandible also i's less often equal to or longer than the upper jaw. The Michigan forro
differs from the typical form in virtually the same characters, and the variation is in
the same direction.

The color of living specimens is not different from that of the typical form.
Preserved specimens from which all color has vanished show less pigment on the pec-

II Figures lor Lake Superior for gill rakers are given lor 883 specimens, those lor scales lor 956. All others are given lor 787 spec-
Imens, ranging in length lrom 200 to 332 millimeters. •

47 These and other figures lor Lake Huron, except those lor lateral-line scales, which are given lor 166 specimens, are based on aD
examination 0191 specimens 200 to 318 millimeters In lenll:th.
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HIS:
Large specimens, (3.2) 3.4-3.7 (4).
Small specimens, (3.2) 3.5-3.8 (4.3).

Pv/P:
Large specimens, (1.6) 1.9-2.1 (2.3).
Small specimens, (1.7) 2-2.2 (2.6).

Av/V:
Large specimens, (1.2) 1.5-1.6 (1.8).
Small specimens, (1.1) 1.3-1.6 (1.7).

torals and anal, and the ventrals are usually immaculate. The maxillary is also
sometimes unpigmented.

Males taken on the breeding grounds off Oheboygan and Rogers, Mich., during
the last half of September and the first half of October show pearl organs, which
are distributed on the scales as in the Lake Michigan specimens and differ from them
in their development only in being smaller. It is possible, however, that the indi
viduals examined have not attained their full nuptial dress.

VARIATIONS

Virtually all specimens of the species obtained have come from the same locality
. so that there are no data on local variation. Small individuals, however, differ in

certain respects from large ones. In Table 31, 10 specimens of less than 200 milli
meters and 10 specimens larger are compared extensively, and in Tables 8 to 11 are
given the variations of some of the principal characters for all collected specimens
of either class. A resume is given below:
Gill rakers on the first branchial arch:

Large specimens, (34) 37-40 (44).
Small specimens, (32) 35-38 (41).

L/H:
Large specimens, (3.9) 4.1-4.3 (4.5).
Small specimens, (3.7) 4-4.2 (4.4).

H/E:
Large specimens, (3.9) 4.2-4.6 (5.2).
Small specimens, (3.5) 3.7-4.1 (4.3).

H/M:
Large specimens, (2.3) 2.4-2.6 (2.7).
Small specimens, (2.2) 2.5-2.7 (2.9) .

.The data indicate that smaller individuals have fewer gill rakers, a somewhat
longer head, a larger eye, a somewhat shorter snout, maxillary, and pectorals, but
somewhat longer ventrals. The small fish, however, are chiefly from a locality
different from that which yielded the larger ones and may belong to another race.
The body depth is also less, of course.

The smallest collected specimens (139 millimeters) were sexually mature, but
some immature individuals were found as long as 215 millimeters.

COMPARISONS

Zenithicu.s resembles most closely alpenre. A discussion of the differences between
these two species may be found on page 371. Zenithicu.s is compared with johannre
on page 357.

Zenithicus is distinguished from nigripinnis by its paler fins (which in nigripinnis
are often very black), more fusiform and shallower body, more elongate and narrower
head, more included mandible, and by the fewer gill rakers, which number (34)
37-40 (44),48 with 2 per cent more than 41, as compared with (40) 46-50 (52), with
97 per cent more than 41 in nigripinnis. Females of the two species can be dis
tinguished, likewise, by the degree of development of their ova, for zenithicus spawns
prior to the middle of October and nigripinnis after November.

U Figures In this paragraph are given Cor specimens 200 millimeters or more In length.
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Only small zenithicu8 can be confused with kiyi as examples of· the latter of
greater size than 249 millimeters have not been seen. Small zenithicu8 may be dis
tinguished from kiyi by their included mandible, which is usually longer than the upper
jaw and with a symphysial knob in kiyi; by their more fusiform body, their smaller,
less triangular head, which in zenithicu8 of less than 200 millimeters in length is con
tained (3.7) 4-4.2 (4.4) times in the head length, with 85 per cent more than 3.9, as
compared with (3.5) 3.6-3.9 (4.1) times, with 6 per cent more than 3.9 for kiyi; and
their shorter paired fins, especially the pectorals. The value of Pv/p for small
zenithicu8 is (1.7) 2-2.2 (2.6), with 97 per cent more than 1.7, and for kiyi (1.1)
1.4-1.7 (1.9), with 5 per cent more than 1.7. The eye, compared with the head
length,is also smaller in zenithicus. .

Fora diseussion of the distinctions between zenithicus andhoyi, see page 461.
From artedi, zenithicus may be separated by its fewer gill rakers, longer head,

snout, and maxillary. These characters for the two species are compared below:49

Gill rakers:
zenithicU8, (34) 37-40 (44), with 49 per cent more than 39.
artedi, (40) 45-50 (53).

L/H:
zenithicU8, (3.9) 4.1-4.3 (4.5), with 1 per cent more than 4.4.
artedi, (4) 4.3-4.6 (5), with 57 per cent more than 4.4.

HIM:
zenithicU8, (2.3) 2.4-2.6 (2.7), with 3 per cent more than 2.6.
artedi, (2.6) 2.8-3 (3.3), with 96 per cent more than 2.6.

HIS:
zenithicU8, (3.2) 3.4-3.7 (4), with 29 per cent more than 3.6.
artedi, (3.5) 3.7-4 (4.3), with 82 per cent more than 3.6.

Zenithicus averages also fewer scales in the lateral line and longer paired fins,
and the mandible is better developed and more decidedly included within the upper
jaw. Zenithicus spawns in late September and artedi spawns in November, so that
the state of development of the sex organs, especially in females; also serves as a
character to separate the two species.

GEOGRAPHICAL DISTRIBUTION

All my data on the occurrence of this species in Lake Huron are assembled in
Table 30 and are platted in Figure 5. It is noteworthy that there are fewer records
for the short-jawed chub from the 2U-inch nets than for the longjaw or chub, but
that, on the other hand, there are many more records for it from the 472-inch nets.

Lake Huron proper.-Though the short-jawed chub has not always been found
in the lifts of the 2U-inch chub nets, the locations from which it has been taken
in general are not different from those that have yielded longjaws and 'chubs, and
thus the same conclusions on distribution are warranted for this form as for these
other fish. It may be stated, then, at least provisionally,that the species ranges
throughout Lake Huron in water of 14 to 100 fathoms.

North Channel.-N0 specimens have been seen from the North Ohannel. Ohubs
of some sort, however,are known to occur in the region (see p. 373). The chart shows

4' Figures for zenithtcuB are b!lBed on fisb 200 millimeters or more In length; for aTtedt on specimens 225 mlllimeters or more in
length, except In the case of gill rakers, which are given for all the specimens collected. The figures of the manttoulinu8 race are not
~~ .'
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a maximum depth of 28 fathoms for the channel, and as this species has been taken
in water as shallow it is possible that it may be present here.

Georgian Bay.-From Georgian Bay a gilled specimen was found among the
chubs taken on November 6, 1917, off Wiarton, Ontario, in 45 to 60 fathoms; and
on July 30, 1919, out of Lions Head, Ontario, in 60 fathoms two small individuals
were found ensnarled in the netting. Though no specimens have been seen among
the samples taken from five other lifts, not including those made on the spawning
grounds of the longjaw, it is possible, nevertheless, that zenithicU8 occurs throughout
the bay and that the nets are not set in the proper locations or possibly are of too
large mesh to capture it. .

From these data it appears that zenithicU8 probably is found throughout Lake
Huron proper and possibly throughout Georgian Bay at depths of 14 to 100 fathoms,
but that it has not yet been recorded from the North Channel.

BATHYMETRIC DISTRIBUTION

The table shows zenithicU8 to have been taken in the 2%; and 3 inch chub nets
at depths of 35 to 100 fathoms. In less than 35 fathoms its occurrence has been
established only by means of the 472-inch trout nets, the 2%:-inch chub nets that
were set under my direction with the trout gangs, and the 172-inch bait nets. The
472-inch nets brought in specimens in 1917 on September 7, 10 (two boats), 12,
14, and 22, and on July 10, 1923 (records 9,11, 12, 13, 14, 22, and 35). The box
of 2%;-inch nets set with the 472-inch gangs off Alpena, Mich., on September 17,
1917,1372 miles SE. by S. of the can buoy in 15 fathoms (record 16); on September
19,1917,23 miles SE. byE. 72E. of the can buoy in 30 fathoms (record 19); and on
September 26, 1917, 13 miles SE. by S. of the city in 17 fathoms (record 23) brought
in zenithicu8. However, none were caught in the box of nets lifted on November
2, 1917, 7 miles ENE. of the can buoy in 15 fathoms. The 172-inch bait nets.in
about 30 fathoms took specimens at Cheboygan, Mich., on October 15, 1919 (record
4), at Alpena, Mich., on September 8,1917, and September 16, 1919 (records 10 and
29), and at Harbor Beach, Mich., on March 15,1919 (record 37). From these data
it appears that at least during late summer and early fall zenithicu8 ranges at depths
of 14 to 100 fathoms in Lake Huron.

RELATIVE ABUNDANCE

The short-jawed chub has been seen in large quantities in the chub nets only
on its spawning grounds in 35 to 50 fathoms northward from Forty Mile Point fr9m
the middle of September to the middle of October (records 2, 3, and 6). On or
near the same grounds it occurs in some numbers outside the spawning season
(records 1 and 5), but how abundant it is then is not known.

Out of Alpena, Mich., zenithicu8 always has been rare or absent in the ll1ifts
examined, made in September and October, 1917, in the center of the lake northeast
or east of the city in 60 to 80 fathoms (records 7, 8, 15, 17, 24, and 25), and in th~

five examined lifts made nearer shore in 60 to 100 fathoms on August 7, 1920, 19
miles NE. 72 N. of Thunder Bay Island, June 28,1923,19 !niles northeast of Thunder
Bay Island, June 30, 1923.. 17 miles NE. by N. %: N. of Thl1nderBay Island, July
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2, 1923,20 miles E. by N. of the can buoy, and July 5, 1923, 18 miles NE. % E. of
Thunder Bay Island (records 30 to 33). On October 27, 1917, 35 miles NE. by N.
~ N. of Harbor Beach, Mich., in 50 fathoms (record 36), it was also rare. In three
lifts made in 60 to 64 fathoms on August 30, 1919, 18 miles N. by E. 72 E. of Thunder
Bay Island, September 3, 1919, 28 miles E. >i S. of the can buoy, and July 7, 1923,
13 miles NE. 72 N. of Thunder Bay Island, zenithicu8 comprised 14 to 17 per cent of
the catches. In Georgian Bay it has been found absent or rare among the fish seen
in seven lifts of the 3-inch nets,' the number not including the sets on the spawning
grounds of the longjaw (records 38 and 39.)

In less than 35 fathoms the 472-inch trout nets, the 172-inch bait nets, and the
2~-inch chub nets set under my direction with the 472.-inch gangs have taken the
species. While it never was abundant or even common in the 472-inch nets off
Alpena, Mich., in September, 1917, and in July, 1923, there are more records for it
in these nets than for any other species of chubs. (Records 9, 11, 12, 13, 14, 22,
and 35.) The 2~-inch nets set with the trout nets brought in only one fish on
September 17, 1917, from 15 fathoms (record 16), and September 26, 1917, from 17
fathoms (record 23); six on September 19, 1917, from 30 fathoms (record 19); and
none on November 2, 1917, from 15 fathoms. Thus the fish were not shown more
abundant by these nets than by the 472-inch nets. In the 172-inch bait nets at 30
fathoms occasional specimens were taken off Cheboygan, Mich., on October 15,
1919 (record 4), and off Alpena, Mich., on September 8, 1917, and September 16, '
1919 (records 10 and 29). Off Harbor Beach, Mich., on March 15, 1919, 12 per cent
of the small fish examined from a catch of the bait nets were zenithicu8 (record
37). A single specimen was taken in the special 172-inch net set off Presque Isle
Light in 60 fathoms on September 13, 1919 (record 28). In view of the fact
that the fish spawn in 35 to 50 fathoms, it would be expected that immature fish
would be more common in these nets than the records show. However, the evidence
from this source is scant and is by no means conclusive.

All the records thus indicate that during the summer and early fall zenithicus is
not common in nets of any class except in the 2%;'-inch nets set on its spawning
grounds in the north end of the lake. It should be noted, however, that most of the
records indicating relative abundance have been made during, shortly before, or
after the spawning period, which falls between the middle of September and the
middle of October. If zenithicus, like most other fish, seeks spawning grounds in
water shallower than that in which it feeds, then the maximum density of its popula
tion may be looked for at depths greater than 35 to 50 fathoms.

BREEDING HABITS

Only in 35 to 50 fathoms northward from Forty Mile Point were zenithicusfound
abundantly. On September 28 and 29 and October 14, 1917, lifts from these grounds
examined by me contained this species almost exclusively. At this period the fish
were spawning. Males were taken with pearls, and females were full of ripe eggs,
except on the latest date, when many were nearly spent or spent. The fishermen say
that the fish begin to move onto the clay bottom between Spectacle Reef and Forty
Mile Point in 30 to 50 fathoms toward the middle of September. At first they ruIi
into 30 fathoms but move out later to 40 to 50 fathoms to spawn. Records of the
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fishing tugs show that the movement began about September 13 in 1915. From
this date until October 8 from 2,100 to 4,400 pounds of fish were taken daily from 5
J.IJ.iles of nets lifted after having been set two and three nights. Previous to this
run 1,000 to 1,500 pounds in nets five nights out were considered good lifts. After
October 8 the weight of the lifts dropped rapidly. On the 8th, 2,450 pounds were
taken; on the 9th, 1,555 pounds; on the 19th, 595 pounds; on the 20th, 520 pounds.
What becomes of the fish after they leave the spawning grounds is unknown. Cer
tainly they do not return in any numbers before June, because few chubs of any kind
are caught here from the openi:t:lg of navigation until June.

These are the only spawning grounds known. The occurrence of small individuals
in the 172-inch nets at Harbor Beach, Mich., in March, 1919, indicates that the species
also spawns somewhere in the southern part of the lake. An occasional female among
these individuals shows large but not rip~ eggs, and an occasional male has well
developed testes and a trace of nuptial pearls. Most of the specimens, however,
exhibit sex organs apparently normal for the species. It is possible that specimens
spawning for the first time mature irregularly, an assumption that is strengthened
by the finding of small specimens of this species in Lake Superior with ripe eggs in
June (see p. 384).

FOOD

Only seven stomachs were examined from specimens collected in September, 1917,
off Cheboygan, Mich. Mysis and Pontoporeia comprised 95 per cent of the food.
Pisidium, pebbles, wood fragments, larval chironomids, and unidentifiable bottom
material constituted the rest.

LEUCICHTHYS REIGHARDI Koelz

REIGHARD'S CHUB (FIGS. 17 AND 18)

Leucichthys reighardi Koelz, 1924, pp. 5-8, Lake Michigan; Dymond, 1926, pp. 65-66, PI. VII,
Lake Nipigon.

Leucichthys reighardi has been described from southern Lake Michigan. Races
of the species also occur, so far as is known, in the northern part of that lake and in
Lakes Ontario, Superior, and Nipigon. In all four lakes it is represented by relatively
small decidedly terete fishes with included mandible, relatively few gill rakers on the
branchial arches, few scales in the lateral line, short paired fins (except in Nipigon),
and short snout. Each race, however, has its own peculiarities, but it seems desirable
to name only the two extremes of development. The race in Lake Ontario is nearly
like the typical one, differing chiefly in the relatively somewhat smaller size of head
and eye. In both lakes the forms appear to prefer the shallower waters and to spawn
in Mayor June. The race of northern Lake Michigan tends to have a longer snout
and maxillary. The Superior and Nipigon forms show more differences, and the
Nipigon form, which shows the extreme development, has been named dymondi.
These two forms differ from the typical one chiefly in the relatively longer head,
maxillary, and pectoral fins, fewer scales in the lateral line, greater number of dors!!l
and anal rays, in the reduction of the pigmentation of the head, and in the less vertical
position of the premaxillaries. The Nipigon race also differs slightly in a few other
proportions. Both races likewise prefer shallow water but spawn probably in
November.

94995-29-8
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Type

The type is a female specimen (catalogue No. 87351, U. S. National Museum),
210 millimeters in length, collected in Lake Michigan on April 1, 1921, off Michigan
City, Ind., in 30 fathoms of water. Counts of certain multiple parts and pro
portional lengths for this specimen are shown in Table 33. Certain numerical
expressions of type characters are repeated in the description.

Leucichthys reighardi reighardi of Lake Michigan

00 The ratios given in brackets (except where .otherwise noted) are based on an examination of 314 specimens, among them 145
paratypes, ranging in length from 200 to 278 millimeters.

01 One hundred and thirty-three specimens 200 millimeters or more in length.
&2 One hundred and fifty-eight specimens 200 millimeters or more ln length.
18 Four hundred and six specimens of IlII sizes.
II Thirty-one specimens.
II One hundred and seventy-nlne specimens.
II Forty-four specimens.



BUlJL. U. S. B. F., 1928. (Doc. 1048.)

FIG. 1i.-!,rllC'ir"'"y., reiglwrtli Koelz, Heighard's ehub. Female (Lype), 210 millimeLers long. laken in Lnke j\ Iichi~nn ofT i\lichigan
CiLy, Ind., in ao rnLhoms on April I, 11)21

FI,. 1 .-Lcllcic"'"ys rrigllardi tlY11lontii Koel7.. Male, 223 millimelers long, lnken in Lnke Sup rior in Thuuder IJay on
November 25, 1922
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4.3 4.4

1
o 1

[15-17].56 The paired fins are short. The pectoral length divided into the distance
from its insertion to that ofthe'ventral equals 2.1 [(1.7) 2.0-2.5 (2.8)]. The length of
the ventral is contained 1.4[(1.2) 1.4-1.7 (1.9)] times in the distance from its origin to
tbe anal.

The color of living specimens differs in only minor details from that of other
chubs. After preservation, as in ail species, pigmentation becomes more conspicuous.
The entire dorsal surface is pigmented more or less,heavily and evenly. The pigment
becomes denser in the prenarial area and usually shows very dark on the premaxillaries
and on the tip of the mandible. It continues often in a black rim along the cutting
edge of the maxlllaries. The preorbital area, the postoculars, and at least half of the
maxillary are pigmented abundantly. On the cheeks and on the sides of the body
pigment diminishes rather gradually as the ventral surface is approached. It is -absent
on the belly. Often the dorsal border of the pectoral and sometimes the inner surface
of its longest rays are lined with pigment. The cranial margin and a wide distal band
of the dorsal and tbe lateral borders, the distal third of the longest and half oftbeshort
est rays of the caudal are smoky to black in hue. A few dots of pigment are often evi
dent on the membrane of the anal. The ve'ntrals are usually immaculate butmayshow
more or less pigment, especially in the north.

Males and at least some females acquire pearl organs during the breeding season.
There are no specimens available from which to prepare a description of the pearls
at the height of their development, but onemale taken on August 18,1920, off Wash
ington Harbor, Wis., exhibits nuptial adornment about like that described for johan
nre on page 350.

VARIATIONS

Racial variations.-Specimens taken in the northern waters are, on the average,
different from those of the southern half of the lake. Northern fish tend to have a
longer snout and maxillary and, as has been stated previously, average more pig
mented on the fins. Some specimens have these parts developed to so great a degree
that they: resemble closely specimens of zenithicus. The values of these two char
acters in northern and southern specimens 200 millimeters or more in length are given
below. The specimens have been divided according as their origin is north or south
of a line drawn south of. Washington Island, Wis., and Frankfort, Mich.
HIS: , 3.2 '3.3 3.4 3.5 3,6 3,7 3.8 3.9 4 4.1 4.2

Northern fish___________________ 1 3 28 27 41 30 17 13 4 2 0
Southernfish___________________ 4 18 35 22 22 22 8 1

HIM:Northern fish ~ _
Southern fish _

2.3 2.4 2.6 2.6 2.7 2,8

l' 8 35 46 44 24
3 38 50 37

2.9 3

4 2
7

MS/E: 2.2 2.3 2.4 2.6 2.6 2.7 2.8 2.9 3 3.1
Northernfish_______________________________ 2 5 12 20 46 39 17 12 4 1
Southernfish_______________________________ 2 15 41 36 32 5 2

Size variations.-In Table 33, 20 specimens are compared extensively, half of
them less than 200 millimeters in length and half of them more than 200 millimeters.
In Tables 8 to 11 values for several characters are given for all the specimens of the

61 Forty:tour specimens.
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collection, similarly separated according to size. From these tables it may be seen
that the only differences recognizable in the two classes are differences of proportion.
It appears that the head and eye are proportionally but slightly larger in the smaller
specimens, while the snout is shorter and the body depth is less, of course.

The smallest specimens that were collected at Sheboygan, Wis., on September
28, 1920 (144 to 150 millimeters), showed developing sex glands and probably would
spawn at the succeeding spawning season. Occasional specimens under 170 milli
meters have been found to be immature, however.

COMPARISONS 67

Reighardi is most like zenithicus in appearance. A discussion of the differences
between the two forms is given on page 389. Reighardi is compared with johannm
and alpenm on pages 351 and 365.

Reighardi differs from nigripinnis in its more elliptical body shape as seen from
the side, its shorter and more included mandible, paler body and fins, wider body,
fewer gill rakers on the first branchial arch and lateral-line scales, and much shorter
paired fins. Certain of these characters are compared below:
Gill rakers on the first branchial arch:

reighardi, (30) 34-38 (43), with 3 per cent more than 40.
nigripinnis, (41) 46-50 (52).

Lateral-line scales:
reighardi, (66) 72-81 (96), with 26 per cent more than 79.
nigripinnis, (74) 80-87 (89), with 84 per cent more than 79.

Pv/P:
reighardi, (1.7) 2-2.5 (2.8), with 97 per cent more than 1.8.
nigripinnis, (1.5) 1.6-1.8 (2.2), with 18 per cent more than 1.8.

AviV:
reighardi, (1.2) 1.4-1.7 (1.9), with 42 per cent more than 1.5.

. nigripinnis, 1.2-1.5 (1.6), with 8 per cent more than 1.5.

As reighardi spawns in the spring and nigripinnis in the winter, the state of
ripeness of the sex products also may serve as a distinguishing character:

Reighardi is distinguishable from 7ciyi by the body shape, which is subterete
in the former and subfusiform in the latter; by the length of the mandible, which
in reighardi is always included in the upper jawwhile in 7ciyi it is equal to or usually
longer than the upper jaw; and by the smaller, less sharply triangular head and shorter
paired fins. Comparative figures for certain of these characters follow:
L/H:

reighardi, (3.9) 4.1-4.5 (4.8), with 85 per cent more than 4.1.
kiyi, (3.7) 3.8-4.1 (4.3), with 8 per cent more than 4.1.

Pv/P:
reighardi, (1.7) 2-2.5 (2.8), with 96 per cent more than 1.9.
kiyi, (1.1) 1.4-1.7 (2.1), with 4 per cent more than 1.9.

AviV: •
reighardi, (1.2) 1.4-1.7 (1.9), with 91 per cent more than 1.3.
kiyi, (0.96) 1-1.3 (1.4), with 2 per cent more than 1.3.

As reighardi spawns in spring and 7ciyi in fall, females usually are distinguish
able by the condition of the ovaries.

47 Figures given In this section tor proportions are based on specimens 200 millimeters or more In length. Counts are given tor
specimens of all sizes.
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Reighardi differs from hoyi in having the lower jaw shorter while in hoyi it is
usually equal to or longer than the upper; in having fewer gill rakers on the first
branchial arch and shorter paired fins, as will appear from the comparisons:
Gill rakers on the first branchial arch:

reighardi, (30) 34-38 (43), with 3 per cent more than 40.
hoyi, (37) 41-44 (48), with 86 per cent more than 40.

Pv/P:
reighardi, (1.7) 2-2.5 (2.8), with 83 per cent more than 2.
hoyi, (1.6) 1.8-2 (2.3), with 21 per cent more than 2.

Av/V:
reighardi, (1.2) 1.4-1.7 (1.9), with 91 per cent more than 1.3.
hoyi, (1.1) 1.3-1.5 (1.7), with 60 per cent more than 1.3.

In addition, reighardi has, on the average, a proportionately shorter head and
maxillary and more lateral-line scales. Reighardi spawns in Mayor June and hoyi
in March, so that at times the state of development of the sex organs also may be
of aid in separating the species.

Reighardi is distinguishable from artedi by the fewer gill rakers on the first branchial
arch, which seldom are more than 41 in the former and not less than 41 in the latter,
and a less triangular head, as seen from the side. The snout of reighardi is sharply
truncated in front by the nearly vertical position of the premaxillaries. Reighardi
has, on the average, shorter pectorals, a somewhat longer maxillary, the mandible
is more conspicuously tipped with black, and the back is usually paler in color.
Reighardi spawns in the spring and artedi in the fall, so that the state of development
of the sex organs may serve as a differentiating character at times.

GEOGRAPHICAL DISTRIBUTION

Table 32 shows my data on the occurrence of reighardi in Lake Michigan. They
are shown platted on a chart of the lake in Figure 4. There are 43 records, all but
14 of them made from the commercial chub nets. While the species seldom has been
found in numbers, a few individuals have been present in most lifts examined, even in
that one made on the Sheboygan reef (record 8); and it may be stated safely that the
species is distributed along the shores of the lake and probably on some of the reefs.

BATHYMETRIC DISTRIBUTION

Data on the depth range of reighardi have been collected principally from an
examination of the lifts of the 2% to 2% inch chub nets set at depths of 12 to 90 fath
oms. All the chub lifts examined have yielded at least a few examples of this species,
except those made off Milwaukee, Wis., on September 24, 1920, 9 miles NNE. in
22 to 25 fathoms and on November 15,1920,20 miles ESE. in 28 to 35 fathoms, and
that made on November 19, 1920, 10 miles northwest of Michigan City, Ind., in
18 .fathoms. The two last were made on the spawning grounds of zenithicU8, and
it is not surprising that no reighardi occurred there, while the former was made on
grounds unfrequented by chubs of any species. In Green Bay, where 2% to 2%
inch nets are set for herring, reighardi was seen only in those nets set in the· deepest
Water. A few individuals were taken in a gang of nets on August 18, 1920, off Boyer
BlUff, Washington Island, Wis., in 18 to 24 fathoms (record 1).

In the catches of the l;!/z-inch bait nets examined from seveno ports (see p. 354)
small reighardi were found always. Lifts were eXAmined from depths of 26 to 40.
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fathoms from off Sheboygan, Port Washington, and Racine in Wisconsin, Michigan
City, Ind.,and Manistee, Northport, and Traverse City in Michigan (records 9, 12,
16, 23, 28, 33, and 35). They were present, also; in a lift of special nets made from
8 to 12 fathoms in Platte Bay, Mich., on July 21, 1923, and in a lift from 6 to 16
fathoms off Traverse City, Mich., on July 25, 1923 (records 31 and 36).

In the 4 to 4~ inch trout nets examples of the species were brought in at Wash
ingtonHarbor, Wis., on August 18,1920, from 20 to 24 fathoms; at Ludington, Mich.,
on August 30, 1920, from 14 to 26 fathoms; and at Manistee, Mich., on August 28,1920,
from 28 to 32 fathoms (records 3,4,27, and 29). At Sheboygan, Wis., on September
28, 1920, 3~-inch nets lifted from 35 to 40 fathoms had specimens also (record 8).

From these observations it appears that reighardi, when not spawning, ranges
between 6 and 90 fathoms. These data do not give the outside limits of the range,
however.

RELATIVE ABUNDANCE

I have stated elsewhere, in discussing the relative abundance of other. species
of chubs, that conditions were decidedly unfavorable during the collecting season
of 1920 for the accumulating of data necessary for conclusive statements on this head.
In those lifts of the chub nets mentioned in the preceding section no reighardi were
seen.· In most of the other chub lifts examined there were found only a few fish
of this species. Examples of the species were rare or found only occasionally among
the catches of other Leucichthys in lifts made on August 18, 1920, 4 miles west of
Boyer Bluff in 18 to 24 fathoms (record 1); August 19,1920,20 miles E. ~ N. of
Rock Island in 71 to 90 fathoms (record 5); August 23, 1920, 12 miles E. by S. of
the Sturgeon Bay ship-channel mouth in 60 to 70 fathoms (record 6); August 24,
1920,10 miles E. by N. of Algoma, Wis., in 35 to 50 fathoms (record 7); September
25, 1920, 18 miles E. ~ S. of Port Washington, Wis., in 65 to 48 fathoms (record 11);
September 23, 1920, 27 miles ESE. of Milwaukee, Wis., in 60 fathoms (record 15);
September 3, 1920, 22 miles NW. by N. ~ N. of Michigan City, Ind., in 30 to 40
fathoms, October 11, 1920,20 miles N. by W. % W. in 30 to 40 fathoms, November
8, 1920, 18 miles NNW. in 30 to 38 fathoms, November 19, 1920, 17 miles NNW.
and 17~ miles NW. by N. % N. in 28 to 32 fathoms, and on March 4, 1921, 15 miles
NW. by N. ~ N. in 28 fathoms (records 17, 18, 19~ 20, 21, and24); on October 4,
1920,9 miles north of Point Betsie in 60 to 70 fathoms (record 30); August 10, 1923,
8 miles off Big Rock Point; June 29, 1920, 5 miles N. by E. of Charlevoix, Mich., in
40 to 55 fathoms; from an unknown locality on August 21,1923 (records 37,39,41);
on June 22, 1920, 5 miles northwest of Cathead Light, Mich., in 40 to 60 fathoms
(record 32); and on August 12, 1920, 15 miles SE. by S. ~ S. of Manistique, Mich.,
in 60 to 70 fathoms (record 43). In one lift examined at Michigan City on March
2 1921, made 21 miles NNW. in 30 fathoms; in a lift made July 31, 1923, 5 miles
n~rthwest of Cathead Light in 40 to 60 fathoms; and in a lift made August 11, 1923,
3 miles NW. ~ W. of Charlevoix in 35 to 60 fathoms (records 22,34, and 40), from
16 to 41 per cent of the catch was made up of reighardi. In a letter of April 25, 1921,
referring to 47 specimens of reighardi sent me for examination, taken on April 1, 1921,
off Michigan City in 30 fathoms (record 25), Robert Ludwig writes that about 30
per cent of the entire lift on that date were fish belonging to the species sent. A
sample of chubs caught on.May 26,1921,8 miles northeast of Port Washington, Wis.,
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in 20 to 35 fathoms, by D. H.Smith & Sons (record 13), was found on examination to
be chiefly reighardi.

In the 13/z-inch bait nets, lifts made from 28 to 40 fathoms on September 28,
1920, 5 miles SE. by E. of Sheboygan, Wis.; on June 23, 1920, off Northport Point;
and on July 18, 1923, in West Traverse Bay, from 20 to 30 per cent of the small
fish gilled were reighardi (records 9, 33, and 35). ··They were rare in similar lifts
made off Port Washington, Wis., on September 25, 1920, and on March 2, 1921,
off Michigan City, Ind., in 26 to 30 fathoms (records 12 and 23). The special
13/z-inch nets set in Platte Bay on the Michigan shore, in West Traverse Bay, and
off the South Manitou Island in July, 1923, in 4 to 25 fathoms (see Table 68) took
few or no specimens of this species (records 31 and 36).

It appears from these data that for unknown reasons few reighardi were taken
in the chub nets during the summer and fall of 1920. On several occasions in later
years it has been found common in the chub hauls. The records of maximum abun
dance are from lifts made between 30 and 60 fathoms. Inasmuch as juvenile speci
mens have been taken commonly in the bait nets, and occasional specimens have
been found ensnarled in the trout nets, both of which are set regularly at less than
40 fathoms, it seems probable that the species prefers the shallower waters and that,
therefore, the above-mentioned limits indicate more or less closely the zone of maxi
mum density for the species.

BREEDING HABITS

The time and places of spawning are not definitely known. There are, however,
data bearing on both, which are worthy of consideration. .Of the fish examined at'
Michigan City, Ind., on March 2, 1921, at Grand Haven, Mich., on March 20,
1919, and Milwaukee, Wis., on March 24, 1919, most of the males showed pearl
organs and emitted milt on pressure and the females exhibited ova nearly fully
developed. The specimens received from Michigan City on April 1, 1921, had sex
organs in about the same stage of development, except that 2 of the 26 females were
spent. Of 39 females received from Charlevoix, Mich., taken on May 3, 1924, 7
were spent, 1 was spawning, and most of the rest had eggs nearly ripe. Males
received from Port Washington, Wis., on May 26, 1921, had no pearls (these structures
are very frail and are removed easily by friction), but milt was exuded, and the
females had ova nearly mature. It should be pointed out, in this connection, that
if the nets were not actually set on the spawning grounds only spent or unripe fish
would be taken, and the data just reviewed do not indicate more than that the speci
lUens were taken at a period not remote from the spawning season. At Northport,
Mich., on June 22, 1920, and at Charlevoix on June 29, 1920, females were collected
that were spent or still had some eggs in the body cavity. Female specimens taken
t4ereafter exhibited ovaries in which the eggs of a new season were appearing, but
an oc'casional pearled male or a female with retained ripe eggs was taken at Wash
ington Harbor, Wis., on August 18, 1920; at Sturgeon Bay, Wis., on August 23,1920; at
Algoma, Wis., on August 24,1920; at Michigan City, Ind., on September 3,1920; and
at Port Washington, Wis., on September 25, 1920. Whether these abnormal individ
uals matured their sex products with the rest and were not relieved of them normally
Or whether the germ cells ripened at abnormal periods is uncertain. The examina
tion of the sexual condition of collected specimens thus indicates that spawning must
occur sometime between the last of March or first of April and the last of June.
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There is circumstantial evidence offered in the testimony of D. H. Smith & Sons,
of Port Washington, Wis., who on May 26, 1921, sent the samples of chubs of which
reighardi comprised the majority, which indicates that spawning grounds for the
species are found near Port Washington. Mr. Smith states that a heavy run of
chubs began during the last week of April and continued until the middle of June
on grounds 3 to 4 miles E. to NE. by N. of Port Washington. The nets were run
along the beach at depths of 14 to 35 fathoms on bottom of "dirty sand with some
showing of mud." As heavy runs of chubs examined from other ports have been
found to consist of spawning fish of some species, it is likely that this run consisted
of spawning reighardi. Hoyi, the only other spring spawner, spawns in March. The
finding of a majority of reighardi approaching the spawning condition in the sample
of fish taken on these grounds on May 26, 1921, and the coincidence of the dates of
this run with the period during which the species must spawn (accordingi:to an
examination of the sexual condition of specimens collected at various times and
places) confirm the assumption. Mr. Smith states that to his knowledge the fish
ermen of no neighboring ports found the run, but he is of the opinion that a~trial on
suitable grounds probably would have been fruitful.

Evidence of two kinds thus indicates that reighardi spawns probably in May
and early June at depths of 14 to 35 fathoms on a muddy sand bottom.

Leucichthys reighardi dymondi (new subspecies) of Lake Nipigon

The Nipigon race (fig. 18) differs more markedly from the typical form than any
of the other races but is much like the Superior race. The characters that can be
'expressed numerically are compared below:

Gill rakers on the first branchial arch: PvIP:
Michigan, (31) 35-38 (43).58 Michigan, (1.8) 2.1-2.4 (2.8).
Nipigon, (32) 33-36 (38) .5~ Nipigon, (1.4) 1.6-1.8 (2).

Lateral-line scales: AviV:
Michigan, (67) 72-81 (96).58 Michigan, (1.2) 1.4-1.7 (1.8).
Nipigon, (64) 66-73 (77).5~ Nipigon, (1.1) 1.3-1.6 (1.7).

L/H: LID:
Michigan, (4) 4.2-4.5 (4.8). Michigan, (3.5) 3.8-4.3 (5).60
Nipigon, (3.5) 3.7-3.9 (4.1). Nipigon, (3.5) 3.6-4.1 (4.4).

HIE: Scale rows:
Michigan, (3.6) 3.9-4.2 (4.4). 1. Michigan, (38) 40-43 (46).61
Nipigon, (3.6) 4-4.4 (4.8). Nipigon, (37) 39-41 (43).62

HIM: 2. Michigan, (30) 32-35 (39).61
Michigan, (2.5) 2.6-2.8 (3). Nipigon, (30) 31-33 (34).62
Nipigon, (2.2) 2.3-2.5 (2.7). 3. Michigan, 22-24 (26).61

HIS: Nipigon, 22-24.62

Michigan, (3.5) 3.7-4 (4.4). Dorsal rays:
Nipigon, (3.3) 3.5-3.6 (4). Michigan, (8) 9,...10 (11).63

Nipigon, (9) 10-11.62

" These figures for Lake Michigan are based on an examination of ~02 specimens of all sizes from tbe southern sector of the
lake. Most of them are paratypes. All unmarked figures are given for 146 specimens ranging In length between 200 and 243 milll.
meters.

II These figures for Lake Nipigon are based on an examination of 08 Individuals ranging In length between 145 and 304
millimeters. Unmarked figures are given for 83 specimens 200 millimeters or more In length.

GO One hundred and eleven specimens over 200 millimeters.
eI Thlrty-one specimens.
II Eighteen specimens.
II One hundred and seventy-nine specimens.
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It appears, thus, that the Nipigon race has fewer scales in the lateral line and
fewer scale rows and somewhat fewer rakers, more dorsal rays, a proportionally
longer head, snout, maxillary, and paired fins, and a proportionally smaller eye, and
a deeper body. The premaxillaries also are less vertical in position. The two forms
are alike as concerns body shape, as seen from the side, in having an included lower
jaw (though in dymondi the mandible is proportionally longer and not so invariably
included), and in the small size attained. (Extreme examples obtained after exten
sive collecting in virgin waters measure only 304 millimeters.)

This form appears sufficiently distinct to merit a name and is here designated as
dymondi. The type is specimen No. 57467, described in detail in Table 35. It is
catalogued as No. 88353, U. S. National Museum.

Living specimens are paler in color than those from Lake Michigan, and pre
served specimens show reduced pigment. The prenarial area is not conspicuously
darker, and the mandible tip is never black. The maxillary may be immaculate
occasionally and frequently is pigmented over only one-fourth its surface; the paired
fins and the anal are frequently immaculate. Usually, however, there is at least a
rim of pigment on the dorsal edge of the pectorals, and sometimes there is pigment on
them all.

One male specimen collected on July 26, 1922, showed traces of pearl organs,
and it is likely that at least all males develop them in the breeding season.

VARIATIONS

Racial variations.-There are not sufficient specimens available for examination
to determine whether there are intraspecific variations.

Size variations.-In Table 35 are compared extensively 10 specimens more than
200 millimeters in length and 9 specimens 200 millimeters in length or smaller. A
few small fish are compared with larger ones for several characters only in Tables
8 to 11. Small fish seem to have a proportionally larger eye, shorter snout, and less
body depth. The base of the dorsal and of the anal and the gill rakers also appear
to be somewhat longer, and the dorsal and anal rays are less in the small fish, though
the lower number of rays no doubt is due to the exclusion from the individual counts
of one of the first rays, which are apt to be shorter in small specimens.

The few specimens examined indicate that individuals that have attained a
length of 170 millimeters by the middle of the summer are sexually mature.

COMPAIUSONS 64

The low gill-raker count will distinguish reighardi from any of the Nipigon Leu
cichthys except zenithicus. A discussion of the differences between reighardi and
zenithicus is given on page 386.

Reighardi differs from nigripinnis regalis in having a much more elliptical body shape
(seen from the side), a shorter, more included mandible, a much paler body and
fins, and a smaller eye. The comparative figures for gill rakers and eye size follow:
Gill rakers on the first branchial arch:

reighardi, (32) 33-36 (38).
nigripinnis, (44) 48-51 (54).

lI/E:
reighardi, (3.6) 4-4.4 (4.8), with 44 per cent more than 4.1.
nigripinnis, (3.5) 3.7-4.1 (4.3), with 5 per cent more than 4.1.

U The specimens In this section comparod for proportions are those 200 mlIlimeters or more In length, except In the case of or/edl,
Where they are 225 millimeters or more. The counts are given for specimens of all sizes.
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Reighardi has on the average fewer lateral-line scales, a somewhat longer head
and snout, and shorter paired fins. . t

Reighardi differs from hoyi in having a shorter, more included, and less hooked
mandible, less sharply triangular head (as seen from the side), fewer gill rakers on the
first branchial arch, and fewer lateral-line scales. The comparative figures for the
last-named characters follow:
Gill rakers on the first branchial arch:

reighardi, (32) 33-36 (38).
hoyi, (40) 42-46 (48).

Lateral-line scales:
reighardi, (64) 66-73 (77), with 23 per cent more than 72.
hoyi, (66) 73-80 (85), with 82 per cent more than 72.

Reighardi has also on the average a somewhat smaller eye and shorter ventrals.
Reighardi has many fewer gill rakers on the first branchial arch than artedi or

nipigon; also fewer lateral-line scales and a longer snout and maxillary. These
characters are compared below:
Gill rakers on the first branchial arch:

reighardi, (32) 33-36 (38).
artedi, (41) 46-49 (53).
nipigon, (54) 56-59 (66).

Lateral-line scales:
reighardi, (64) 66-73 (77), with 23 per cent more than 72.
artedi, (65) 71-76 (81), with 59 per cent more than 72.
nipigon, (68) 72-77 (82), with 80 per cent more than 72.

HIS:
reighardi, (3.3) 3.5--3.6 (4), with 24 per cent more than 3.6.
artedi, (3.5) 3.7-3.9 (4.2), with 92 per cent more than 3.6.
nipigon, (3.3) 3.5--3.8 (4), with 55 per cent more than 3.6.

HIM:
reighardi, (2.2) 2.3-2.5 (2.7), with 10 per cent more than 2.5.
artedi, (2.5) 2,7-2.8 (3), with 98 per cent more than 2.5.
nipigon, 2.5--2.7 (3.1), with 78 per cent more than 2.5.

Reighardi is also less pigmented throughout and has a proportionally longer
head.

GEOGRAPHICAL DIS'£RIBUTION

In Table 34 are given the data of specimens collected by me with 231 and 2%;
inGh gill nets in 1922 and of specimens examined from the University of Toronto
collection. These data are platted on the map of the lake in Figure 2. The records
are distributed sufficiently widely over the lake to warrant the conclusion that
reighardi occurs throughout the lake where it can find suitable conditions.

BATHYMETRIC DISTRIBUTION

There are few data to indicate the depth preferences of this species. Only three
sets of the special 231 and 2%;" inch gill nets were made by me in the lake, !1nd reig
hardi occurred in two. Twenty per cent of the fish taken on July 25, 1922, off the
source of Nipigon River in 10 to 15 fathoms (record 16), belonged to this species,
while on the next day the catch off Macdiarmid in 30 fathoms had only 14 per cent
of this species (record 2). It is interesting here to give the relative abundance of the
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HIM:
Michigan, (2.5) 2.6-2.8 (3).
Nipigon, (2.2) 2.3-2.5 (2.7).
Superior, (2;3) 2.4-2.6 (2.7).

li/S:
Michigan, (3.5) 3.7-4 (4.4).
Nipigon, (3.3) 3.5-3.6 (4).
Superior, (3.4) 3.6-3.9 (4.1).

Pv/P:
Michigan, (1.8) 2.1-2.4 (2.8).
Nipigon, (1.4) 1.6-1.8 (2).
Superior, (1.5) 1.8-2 (2.4).

AviV:
Michigan, (1.2) 1.4-1.7 (1.8).
Nipigon, (Ll) 1.3-1.6 (1.7).
Superior, (1.2) 1.4-1.7 (1.9).

other species of the lake in these lifts for a comparison with the depth relations of
these species as they are known in the Great Lakes.. Zenithicus comprised 13 and 43
per cent of the catches, respectively; nigripinnis 30 and 38 per cent (both in others of
the Great Lakes found in deeper waters); while the combined percentage of artedi,
nipigon, and clupeajormis (shallow-water forms) was 35 and 3 per cent. Thus, in
the set at 10 to 15 fathoms the deep-water ·zenithicus and nigripinnis had a combined
percentage of 43, and in the 30-fathom lift 81; while the rest, including 1'eighardi,
which in other lakes show a preference fOfshallower water, had a combined percentage
of 55 and 17. A set made off Livingston Point on July 28, 1922, in 56 fathoms took no
reighardi. The specimens in the University of Toronto.collection, so far as is known,
also were taken in shallow water, but it is not possible to state what proportion of the
catch they comprised.

All the data thus indicate that reighardi occurs regularly on the shoals of the lake,
more abundantly in 10 to 15 fathoms than at 30, and is absent at 56 fathoms. These
conclusions that the species prefers the shallower waters are quite in accord with the
known habits of the species in the Great Lakes.

BREEDING HABITS

The specimens collected on October 26, 1922 (record 21), were not yet ripe but
were near maturity. It is likely, then, that the spawning time falls in November,
as in the case of the related form in Lake Superior. Nothing is known about the loca
tion or the character of the grounds selected for spawning.

Leucichthys reighardi dymondi (new subspecies) of Lake Superior

The Superior form (fig. 18) is most like that of Lake Nipigon but in severa
particulars is rather intermediate between the Nipigon and Michigan forms. The
principal systematic characters of the three forms that can be expressed numm'ically
are compared below:
Gill rakers on the first branchial arch:

Michigan, (31) 35-38 (43).65
Nipigon, (32) 33-36 (38).66
Superior, (32) 34-38 (42),67

Lateral-line scales:
Michigan, (67) 72-81 (96) .65
Nipigon, (64) 66-73 (77).66
Superior, (65) 71-77 (83).

L/H:
Michigan, (4) 4.2-4.5 (4.8).
Nipigon, (3.5) 3.7-3.9 (4.1).
Superior, (3.7) 3.9-4.2 (4.4).

HIE:
Michigan, (3.6) 3.9-4.2 (4.4).
Nipigon, (3.6) 4-4.4 (4.8).
Superior, (3.6) 3.9-4.2 (5).

55 These figures for Lake Michigan lire given for 192 specimens of all sizes from the southern sector of the lake; most of them are
paratypes. Unmarked figures are given for 146 speolmens ranging from 200 to 243 millimeters In length.

55 These figures for Lake Nipigon are based on an examination of 98 Individuals ranging In length between 145 and 304 millimeters.
Unmarked figures are given for 83 specimens 200 millimeters or more In length.

57 These and unmarked figures for Lake Superior are based on an examination of 234 specimens ranging In length from 199 to 320
mlIIimeters.
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Dorsal rays: Anal rays:
Michigan, (8) 9-10 (11).68 Michigan, (9) 10-11 (12).71
Nipigon, (9) 10-11.60 Nipigon, (10) 11-12.72

Superior, 10-11 (12).70 Superior, (10) 11-12 (13).73

The mandible usually is included within the upper jaw, but it is not infrequently
equal to it or longer. The premaxillaries are not usually vertical but make an angle
of 55° to 65° with the horizontal axis of the head. The mandible seldom is pigmented,
and the pigmentation of the prenarial area is much reduced, though the area is con
spicuously darker still. The bodyisrathercompressed, so that the body form is not sub
terete. The average size attained seems to be about the same for the Superior race
as for the others, except that in virgin waters there are more fish larger than 250
millimeters. Only a single specimen longer than 290 millimeters has been seen,
however.

Thus, it appears that in the matter ofnumber of gill rakers, size of eye, and length of
the ventral fins, the Superior form is verylike the typical one. In respect to the number
of dorsal and anal rays, the length of the mandible, position of the premaxillaries,
and body width it is like the dymondi form. In the matter of number of lateral-line
scales, length of head, maxillary, snout, and pectorals, and pigmentation of the head
parts it seems to be more or less intermediq,te between the two. As the characters
in which Superior specimens are predominantly like dymondi are more numerous and
influence most their general appearance, I have called this form dymondi also.

The color of living specimens is much like that described for the Ontario race,
except that the green of the back is paler, seldom being conspicuous beneath the over
lying pigmentation. Specimens in spirits are pigmented on the ventral and anal
more often than those of the typical form.

No specimens in full nuptial adornment have been collected. N one of the males
taken out of Port Arthur on November 25, 1922, showed pearl organs, but these fish
were transported on ice, and friction had removed the epidermal structures. An occa
sional niale taken in Thunder Bay in September, 1923, showed incipient pearl organs,
and it is certain that in the breeding season, at least, the males are pearled.

VARIATIONS

Racial variations.--Virtually all my specimens are from Thunder Bay or the
vicinity, so that nothing can be said about variations with locality.

Size variations.-Most of the specimens in the collection were taken in 2~

inch gill nets, so that they are too equal in size to furnish data on changes with growth.
COMPARISONS 74

Reighardi resembles zenithicus most closely. The differences between these two
species are discussed on page 380.

There is a close superficial resemblance to artedi, but there are sharp differences
between the two species. Reighardi is not known to have more that 42 gill rakers on

68 One hundred Bnd seventy-nine specimens.
eo Eighteen specimens.
70 Thirty-five specimens.
11 Forty-four specimens.
11 Eighteen specimens.
78 Fifty specimens.
7' Figures of proportions for reighardl Bnd nigripinnu Bre based on specimens 200 millimeters or more In length; those for arledi

on specimens 225 millimeters or more. Proportions for kiUI Bnd haul Bnd Il11 counts Bre based on specimens of BII sizes.
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the first branchial arch, while artedi is not known to have less. Reighardi also has a
longer head, a longer maxillary, longer paired fins, and fewer scales in the lateral line.
A comparison of these characters for the two species foHows:
L/H:

reighardi, (3.7) 3.9-4.2 (4.4), with 3 per cent more than 4.2.
artedi, (4) 4.3-4.6 (4.9), with 88 per cent more than 4.2.

HIM:
reighardi, (2.3) 2.4-2.6 (2.7), with 4 per cent more than 2.6.
artedi, (2.6) 2.7-3 (3.2), with 91 per cent more than 2.6.

Pv/P:
reighardi,(1.5) 1.8-2 (2.4), with 14 per cent more than 2.
artedi, (1.6) 2-2.3 (2.6), with 63 per cent more than 2.

AviV:
reighardi, (1.2) 1.4-1.7 (1.9), with 3 per cent more than 1.7.
artedi, (1.3) 1.6-1.9 (2), with 36 per cent more than 1.7.

Lateral-line scales:
reighardi, (65) 71-77 (83), with 2 per cent more than 80.
artedi, (72) 84-93 (105), with 85 per cent more than 80.

Reighardi differs from nigripinnis cyanopterus in having fewer giJJ rakers, fewer
·scales in the lateral line, a larger eye, and a much more terete body. The compara
tive figures for certain of these characters follow:
Gill rakers on the first branchial arch:

reighardi, (32) 34-38 (42), with 10 per cent more than 38.
nigripinnis, (36) 38-42 (48) with 84 per cent more than 38.

Lateral-line scales:
reighardi, (65) 71-77 (83), with 2 per cent more than 80.
nigripinnis, (73) 79-86 (91), with 72 per cent more than 80.

HIE:
reighardi, (3.6) 3.9-4.2 (5), with 9 per cent more than 4.2.
nigripinnis, (4) 4.3-4.6 (5.2), with 85 per cent more than 4.2.

The paired fins also average shorter in reighardi, the dorsal contour of the pec
toral usually is straight rather than decurved, and the body and fins are paler.

Reighardi is distinguishable from kiyi and hoyi by its more terete shape, its
included mandible, greater adult size, fewer gill rakers on the first branchial arch,
.and shorter paired fins. Reighardi is further separable from kiyi by the fewer scales in
the Jateral line. The comparative figures for such of these characters as can be
,expressed accurately numerically are given below:
'Gill rakers on the first branchial arch:

reighardi, (32) 34-38 (42), with 10 per cent more than 38.
kiyi, (36) 37-42 (45), with 71 per cent more than 38.
hoyi, (37) 40-45 (49), with 96 per cent more than 38.

Pv/P:
reighardi, (1.5) 1.8-2 (2.4), with 62 per cent more than 1.8
kiyi, (Ll) 1.3-1.5 (1.7).
hoyi, (1.4) 1.5-1.8 (2.2), with 11 per cent more than 1.8.

AviV:
reighardi, (1.2) 1.4-1.7 (1.9), with 94 per cent more than 1.3.
kiyi, (0.9) 1-1.2 (1.4), with 1 per cent more than 1.3.
hoyi, (0.9) 1.1-1.3 (1.6), with 11 per cent more than 1.3.

Lateral-line scales:
, reighardi, (65) 71-77 (83), with 2 per cent more than 80.

kiyi, (72) 76-84 (87), with 29 per cent more than 80.
hoyi, (65) 69-78 (84), with 2 per cent more than 80.
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GEOGRAPHICAL DISTRIBUTION

. Data in Table 36 and Figure 3 show reighardi in Superior to be confined to the
western sector of the lake from Ontonagon, Mich., to Grand Marais, Minn., and to
the islands blocking Nipigon Bay. The numerous sets of the, special 2}1 and 2%:
inch nets made in other parts of the lake (see Table 24) have not revealed it, but
there is a bare possibility that it may occur elsewhere in habitats not explored.

BATHYMETRIC DISTRIBUTION

Pound nets were inspected only out of two ports on the north and west shores
of the lake, and at each inspection some examples of this species were taken. Those
gill-net sets in the area of distribution that were made near shore, so that part, at
least, of the gang fished at moderate depths, have recorded the species. It has
been absent from the special 2}1 and 2%: inch nets set within its distribution area
only on October 4, 1921, off Bread Rock, Ontario, in 80 to 90 fathoms and on Sep
tember 25, 1923, in Simpson Channel in 74 fathoms. It may be stated then, that
in the summer, at least, reighardi runs onto the shoals and is known to range out,
to depths of 49 and possibly 65 fathoms, probably where such depths are attaine.d
in the proximity of shore.

RELATIVE ABUNDANCE

Reighardi has been taken commonly only in the bays and channels along the
north shore of the lake.

. Specimens of reighardi were rare among the Leucichthys taken in the 272 and
2%: inch nets lifted on August 24 and 25, 1921, 21 miles west and 6 miles NNW.
of Ontonagon, Mich., in 15 to 45 and 20 to 38 fathoms (records 1 and 2); July 11,
1922, between Cat and South Twin Islands in 15 to 20 fathoms (record 3); July 17,
1922,20 miles NE. by E. of Duluth in 30 to 40 fathoms (record 4); and on September
14,1921, off Terrace Point, Minn., in 30 to 65 fathoms (record 5). In the northern
bays it has .been found common only in the shallower waters. Thus, in Thunder
Bay and vicinity, in the lift of special 2'72-inchnets made on September 15, 1923,.
between Silver Island and the mainland in 14 fathoms and inside Thunder Oape
in 31 fathoms (records 8 and 9), and on September 17, 1923, inside the Welcome
Islands in 11 fathoms and outside the Welcome Islands in 23 fathoms (records 10
and 11), and on September 19, 1923, in Thunder Bay off Sawyer Bay in ,49 fathoms.
(record 12), reighardi constituted 32 to 92 per cent of the coregonids taken. Far
ther eastward, in the vicinity of Rossport, Ontario, in the lift made on September
25, 1923, in Moffat Strait in 13 to 14 fathoms, 17 per cent of the catch of corego~ids
was of reighardi (record 18.) It was rare in the lift made on September 29, 1923, off
Salter Island in 42 fathoms (record 19). It was absent in the lift made on September
25, 1923, in Simpson Channel in 74 fathoms and on October 4, 1921, off Bread Rock
in the main lake in 80 to 90 fathoms. '

The species occurred in unknown numbers in the herring lifts made in Thun-'
del' Bay on November 25, 1922 (record 7;) These specimens were collected by
H. Walmsley, of Booth Fisheries, from the herring fishermen. Testimony of thes~
fishermen establishes that when the November herring run is on not infrequently
100 pounds or so of these fish are taken in a lift of several thousand pounds of herring,
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especially at the beginning and close of the herring season. The herring nets are set
in Thunder Bay in November at depths of 6 to 30 fathoms.

A number of specimens have been taken in the pound nets in Black Bay and
the vicinity of Nipigon Bay. The pounds were of such large mesh that only the largest
examples of the species were captured, and it is probable that the species was
numerous even in the environs of the nets. Oscar Anderson, of Rossport, Ontario,
in whose pounds most of the specimens were taken, stated that the large reighardi
had been present in the Moffat Strait net for most of the summer of 1922, and that
in early August, 1923, they were very common there.

From the data just reviewed it appears that reighardi occurs most abundantly
along the shores of the bays and in the channels of the north shore. It has not been
found common in water deeper than 49 fathoms, and no specimens have been taken
from nets in water deeper than 65 fathoms. The temperature data in Table 13
show that.thewarmest waters in the lake are found within this zone of abundance.

BREEDING HABITS

An occasional male showmg incipient pearl organs and exuding a little milt
on pressure was taken in the lifts made in Thunder Bay on September 15 and 17,
1923 (records 9, 10, and 11), but most of the fish showed green gonads. ,None of the
fish taken at Rossport, Ontario, on September 25 and 29, 1923 (records 18 and 19),
showed indications of sexual ripeness. The majority of females taken at Port Arthur,
Ontario, on November 25, 1922 (record 7), were spent, but the eggs of an occasional
individual were still hard in the ovary. The males also were spent, though most of
them yielded a little milt on pressure. The condition of the sex organs of these
Port Arthur fish indicates that they had spawned recently. No spawning grounds
of the species are known, but certainly some are to be found in Thunder Bay.

Leucichthys reighardi reighardi of Lake Ontario

The Lake Ontario form of reighardi resembles very closely the typical form.
The principal characters that can be expressed numerically are compared below:
Gill rakers on the first branchial arch: HIS:

Michigan, (31) 35-38 (43).76 Michigan, (3:5) 3.7-4 (4.4).
Ontario, (33) 35-38 (42).76 Ontario, (3.3) 3.6-3.9 (4.2).

Lateral-line scales: .HIM:
Michigan, (67) 72-81 (96).75 Michigan, (2.5) 2.6-2.8 (2.9).
Ontar.io, (66) 73-81 (86). Ontario, (2.6) 2.7-2.9 (3).

LIB: Pv/P:
Michigan, (4) 4.2-4.5 (4.8). Michigan, (1.8) 2.1-2.5 (2.8) .

• Ontario, (4) 4.4-4.7 (5). Ontario, (1.7) 2.2-2.5 (2.9).
HIE: AviV:

Michigan,(3.6) 3.9-4.2 (4.4). Michigan, (1.2) 1.4-1.7 (1.8).
Ontario, (4) 4.2~4.5 (5). Ontario, (1.3) 1.5-1.7 (2.1).

From the figures it appears that Ontario specimens tend to have a proportion
ally shorter head and smaller eye than the typical Lake Michigan form. These

7. These figures are based on an examination of 192 specimens of all sizes. All other figures are given for 146 specimens ranging
In length between 200 and 243 millimeters. Only fish taken In the southern sector of the lake are Included In these tabulations. Most
of them are cotypes.

" These and succeeding figures for Lake Ontario are bllSed on 76 collected specimens ranlling in length from 203 to 295 millimeters.
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differences concern proportions that usually are affected by growth, and as of the
two groups that of Lake Ontario contains the largest individuals, it would appear
that the differences must lose in significance. The removal of the larger fish from
the Ontario group reduces the disparity between the HIE figures for the two groups
but alters little the L/H relations. (See section on "Size variations.")

While most of the individuals of the species taken in Lake Ontario have been
of about the same size as those taken in Lake Michigan, a few exceptionally large
examples have been taken. The largest of these measures 295 millimeters. These
larger fish are usually conspicuously deeper than the smaller ones, and the anterior
dorsal profile is not gradual, but the line rises rather rapidly for half the distance
from the occiput to the dorsal and continues to the dorsal with only a slight upward
trend.

The color of Jiving specimens is like that of the chub and other Great Lakes
Leucichthys. The underlying color of the back is usually pale pea green to blue green,
though occasional individuals show bright tones. The iridescence is usually pinkish.
In spirits specimens show, on the average, less pigmentation than the paratypes.
The anal and ventrals are always immaculate, and the black of the snout and man
dibl.e is somewhat reduced.

The males and at least some females develop pearl organs during the breeding
season. Among the specimens preserved, however, there are none that have retained
more than traces here and there of the breeding adornment.

VARIATIONS

Racial variations.-Too few specimens have been obtained from any locality
to permit extensive comparisons to ascertain whether there are racial differences
within the species.

Size variations.-Only two specimens smaller than 200 millimeters have been
seen, hence it is not possible to make the usual comparisons between small and large
fish. The collected specimens may be divided, however, according as they are more
or less than 250 millimeters in length, and some indication may be derived of the
effect of growth on the systematic characters usually employed. Such a division
leaves for comparison a group of 32 specimens 250 millimeters or more in length and
a group of 44 smaller ones. The only marked difference between the characters of
the two groups is in the HIE ratio-the larger fish have a proportionally smaller eye.
The range of HIE for the small fish is 4-4.4 (4.5); for the larger ones (4) 4.2-4.6 (5).

COMPARISONS 77

Reighardi is easily distinguishable from the other species in the lake on account
of the fewer gill rakers on the first branchial arch and the shorter paired fins. A
comparison of these characters follows:
Gill rakers on the first branchial arch:

reighardi, (33) 35-38 (42), with 4 per cent more than 40.
hoyi, (39) 42-47 (50), with 98 per cent more than 40..
kiyi, (41) 43-46 (48).
artedi, (41) 46-50 (54).

17 Figures In this section are given tor all collected specImens.
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Pv/P:
reighardi, (1.7) 2.2-2.5 (2.9), with 89 per cent more than 2.1.
hoyi, (1.4) 1.7-2 (2.2), with-I per cent more than 2.1.
kiyi, (1.5) 1.7-2 (2.2), with 3 per cent more than 2.1.
artedi, (1.7) 1.9-2.1 (2.5), with 15 per cent more than 2.1.

AviV:
reighardi, (1.3) 1.5-1.7 (2.1), with 90 per cent more than 1.4.
hoyi, (1.1) 1.3-1.5 (1.6), with 38 per cent more than 1.4.
kiyi, (1) 1.2-1.4 (1.6), with 7 per cent more than 1.4. '
artedi, (1.3) 1.5-1.8 (2), with 89 per cent more than, 1.4.

Reigkardi also has a less triangular head, seen from the side, a wider, more terete
body, and the mandible is almost always shorter than the upper jaw, while in the
other species, excepting artedi the reverse is true. In artedi the lower jaw has been
found shorter than the upper in less than half the specimens examined. The body
outline, as seen from the side, is more elliptical than in kiyi; and reigkardi has also
a shorter head, larger eye, and longer maxillary and snout than this species. It has
a shorter head and maxillary than hoyi.As reigkardi spawns in spring (probably in
April or May) and kiyi spawns in August and artedi in November, the state of develop
ment of the sex organs may, at certain seasons, at least, aid in separating individual~

of the several species.
GEOGRAPHICAL DISTRIBUTION

Data on the occurrence of reigkardi given in Table 38 and shown platted on the
chart in Figure 7 show that specimens of the species have been taken in the special
2% and 2%;-inch nets out of every port visited on the New York shore and out of
Brighton on the Canadian shore. Specimens have been seen also from other collec
tions taken from off Port Credit, Ontario. It is probable, then, that the species is
distributed along the shores of the entire lake.

BATHYMETRIC DISTRIBUTION

The only data available on the depth distribution of the species are derived from
the use of special nets of 272 and 2%:-inch mesh, which were set only between the
depths of 20 and 75 fathoms at some time during the summers of 1921 and 1923,
and from the examination of a few sets of 3-inch nets that are in commercial use for
herring. Individuals occurred in the catches of these nets at depths of 20 to 65
fathoms. They were absent in the lift off Oswego, N. Y., made on September 4,
1923, in 70 to 75 fathoms, but occurred in lifts from off that port made in shallower
Water.

RELATIVE ABUNDANCE

The data from any of the nets show nothing conclusive about the relative abund
ance of the species, inasmuch as all the special sets were made with only the element
of depth as a guiding factor, and it is well known that other factors influence the dis
tribution of fishes. The data, however, seem to point to certain conclusions, which
may be given more weight in that they agree with what is known about the, habits
of the species elsewhere.

No reigkardj were taken in a special lift made off Bronte, Ontario, on June 29,
1921, in 40 to 50 fathoms; off Wilson, N. Y., on June 25, 1921, and July 16, 1921, in
50 fathoms, and off Oswego, N. Y., on, September, 4, 1923, in 70 to 75 fathoms.
Specimens of the species were rare in a lift made 872 miles NNW. of Sodus Point,
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N. Y., on July 12, 1921, in 60 fathoms (record 7); July 4, 1921, 7 miles off
Braddock Point Light, N. Y., in 65 fathoms (record 8); June 23, 1921, 3 miles north
of Wilson, N. Y., in30 fathoms, and on July 19, 1921,6~ miles N.by W. ~W. of that
port in 65 fathoms (records 9 and 10). Occasional specimens. were taken in the
special lift made on August 30,1923,14 miles west of Sandy Pond, N. Y., in 60 fathoms
(record 4), and in the lifts of the commercial nets of 3-inch mesh made on July 11,
1921,5 miles NNW. of Nine-Mile Point, N. Y., in 25 to 35 fathoms (record 5) and on
August 24, 1923, 9 miles west of Sandy Pond, N. Y., in 25 to 30 fathoms (record 3).
Reighardi occurred commonly in the' lifts of the special nets made on June 10 and 16,
1921, 20 miles S. by W. of Presque Isle Light, Ontario, in 40 to 50 fathoms (records
1 and 2), on July 21, 1921,2 miles north of Wilson, N. Y., in 20 fathoms (record 11),
and also in the commercial 3-inch nets lifted on September 1, 1923, off Nine-Mile
PoiIit, N. Y., from 30 fathoms (record 6). (The occurrence of numerous examples
of the species in·· the 3-inch nets is of particular significance, as only individuals of
extreme size can be gilled in nets of such large mesh.)

The data from these source8 thus indicate that the species is found most commonly
at depths of 20 to 50 fathoms.

BREEDING HABITS

No breeding grounds of reighardi are known, nor can the time of spawning be
established definitely. Of 6 female specimens sent me by Andrew Pritchard, of the
Uriiversity of Toronto, taken on February 12, 1926, off Port Credit, Ontario, 3 were
spent, 2 were nearly ripe, and 1 was apparently a nonspawner. Mr. Pritchard, in a
letter of January 8, 1927, says that in his experience spent fish are not common so
early in the year. In April, 1926, most of the fish were nearly ripe, and a few started
to spawn toward the end of the month. The main run, however, was in the first two
weeks in May, when, according to the fishermen at Port Credit, the decks of their
boats often were covered with spawn from the captured fish.

All but one of the fish taken at Brighton, Ontario, on June 10 and 16, 1921
(records 1 and 2), were either spent females or males from which milt could be
squeezed. The exception was a female with loose eggs in the body cavity. Males
taken at other ports later in that season not infrequently emitted milt or exhibited
traces of pearls. The female showed eggs of the next season developing in the ovaries;
The fish from Lake Ontario listed under Leucichthys prognathus as ripe- or nearly ripe
in May and June by Evermann and Smith (1896, p. 317) undoubtedly are of this
species.

It appears, thus, that the spawning seasQn for the species is probably in early
May, certainly before June 10.

LEUCICHTHYS NIGRIPINNIS Gill

THE BLACKFIN (FIGS. 19, 20, AND 21)
Argyrosomu8 nigripinnis Gill, in Hoy,i872, p. 99, Lake Michigan off Racine; Evermann and Smith

1896, pp. 317-320, pI. 27, Lake Michigan (probably not "lakes of Wisconsin and Minnesota").
Leucichthys nigripinnis Jordan and Evermann, 1911, pp. 26-27, PI. IV, Lake Michigan (probably not

"lakes of Wisconsin"); Dymond,. 1926, pp. 6~63, PI. III, Lake Nipigon.
Cqregonus prognathu8 Smith, 1894, pp. 4-13, pI. 1, Lake Ontario. .
Argyro8omu8 prognathu8 Evermann and Smith, 1896, pp. 314-317, pI. 26, .Lake Ontario.
LeucichthY8 prognathu8 Jordan and Evermann, 1911,pp. 23':"'24, Lake Ontario. .
Leucichthys cyanoplerus Jordan and Evermann, 1911, pp. 27-28, fig. 13, Lake Supel,'ior off Marquette.



BULl•. U. S. B. F., 1928. (Doc. 1048.)

FIG. 10.-Leucich/hys niyrip;'lnis Gill, the blackOn. Male, 314 millimeters long, taken in Lake Michigan 00' Port WashingtoJ.l,
Wis., in 00 to 80 fatboms on Ma,' 20, 1022

li'IG. 20.-Lcuciclllltys ni(Jripinllis cyanoplerus Jordan and EvermnnD, the blucl1n. 1\1810, 2 4 millimeters long, taken in 1.4nko
Superior ofT Michipicoten Island in 80 fathoms on June 22, 1022

Flo. 21.-Leucich/hvslligripiml;s prOljllutllUs Smith, the bloater. 'l'ype, 207 millim tors long, taken in Lako Ontario
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Leucichthys nigripinnis has been described from Lake' Michigan and also has
been recorded from Lakes Superior, Huron, Ontario, and Nipigon. In all the lakes it
is distinguished by the large size it attains, its deep body (which is ovate in side view),
and by its relatively long paired fins. In all but Superior and Ontario the species
has conspicuously pigmented fins, and in all but Nipigon it inhabits by preference
depths'of 60 fathoms and more. The Huron form differs from the type form chiefly
in having a larger head and eye, possibly fewer lateral-line scales, and slightly longer
paired fins. The Superior form has fewer gill rakers, a longer head and snout, a smaller
'eye, less body depth, a shorter mandible, and paler fins than the typical form. In
.addition, it spawns in September as compared with December and January in the
'Other Great Lakes. In Nipigon the form is distinguished chiefly by having slightly
more gill rakers than the type, fewer lateral-line scales and scale rows, a larger head
;and eye, and longer pectorals. The fins are somewhat darker and the body paler.
It frequents much shallower water and probably spawns about the same time as the
Michigan form. The Ontario form probably was but little different from the typical
Tace except that probably it was less pigmented. The race in Lake Nipigon has been
designated rega7Jis in this paper. The Lake Superior and Lake Ontario forms have
been described as distinct species and called cyanopterus and prognathus, respectively.
They are here regarded as subspecies.

Type

The type is no longer extant. The name is based on a specimen sent by Hoy to
Gill, who named but did not describe it. The name is fixed by a cursory account
published by Hoy in 1872. .

Leucichthys riigripinnis nigripinnis of Lake Michigan

The blackfin is one of the largest of the deep-water Leucichthys. It not infre
'quently reaches a length of 35 centimeters (13% inches), with a weight of a little
more than 172 pounds, and nets of 372 to 4 inch mesh were used to take it when it
'Supported a fishery. The body is, in general, similar in shape to that ofjohannre; as a
rule, however, it is less elongate and slightly deeper. The depth is usually equal to
25 to 29 per cent of the total length. The width is about 47 to 52 per cent of the
depth. At the occiput the dorsal profile rises rapidly to half the distance thatsepa
Tates the occiput from the dorsal. The remaining half of the contour line continues
to the dorsal with only a slight upward trend. From the dorsal the contour continues
ventrad and caudad in nearly a straight line to the adipose. The ventral profile,
from the tip of the mandible to the ventral fins, runs like the opposite dorsal line.
For the anterior half of this distance the line curves strongly downward and back
ward, while the remaining half runs nearly parallel to the dorsal line and the linea
lateralis. The portion of the body from the dorsal and ventrals to the head appears;
therefore, to be of nearly uniform depth. As the depth increases' the more vertical
become the lines proceeding immediately from the occiput and the isthmus. From
the ventrals the ventral contour line continues caudad and dorsad in a moderate
curve. The head is moderate, broadly triangular as viewed from the side, and is
contained (3.8) 4.1-4.4 (4.7) 78 times in the total length of the fish. The premaxil-

7& These values and those given subsequently. unless Indicated otherwise, are based on an examination of 52 specimens, which
range in length between 220 and 360 mlllimeters.
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laries usually are half as wide as long and make an angle of 45° to 60° with the hori
zontal axis of the head. Instead of a smooth curve connecting the tip of the snout
with the occiput, as in the longjaw, where the premaxillaries occupy a similar position,
the profile in the blackfin runs straight from the tip of the premaxillaries to their
articulation with the rostroethmoidal cartilage and then continues in a faint curve to
the occiput. The maxillary is pigmented· and seldom extends much beyond the
anterior edge of the pupil. The snout, viewed from the side, is deep and blunt and is
contained 3.5-3.9 (4.1) times in the head length. The eye is large and is contained
4-4.4 (4.6) times in the total length of the head. The lower jaw usually is pigmented
conspicuously and equal to or somewhat longer than the upper; occasionally, however,
it is somewhat shorter. The gill rakers on the first branchial arch number (15)
16-19 + (26) 29-32 (34) = (41) 46-50 (52). Scales in the lateral line number (74)
80-87 (89). Scale rows around the body just in front of the dorsal and ventrals
number (41) 42-44 (45); 79 just in front of the adipose and anus (32) 33-35 (36); 7U
around the caudal peduncle (23) 24-26 (27).79 Dorsal rays are 10-11; 79 anal rays
(10) 11-12 (13); 79 ventral rays 11-12; 79 and pectoral rays (15) 16-17 (18).80 The
length of the pectoral fin is contained (1.5) 1.6-1.8 (2.2) times in the distance from the
pectorals to the ventrals.

The distal half of the dorsal margin of the pectorals is usually decurved. The
ventrals are contained 1.2-1.5 (1.6) times in the distance from their origin to that
of the anal.

COLOR IN LIFE

The general tone is silvery, as in other Leucichthys, but in typical specimens the
silvery cast is least conspicuous in this species on account of the heavy pigmentation.
The entire dorsal surface is blue black, almost obscuring the pea green t.o blue green
beneath. Below the lateral line a pale blue green is evident beneath the silvery layer,
The sides and cheE'ks are suffused with a purplish iridescence, which is strongest above
the lateral line. The maxillary and mandible are whitish, both more or less heavily
pigmented. The fins also are whitish, all of them usually so heavily pigmented that
the effect is also blue black.

In spirits the entire dorsal surface is more or less heavily pigmented, varying.from
dense pigment, giving an almost black effect in some individuals, to but scattered
pigment in others. The top of the head is usually darker than the back, with the
pigment here often concentrated in front of the nares. The tip of the mandible is
dark, and the pi~ment of the back usually descends onto the sides of the head and
body, sometimes with undiminished intensity on the operculum, postoculars, and in
the preorbital area. The cranial margin and distal half of the dorsal fin, d~rsaI
margin and distal half of the pectorals, distal half of the ventrals, distal half of the
longer rays of the anal, and the lateral border and a broad band of the caudal are washed
more or less with intense black. More or less of the fins may be pigmented, but the
usual extent of the pigmentation has been given.

No blackfins were collected during the spawning season, but a male in the Field
Museum collection, taken off Chicago, showed traces of pearls; and no doubt the
males, at least, develop pearl organs, as do all other members of the genus in the
basin.

IV Sixteen specimens. 80 Twenty-six specimen&.
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VARIATIONS

Too few specimens are available for a study of local variations, and there is no
material for a study of variation with growth, as none of the collected specimens are
less than 220 millimeters in length. The smallest specimen collected measures 220
millimeters and is mature, but occasional much larger specimens in the collection
are immature.

COMPARISONS 81

Small blackfins bear a superficial resemblance to the kiyi, from which they may
be distinguished by their more numerous gill rakers (which in the blackfin are seldom
less than 44 and in the kiyi not usually more than 42) and by their more heavily pig
mented fins, especially the ventrals, which are always more or less black in the former
but usually immaculate in the latter. The blackfin has a wider body and thicker
belly walls, a deeper and blunter head, and somewhat shorter paired fins. Females
of the two species may be separated by the state of development of the ova. The
blackfin spawns in late December and early January and the kiyi in October.

Only small nigripinnis could be confused with hoyi, as the former grows much
larger. Nigripinnis is distinguished from hoyi by the body shape, which in the former
is ovate, seen from the side, and in the latter elliptical; by the more numerous gill
rakers on the first branchial arch and scales in the lateral line; and by the much
darker coloration, particularly on the abdominal fins, which in the bloater are often
immaculate and never conspicuously pigmented, while in the blackfin all of them are
usually conspicuously black. The characters that can be expressed in figures are
compared below:
Gill rakers on the first branchial arch:

nigripinnis, (41) 46-50 (52), with 81 per cent more than 45.
hoyi, (37) 41-44 (48), with 5 per cent more than 45.

Lateral-line scales:
nigripinnis, (74) 80-87 (89), with 90 per cent more than 77.
hoyi, (60) 67-77 (84), with 7 per cent more than 77.

The pectoral fins probably average a trifle longer in nigripinnis. The state of
the sex organs also should serve often as a criterion in distinguishing at least ques
tionable females, as hoyi spawns in March, nigripinnis in January. Individuals of
nigripinnis under 200 millimeters in length probably would not be found often to'
be sexually mature, while hoyi are regularly mature as small as 140 millimeters.

Nigripinnis differs from artedi chiefly in the body shape, which is ovate in
side view in the former and elliptical in the latter, and in the longer paired fins and
greater body depth. The comparative figures for the last-named characters follow:
Pv/P:

nigripinnis, (1.5) 1.6-1.8 (2.2), with 18 per cent more than 1.8.
artedi, (1.6) 1.9-2.2 (2.6), with 94 per cent more than 1.8.

AviV:
nigripinnis, 1.2-1.5 (1.6), with 8 per cent more than 1.5.
artedi, (1.4) 1.6-1.8 (2.3), with 89 per cent more than 1.5.

LID:
nigripinnis, (3.2) 3.4-3.9 (4.3).
artedi, (3.6) 4.0-4.9 (5.3), with 62 per cent more than. 4.3.

II Figures given In this section for proportions are based on speolmens 200 millimeters or more In length, except /lrledl, where
he limit Is 225 ml1llmeters. Counts are given for specimens of all sizes.
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Nigripinnis has also a much longer maxillary, a somewhat longer head relatively,
and is more pigmented, especially on the paired fins, than the herring. The ven
trals, particularly, are darker in nigripinnis.

Discussions of the differences between nigripinnis and johann;;e, alpen;;e, zent
thicus, and reighardi are found on pages 352, 365, 389, and 402.

GEOGRAPHICAL DISTRIBUTION

My data on the occurrence of the blackfin in Lake Michigan are given in Table
40 and are shown platted on the chart in Figure 4. There are 20 records, all but 5
of them from personal observation on the commercial catches of the chub nets. A
few individuals have been taken out of most of the ports visited, and the data indi
cate that the species may be found, at least occasionally, throughout the lake at
suitable depths.

BATHYMETRIC DISTRIBUTION

The data in the aforementioned table are derived almost exclusively from an
examination of the catches of the 2~ t02%; inch chub nets and from the testimony
of fishermen. They show the blackfin to have been taken at depths of 30 to 90
fathoms. With the exception of the two lifts out of Michigan Oity on September 3
and October 11, 1920, in 30 to 40 fathoms (records 10 and 11), no individuals oc
curred in about 12 catches examined from nets lifted out of less than 40 fathoms,
not including the sets on the spawning grounds of zenithicus and hoyi. None ever
have been seen by me from either the 4 or 4~ inch trout and whitefish nets or the
l~-inch bait nets set usually at depths of less than 50 fathoms. (See p. 354.) The
testimony of the fishermen, who undoubtedly know the blackfin, establishes itshabitat,
in the deeper waters of the lake, and it is probable that the blackfin does not range
outside of the 30-fathom contour. The outer limit of its range is not known.

RELATIVE ABUNDANCE

My observations on the abundance of the blackfin Were made during the summer
and fall of 1920 and in the summer of 1923 from an examination of the catches of
the 2~ to 2%; inch chub nets. Few chubs of any kind were taken in 1920. (See
p.354.) The fishermen, moreover, are unanimous in the opinion that blackfins are
taken commonly only in nets of 3-inch or larger mesh, so that my observations show
nothing conclusive on the present abundance of this species. (The small fish appar
ently do not consort with the largest ones and apparently not even with the other
chubs. This does not seem to be true of the species in Lake Huron.) In each
of the lifts made out of the following ports a few specimens were taken: Out
of Washington Harbor, Wis., on August 19, 1920, 20 miles E. ~ N. of Rock
Island in 71 to 90 fathoms (record 1); out of Sturgeon Bay, Wis., on August 23,
1920, 12 miles E. by S. of the ship-channel mouth in 60 to 70 fathoms (record 2) ;
out of Port Washington, Wis., on September 25, 1920, 18 miles E, 72 S. in 65 to 48
fathoms, and on May 26, 1922, '24 miles E. by N. in 60 to 80 fathoms (records 3 and
4); out of Milwaukee, Wis., on March 24, 1919, in 50 fathoms, and on Septem"ber
23, 1920,27 miles ESE. in 60 fathoms (records 5 and 6); out of Michigan City, Ind.,
on September 3, 1920, and on October 11, 1920, 22 miles NW. by N,. ~ N. and 20
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miles N. by W. % W. in 30 to 40 fathoms (records 10 and 11); out of Grand Haven,
Mich., on March 20, 1919, 12 miles west in 50 to 55 fathoms (record 12); out of
Ludington, Mich.;.on August 30, 1920, 17 miles W. 72 S.in 60 to 70 fathoms (record
13); out of Frankfort, Mich., on October 4, 1920, 9 .miles north of Point Betsie in
60 to 70 fathoms (record 15); out of Northport, Mich., on June 22, 1920, and on July
31, 1923,5 miles northwest of Cathead Light in 40 to 60 fathoms (records 16 and 17);
out of Charlevoix, Mich., on June 30, 1920, 3 miles northwest in 40 to 65 fathoms
and on August 11,1923,3 miles NW. 72 W. in 35 to 60 fathoms (records 18 and 19);
and out of Manistique, Mich., on August 12, 1920, 15 miles SE. by S. 72 S. in 60 to
70 fathoms (record 20). All but the lifts out of Michigan City (records 10 and 11),
it will be noted, were made, at least in part, from depths of 50 fathoms or more.
In only one lift made at more than 50 fathoms were no blackfins observed, namely,
out of Sheboygan, Wis., on October 1, 1920. It was absent in about 12 other lifts
examined from nets set in less than 50 fathoms, the number.not including those
lifts made out of Milwaukee, Wis., and Michigan City, Ind., on the spawning grounds
of zenithicU8 and hoyi.

My observations thus show that few blackfins were taken in the lifts examined
during 1920 and that these were, for the most part, froni nets lifted from depths of
50 fathoms or more. The early writers (Hoy, 1870; Milner, 1872) also had observed,
or derived an opinion, that the blackfin was a fish of the deeper waters. If we turn
to the testimony of the fishermen, we find that the species was formerly abundant
in several localities, always at great depths., William Lahmann, a retired fisherman
of Milwaukee, says that they were formerly abun~ant40 miles ESE. of Milwaukee,
Wis. (off Racine), in 80 to 90 fathoms, where they were caught while spawning in
December. and. January (record 7). Cornelius Tamms, likewi~e of Milwaukee,
states that he fished for blackfins with 372-inch nets on these grounds from April
to June (record 8). Charles Hyttel, sr.,. of Racine, who furnished the type
specimen to Doctor Hoy, says that formerly he fished blackfins in 372-inch nets off
the city at depths of 60 fathoms and more. They spawned there, he says, in January
(record 9). Peter and Hans P.Petersen, ofManistee, Mich, formerly fished black
fins 5 to 8 miles west of Manistee in 4~':'inch nets at depths of 40 to 80 fathoms in
December and January when the fish were spawning (record 14). Mr. Lahmann
and the Petersens give 1905 as the year Qf a marked decline in the abundance of the
species. Mr. Hyttel's tug records show occasional fair lifts in 1907, especially in
January, but the records for succeeding years, including 1911, indicate takes of few
blackfins.

'BREEDING HABITS

Nothing is known from personal observation of the timeor place of spawning.
None of the specimens collected .as late.as October 4, 1920 (record 15), showed ripe
eggs, and those taken as early as March 20, 1919, were spent. Thus the spawning
season is some time between October and March. Observations of fishermen,from
several ports fix the time and indicate the location of at least two spawning grounds.
Mr. Lahmann, of Milwaukee, and Mr. Hyttel, sr., of Racine, both have claimed to
have taken the fish on their spawning grounds, 40 miles ESE. of Milwaukee, in 60 to
90 fathoms during late December and early January. The Petersens say that they
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H/S:
Michigan, 3.5-3.9 (4.1).
Huron, (3.3) 3.4-3.8 (4.2).

Pv/P:
Michigan, (1.5) 1.6-1.8 (2.2).
Huron, (1.2) 1.4-1.7 (1.9).

Av/V:
Michigan, 1.2-1.5 (1.6).
Huron, (1) 1.1-1.4 (1.6).

have taken them spawning at the same season 5 to 8 miles west of Manistee in 40 to
80 fathoms on clay. There are, or were, probably other spawning grounds in the lake.

Evermann and Smith (1896,p.319) say that blackfins examined by them from off
Sheboygan, Wis., taken about November 12 and 18, were "ripe or nearly ripe with
spawn, * * * some were partially spent." These fish may have had prema
turely developed gonads, as appears to happen frequently in the Great Lakes
Leucichthys.

Leucichthys nigripinnis nigripinnis of Lake Huron

The Huron form resembles very closely the typical form. The chief characters
may be compared at a glance:

Gill rakers on the first branchial arch:
Michigan, (41) 46-50 (52).82
Huron, (40) 46-50 (52).83

Lateral-line scales: .
Michigan, (74) 80-87 (89).
Huron, (72) 77-83 (88).

L/H:
Michigan, (3.8) 4.1-4.4 (4.7).
Huron, (3.7) 4-4.2 (4.4).

H/E:
Michigan, 4-4.4 (4.6).
Huron, (3.6) 3.9-4.2 (4.6).

It appears from the foregoing that the Huron form has, on the average, a larger
head and eye and possibly fewer lateral-line scales and slightly longer paired fins.

The color of living fish is like that of the typical specimens. Specimens in spirits
are also like those from Lake Michigan. The most noteworthy variation among
individuals of the same school (and this has been observed most frequently in Georgian
Bay) is the absence in some few examples of the characteristic bright blue body color
and the reduction of the usual pigmentation of the fins, especially of the ventrals.
These individuals differ from the rest in no other characters.

Males, at least, are known to develop pearl organs during the breeding season,
but no examples in full breeding dress have been seen.

VARIATIONS

Racial variations.-The 71 specimens from Georgian Bay, compared in their
principal characters with the 63 specimens from Lake Huron, virtually all taken off
Alpena, Mich., do not show any differences to exist between the individuals of the
two groups, except that the former may have a somewhat smaller eye.

Size variations.-All the collected specimens are over 200 millimeters in length,
and most of them are over 250 millimeters in length, so that it is not possible to sepa
rate two groups of specimens for comparison according to size.

No specimen of blackfin smaller than 208 millimeters has been seen by me, and
very few have been seen smaller than 230 millimeters. Specimens have not been
found to be sexually mature under 220 millimeters.

II AU figures for Lake Miohlgan are based on an examination 0162 specimens, whioh range in length from 220 to 360 millimeterS.
II All figures for Lake Huron are based on an examination of 134 specimens ranging In length from 208 to 371 millimeters.
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COMPARISONS 84

Nigripinnis resembles small kiyi and artedi most closely.
Small nigripinnis can be distinguished from kiyi probably only by the usual

absence of black on the ventrals and the lighter pigmentation of the other ventral
fins and by the fewer gill rakers, which in the former are (40) 46-50 (52) and in the
latter (34) 36-40 (44), with 24 per cent more than 39. The state of development of
ova in females might also serve to aid in separatin,g the species at certain seasons, as
nigripinnis spawns probably at least a month later than lciyi.

From artedi, nigripinnis is distinguished always by the body shape, as seen
from the side, and the softer, more oily flesh. The body of the blackfin typically is
deepest anteriorly, so as to be somewhat ovate in side view, and in the herring is
more nearly elliptical. The common form of artedi has a smaller head and maxillary
and shorter paired fins, but none of these differences hold for the Cutler race. A com
parison of these characters follows:

L/H:
nigripinni8, (3.7) 4-4.2 (4.4).
artedi, (4) 4.3-4.6 (5), with 57 per cent more than 4.4.

HIM:
nigripinni8, (2.4) 2.5-2.6 (2.7), with 16 per cent more than 2.6.
artedi, (2.6) 2.8-3 (3.3), with 96 per cent more than 2.6.

Pv/P:
nigripinni8, (1.2) 1.4-1.7 (1.9), with 1 per cent more than 1.8.
artedi, (1.7) 2-2.2 (2.6), with 92 per cent more than 1.8.

AviV:
nigripinni8,(I) 1.1-1.4 (1.6), with 1 per cent more than 1.5.
artedi, (1.4) 1.6-1.8 (2.1), with 90 per cent more than 1.5.

The fins of nigripinnis are, as a rule, much darker than of any artedi except
those around Cutler. However, there is little occasion for confusing the two species
in the field, as only stragglers of artedi are found off the shoals and nigripinnis is
found rarely at depths of less than 60 fathoms.

Nigripinnis is compared with the other species of Leucichthys occurring in Lake
Huron under the heading "Comparisons" in the accounts of these species.

GEOGRAPHICAL DISTRIBUTION

Table 42 contains all my data on the occurrence of the blackfin in Lake Huron.
Figure 5 shows these data plotted on the chart of Lake Huron.

Lake Huron proper.-The records ftom the chub nets show the blackfin to occur
in the same localities in the lake as do the other species of chubs.. The same con
clusion regarding distribution is warranted for this form, therefore, namely, that it
ranges throughout the deeper waters of Lake Huron.

North Ohannel.-No specimens have been seen from the North Channel. The
fishermen report chubs from this region (see p. 373), but they are not blackfins,
according to these reports. Most fishermen are able to distinguish the blackfin
from the other three species of chubs, and it is reasonably sure, therefore, that these
reports are correct.

II Figures given in this ·section are for all collected specimens except those of artedl, Which are given for those specimens 22.5
1ll1l1imeters or more in length, not including specimens or manltoollnu•.

94995-29-9
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Georgian Bay.-Records 23 to 28 show the blackfin to occur with the other
chubs in Georgian Bay at depths similar to those in which it occurs in Lake Huron.

From these data the conclusion may be reached that the blackfin occurs in the
deeper waters of Lake Huron and Georgian Bay.

BATHYMETRIC DISTRIBUTION

There are no records of the occurrence of the blackfin in any of the net lifts
examined by me from less than 35 fathoms. (See p. 374.) At depths of 35 to 100
fathoms it has been found by the chub nets. No catches were seen from more than
100 fathoms, but it is likely that the blackfin does occur beyond this limit, inasmuch
as record 20 shows a huge haul of chubs from 80 to 100 fathoms, most of which were
blackfins.

RELATIVE ABUNDANCE

At Cheboygan, Mich., on July 21, 1917, at Rogers, Mich., on July 24, 1917,
and at Harbor Beach, Mich., on October 27, 1917 (records 1,2, and 22), the speci
mens collected were the only ones seen. At all these ports the fishermen distinguish
the blackfins from the other chubs, and all agree that the species is met rarely in
their waters. On September 28 and 29, 1917, at Cheboygan, and on October 14,
1917, at Rogers, on the spawning grounds of zenithicU8 no blackfins were seen. Off
Alpena, Mich., the tugs brought in blackfins more or less abundantly. From the
center of the lake northeast of the can buoy, in 60 to 80 fathoms, on September 10,
1917 (record 5), September 14,1917 (record 7), and September 17, 1917 (record 8);
August 30,1919,18 miles N. by E. 72 E. from Thunder Bay Island (record 14);
September 3, 1919, 28 miles E. %: S. from the can buoy in 60 to 64 fathoms (record
15); in 60 to 70 fathoms on August 7, 1920, 19 miles NE. 72 N., on June 30, 1923,
17 miles NE. by N. %' N., and on July 7, 1923, 13 miles NE. 72 N. of Thunder
Bay Island (records 16, 18, and 21), blackfins comprised 5 to 24 per cent of the catches.
From the center of the lake east of the can buoy in 65 to 80 fathoms on September
7, 1917 (record 4), September 12, 1917 (record 6), September 21, 1917 (record 9),
September 24,1917 (record 10), September 26, 1917 (record 11), October 17, 1917
(record 12), and October 20,1917 (record 13), blackfins comprised 30 to 63 per cent
of the catches. Three lifts made in 1923-on June 28, 19 miles northeast of Thun
der Bay Island in 60 to 70 fathoms; July 2, 20 miles E. by N. of the can buoy in 60
to 70 fathoms; and on July 5, 18 miles NE. %' E. of Thunder Bay Island in 80 to
100 fathoms (records 17,19, and 20), all lifts of over a ton-contained 75 to 90
per cent of blackfins. In Georgian Bay at Lions Head, Ontario, on July 30, 1919,
only a straggler appeared in the haul made 21 miles east of Surprise Shoal in 60
fathoms (record 23). On October 6, 1919, off White Bluff in 70 fathoms most
of the fish in a lift of 425 pounds were blackfins (record 24). On July 28, 1919, in
a gang lifted off Cape Croker from 52 fathoms four blackfins were taken (record 26).

From all these data it appears that the blackfin is found in varying numbers
in the chub lifts made at depths of 35 to 100 fathoms. Neither the 472-incI1, 1%
inch, nor the speciaI2%,-inch nets (see p. 374) have revealed it in less than 35 fathoms..
From 35 to 50 fathoms few are taken in the chub lifts. The greatest proportion
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occurs in lifts from 60 to 100 fathoms. The proportion is highest in those lifts from
Lake Huron that were made in 1917 in the center of the lake east of Alpena and in
1923, 17 to 20 miles northeasterly from Thunder Bay Island, and in these lifts it
may be as high as 90 per cent. In Georgian Bay the only lift in which blackfins
were abundant was made from 70 fathoms. The blackfin thus seems to reach its
maximum density at depths of 60 fathoms and more. This conclusion -agrees with
accounts of its habits in Lake Michigan.

BREEDING HABITS

It is not known that anyone has taken the fish on their spawning grounds in
Lake Huron or Georgian Bay. From the condition of the ovaries of females examined
as late as the middle of October, and from the occurrence of faint pearls on the row of
scales below the lateral line in a single male taken at Lions Head, Ontario, on October
6, 1919, and one at Alpena on October 17, 1917, it appears that spawning does not
take place before November. It may be deferred even until the last of December, as
in the Lake Michigan form.

As in johannm, some females often are taken which show undeveloped ovaries
while the ova in the majority of the females of the species are approaching maturity.
On September 21, 1917, out of 37 females examined 13 were nonspawning. (See
p. 361.) These nonspawners ranged from 26 to 29 centimeters in length, the 24
spawners from 23 to 33 centimeters... On October 17,1917, out of 43 females 12 were
nonspawning and ranged from 25 to 29 centimeters in length; the remainder from
21.5 to 34 centimeters in length. On October 20, 1917, out of 41 females 11 were
nonspawners of 26 to 31 centimeters and 30 were spawners 22.5 to 35 centimeters.
The percentage of such sexually immature fish is too high to class the phenomenon as
an abnormality, but an understanding of its significance must wait on knowledge of
the rate of growth and age at maturity of the species.

FOOD

Stomachs have been examined from 56 individuals collected off Alpena, Mich.,
in September and October, 1917,and from two taken in Georgian Bay off Lions Head
on October 6, 1919, all from depths of more than 60 fathoms. Mysis comprised
almost the sole food of all specimens. In one or two stomachs a trace of plant frag
ments and of adult insects or a fish scale was found.

Leucichthys nigripinnis cyanopterus Jordan and Everrnann, of Lake Superior

THE BLUEFIN (FIG. 20)

The nigripinnis of Superior differs in many tehnical characters from the typical
form, but the description of the body and its parts given for the type is applicable·
except as noted hereafter. The numerical expressions of the chief characters of the'
two forms are summarized for comparison chiefly from the data given in Tables 6,
to 11. . -
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Pv/P:
Michigan, (1.5) 1.6-1.8 (2.2).
Superior, (1.4) 1.6-1.8 (2.2).

AvIV:
Michigan, 1.2-1.5 (1.6).
Superior, (1.1) 1.3-1.5 (1.7).

HD+AB
M+S

Michigan, (1.55) 1.75-1.85 (2).
Superior, (1.45) 1.65-1.75 (1.85).

LID:
Michigan, (3.2) 3.4-3.9 (4.3).
Superior, (3.2) 3.6-4.3 (4.6).

Gill rakers on the first branchial arch:
Michigan, (41) 46-50 (52).85
Superior, (36) 38-42 (48).86

Lateral-line scales:
Michigan, (74) 80-87 (89).
Superior, (73) 79-86 (91).

L/H:
Michigan, (3.8) 4.1-4.4 (4.7).
Superior, (3.7) 3.9-4.2 (4.4).

HIE:
Michigan, 4-4.4 (4.6).
Superior, (4) 4.3-4.6 (5.2).

HIS:
Michigan, 3.5-3.9 (4.1).
Superior, (3.2) 3.4-3.7 (3.9).

The most striking differences shown by these figures are the reduction in the num
ber of gill rakers on the first branchial arch, the longer head and snout, the smaller
eye, and less body depth in the Lake Superior specimens. In addition, the mandible,
which is usually equal to or longer than the upper jaw in the typical form, is as often
shorter as equal to the upper jaw and is but seldom decidedly longer.

This form was described by Jordan and Evermann (1909) as a new species.
Their type is a specimen taken off Marquette, Mich. (No. 64672, U. S. National
Museum). It is described in most of its characters in Table 45. The reasons for
regarding it as a subspecies are discussed on page 331.

The color in life is less pronounced than in the Lake Michigan form, the colora
tion in general being not very different from that recorded for zenithicus of Superior.
Preserved specimens of this race show less pigment, especially on the fins, than pre
served specimens from Lake Michigan. The distal ends of the pectoral rays are paler,
and the ventrals are immaculate in over 60 per cent of the specimens collected. Con
centration of pigment in front of the nares is less frequent in the Lake Superior
specimens.

Males and at least some females develop pearI organs in the breeding season.
PearIed individuals were collected off Grand Marais, Mich., on October 3, 1917, and
off Rossport, Ontario, on October 4, 1921. The development of nuptial excrescences
is much like that described for johanna- on page 350.

VARIATIONS

Racial variatio1!s.-There are too few specimens from any locality for a study of
local variations. The specimens at hand, however, grouped according to locality,
do not indicate any marked difference between the groups.

Size variations.-There is only one specimen smaller than 200 millimeters, so
that juveniles can not be compared with adults. Sixty-six specimens 30 centimeters
and more in length, when compared with 102 smaller individuals, showed only a.
somewhat shorter head, smaller eye, greater depth, and shorter paired fins.

IIThese and other figures for Lake Michigan are based on an examination of li2 specimens ranging In length from 220 to 360

mlllimeters.
Ie These and succeeding figures for Lake Superior are based on an examination of 168 specimens ranging In length from 108 to

37li millimeters.
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COMPARISONS 87

The bluefin can be confused only with zenithicus. A discussion of the differences
between these species may be found on page 380. An account of the differences
between nigripinnis and reighardi is given on page 411.

Only small examples can be confused with hoyi and kiyi, as the latter do not
grow large. There are too few nigripinnis of a size comparable with these species
for contrasting of characters affected by growth. Small nigripinnis may be distin
guished from both by the shorter mandible (which seldom is distinctly superior in this
form), the thiclmr belly walls, and the more decurved dorsal margin of the pectorals.
They may be separated further from hoyi by the more numerous lateral-line scales,
which in nigripinnis number (73) 79-86 (91), with 87 per cent more than 78, and in
hoyi (65) 69-78 (84), with 7 per cent more than 78; by the smaller average number
of gill rakers on the first branchial arch; the greater average number of scale rows;
and by the less elliptical body outline, as viewed from the side. The paired fins of
small nigripinnis probably will be found to average considerably shorter than those
of kiyi.

From artedi, nigl'ipinnis usually is sepa.rable by its softer, more oily flesh; the
body shape, which is ovate, as seen from the side, as compared with the elongate
elliptical form in artedi; its fewer gill rakers on the first branchial arch; and by its
longer paired fins, head, and maxillary. Some of these characters are compared fully
below:
Gill rakers on the first branchial arch:

artedi, (41) 45-48 (53), with 87 per cent more than 44.
nigripinnis, (36) 38-42 (48), with 2 per cent more than 44.

L/H: .
artedi, (4.1) 4.3-4.6 (5.1), with 80 per cent more than 4.3.
nigripinnis, (3.7) 3.9-4.2 (4.4), with 2 per cent more than 4.3.

HIM:
artedi, (2.5) 2.7-3 (3.1), with 70 per cent more than 2.7.
nigripinnis, (2.3) 2.5-2.7 (2.8), with 3 per cent more than 2.7.

Pv/P:
artedi, (1.7) z....2.2 (2.8), with 84 per cent more than 1.9.
nigripinnis, (1.4) 1.6-1.8 (2.2), with 5 per cent more than 1.9.

Av/V:
artedi, (1.3) 1.6-1.8 (2.3), with 91 per cent more than 1.5.
nigripinnis, (1.1) 1.3-1.5 (1.7), with 6 per cent more than 1.5.

LID:
artedi, (3.7) 4.3-5 (5.9), with 80 per cent more than 4.3.
nigripinnis, (3.2) 3.6-4.3 (4.6), with 5 per cent more than 4.3.

In addition, nigripinnis has, on the average, the margin of the pectoral more
decurved, a longer snout, and fewer lateral-line scales. It spawns in September,
while artedi spawns in late November, so that the state of development of the sex
organs also may aid in separating specimens of the two forms.

GEOGRAPHICAL DISTRIBUTION

Data on the occurrence of the bluefin in Lake Superior, which are presented in
Table 44 and shown platted on the chart in Figure 3, have been derived, for the most

87 FlgU1"es given In this section lor proportions are lor specimens chiefly over 2'~ mlIlimeters in length. Oounts are given lor
specimens of all sizes.
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part, from the use of special 2% and 2%: inch nets set out of various ports on the
lake and are supplemented by the testimony of various fishermen. These records,
26 in number, show that the bluefin formerly was taken in commercial quantities
out of many ports on the lake and that they still occur, if only sparingly, in suitable
areas of the lake.

BATHYMETRIC DISTRIBUTION

The special nets used in the survey of the lake, which were set at depths of 15
to 100 fathoms (see p. 382), took at least one specimen of nigripinnis at every set
excepting one set off Ontonagon, Mich., and those sets made in 1923 in the bays and
straits along the north shore. A few specimens also have been found in the 4%-inch
nets set along the shore banks (records 10, 15, 18, 22, and 25). It is certain, there
fore, that a few individuals, at least, stray into the shallower waters. The records
do not indicate the maximum depths at which the species occurs, but the testimony
of the commercial fishermen who at one time fished for the species establishes 100 and
110 fathoms as the greatest depths at which nets were set. The general chart of
Lake Superior shows that much of its area is overlaid by more than 100 fathoms of
water (a depth of 196 fathoms is known), but the fishermen do not set nets at greater
depths on account of the strain on them in lifting and on account of the effect of the
extreme pressure on their floats. It is safe, however, to predict that if fish were abun
dant in the deepest water, the nets would be placed there, and it is certain, therefore,
that the center of abundance of the bluefin is or was in less than 100 fathoms. There
are various conjectures as to what may inhabit the deepest waters, but there are
few data on that point. Mr. Parker, of Marquette, informs me that once, north
west of Stannard Rock, his gang of 4%-inch trout nets fell into a hole that flattened
the corks on half a mile of his netting and that these nets caught no other fish than
the lawyer (Lota maculosa), but that the lawyer was abundant. (The chart shows
a maximum sounding of 115 fathoms for this area, though a greater depression of
small extent might occur easily.)

One may conclude from the foregoing that the bluefin ranges from 15 fathoms
into more than 100 fathoms, but that the maximum density is to be looked for nearer
the upper limit.

RELATIVE ABUNDANCE

In none of the lifts did the bluefin occur more than casually, but it is possible
that the nets employed Were of too small mesh to take the fish. The fishermen in
Superior found that nets could not take bluefins in commercial quantities if they were
of smaller mesh than 374' inches, and the experience of Michigan and Ontario fisher
men has been the same for the nigripinnis of these lakes. It would appear that the
smaller individuals of the species did not school with the largest examples or kept
farther above the bottom. In lifts made from gangs extending into less than 60
fathoms, off Iroquois Light on June 14, 1922, in 38 fathoms (record 1), off Marquette,
Mich., on August 8, 1921, in 42 to 65 fathoms (record 5), off Ontonagon, Mich., on
August 25, 1921, in 20 to 38 fathoms (record 11), among the Apostle Islands on
July 11, 1922, in 15 to 20 fathoms (record 13), off Duluth, Minn., on July 17, 1922,
in 30 to 40 fathoms (record 16), and off Grand Marais, Minn., on September 14,
1921, in 30 to 65 fathoms (record 17), bluefins made up not more than 3 per cent of
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the catches, and the sets showed a maximum of 0.5 fish per night per thousand feet
of net. When the gangs extended from 60 fathoms to greater depths bluefins were
less rare. Lifts made off Marquette, Mich., on August 11, 1921, in 100 to 80 fathoms
(record 6), off Rossport, Ontario, on October 4, 1921, in 80 to 90 fathoms (record 20),
off Michipicoten Island, Ontario, on June 22, 1922, in 80 fathoms (record 23), and
off Alona Bay, Ontario, on June 26, 1922, in 60 fathoms (record 26), showed fromlO
to 21 per cent of bluefins and from 1 to 6 fish per night per thousand feet of net.
The records from the 4~-inch trout nets in 60 fathoms and deeper (records 2 and 4)
show 25 and 10 specimens per gang, while those in or bordering on shallow water
(records 10, 14, 15, 18, 22, and 25) took from 1 to 6 specimens per gang.

My findings that the bluefin prefers depths of more than 60 fathoms are corrob
orated by the statements of fishermen who over a period of years fished bluefins
exclusively out of Grand Marais, Marquette, and Ontonagon in Michigan, Grand
Marais in Minnesota, and. off Michipicoten Island in Ontario (records 3, 9, 12,
19, and 24). These men all agree that the species occurred most abundantly through
out the fishing season, which extended from April to November, between 60 and 100
or 110 fathoms.

Whatever factors determine the vertical distribution of the bluefin, it is clear
that temperature is not the only one, unless it be that the species prefers to inhabit
a zone of practically constant temperature, such as probably obtains along the bottom
in the deeper waters. The data in Table 13 indicate that in mid-June and up to
July the bottom waters to a depth of at least 25 fathoms are not warmer than 4°,
the temperature of the maximum density of water, and may be even colder. During
August, though the thermocline appears to be relatively near the surface, there is
evident a sljght effect of warming down to 54 fathoms. In 60 fathoms and deeper
there is probably no warming above 4°. The bluefins seldom are taken shallower
than 60 fathoms and may spend their lives in water of nearly constant temperature,
little influenced, at least directly, by the seasonal temperature fluctuations that
affect the upper layers of the water.
, It has been intimated in the preceding discussion that the bluefins are no longer of

commercial significance in Lake Superior, but it once occurred there abundantly.
It has been possible to record some facts of their history, which the various fishermen
who were at one time engaged in fishing them have been able to supply from memory.
Definite dates given in the testimony have been fixed by association with significant
events in the life of the narrator and have been accepted without further research.
The first bluefins on the American shore, so far as I can learn definitely, were taken
out of Ontonagon, Mich., about 1897. They are recorded in the statistics of the
Bureau of Fisheries for that year. The Booth Fisheries Co., according to two of
its pi,lots (McArthur and McMiUan), began to take the fish out of Michipicoten
Island about 1900. Out of Marquette, Mich., a fishery was started by W. J. Parker
in 1901. At Grand Marais, Minn., James Scott first fished them in 1903. They
Were produced out of other ports at about the same time, but no definite dates are
available.

For several years the bluefins supported a lucrative fishery. The tugs, in a
gang of the 334 to 3% inch nets, which were used exclusively, often made hauls of
2 or 3 tons i but, strange enough, the fish ceased to be economically important at about
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the same time out of all the ports. The Booth Co. discontinued its small-meshed
nets in 1903; but the fish were not gone then, because they are said to have been taken
abundantly in the 472-inch ciscowet nets for a few succeeding years. Mr. Scott
says that in 1906 they were noticeably scarcer than in the preceding years, but that
they could still be taken in paying quantities. Mr. Parker states that in the fall
previous to their disappearance they were still fairly numerous, but that there were
none in the following spring. They seem to have been taken last out of Ontonagon
and Grand Marais, Mich., but since about 1907 no industry has depended on the
bluefin alone.

It is not certain what factors contributed to bring about the decline of the
species. Unless most of the individuals of the species do not become sexually mature
until they attain a length of 10 inches, it is strange that intensive fishing should have
affected their abundance so soon. The nets employed would hardly take a fish of
smaller size, and in theory it appears judicious to permit the use of a mesh that will
take only the largest examples of the species. Furthermore, there were vast areas,
especia)ly along the Canadian shore, in which the bluefins were not exploited, and it
would be expected that the lake would be restocked from the surplus of these areas
if overfishing a)_one were responsible for their decrease. Latterly no bluefin nets
have been tried, and it would be interesting to know if the bluefins are becoming more
abundant on the American side and if they occur in their original abundance on the
Canadian shore. I have pointed out already in various connections that the nets
I used in the survey of the Leucichthys fauna of the lake were too few, probably of
unsuitable mesh, and necessarily were employed too much at random to give con
clusive results on the present status of the species.

BREEDING HABITS

Pearled males and females spent, spawning, or nearly ripe were collected out of
Grand Marais, Mich., on October 3, 1917, in 65 fathoms and deeper (record 2) and
out of Rossport, Ontario, on October 4, 1921, in 80 to 90 fathoms (record 20). It is
not possible to state, of course, that the nets in either case were lifted from the spawn
ing grounds of the species, but the state of development of the sex organs of the
individuals taken indicates, at least approximately, the time of spawning and fur
nishes corroboration of the statements of the fishermen who once fished for the
species. Mr. Parker and Mr. McLean, of Marquette, Mich., and Mr. Scott, of
Grand Marais, Minn., state that the bluefins spawned during September on the
grounds they frequented during most of the year at depths of 60 to 100 fathoms.
Mr. Desjardins and Mr. Macdonald, of Grand Marais, say that the bluefins were
most abundant out of that place in September, which would indicate that there was
also a spawning run at that time out of that port.

Leucichthys nigripinnis regalis (new subspecies) of Lake Nipigon

The Nipigon blackfin is like the typical form in respect to body shape and general
appearance. The main differences are numerical, and the values for certain charac
ters are summarized below for comparison:
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Gill rakers on the first branchial arch: HIS:
Michigan, (41) 46-50 (52).88 Michigan, 3.5-3.9 (4.1).
Nipigon, (44) 48-51 (54).8~ Nipigon, (3.4) 3.6-3.8 (4.3).

Lateral-line scales: Pv/P:
Michigan, (74) 80-87 (89). Michigan, (1.5) 1.6-1.8 (2.2).
Nipigon, (66) 70-77 (81). Nipigon, (1.2) 1.4-1.6 (1.9).

L/H: AviV:
Michigan, (3.8) 4.1-4.4 (4.7). Michigan, 1.2-1.5 (1.6).
Nipigon, (3.6) 3.8-4.1 (4.4). Nipigon, (1.1) 1.2-1.5 (1.7).

HIE: LID:
Michigan, 4-4.4 (4.6). Michigan, (3.2) 3.4-3.9 (4.3).
Nipigon, (3.5) 3.7-4.1 (4.3). Nipigon, (3.1) 3.5-4 (4.5).

The figures indicate that the Nipigon form has, on the average, somewhat more
gill rakers on the first branchial arch, many less scales in the lateral line, a larger
head and eye, and longer pectorals. In addition to fewer scales, there are also, on
the average, two less scale rows, so that around the body in front, of the dorsal and
ventrals there are usually 40 to 42 90 rows, in front of the adipose and anus 31 to 33,90
and around the caudal peduncle at its commencement 22 to 23.90 The dorsal margin
of the pectoral is usually straight instead of decurved. Comparison of specimens in
Tables 41 and 47 shows a greater value in Nipigon specimens for the height of the
anal fin divided by its base length (AC).

The race appears to be sufficiently distinct to merit designation, and I propose
to name it regalis. Specimen No. 57416 of Table 47 is designated as the type. It is
catalogued in the United States National Museum as No. 88354.

The color in life is similar to that of the typical race, except that the back is not
pigmented so heavily and the underlying color is therefore less obscured. All the
fins are invariably conspicuously black; the membranes have a trace of sepia, strong
est at the bases and becoming pinkish at the bases of the abdominal fins. In spirits
specimens seem to average blacker on the fins than the Lake Michigan specimens.

Pearl organs probably are developed by the breeding males, but no specimens
taken in the breeding season have been examined.

VARIATIONS

No specimens are available for the study of local variations. Only six specimens
smaller than 200 millimeters have been examined, and most of these are so imperfect
that their proportions have not been tabulated. The two of this class that have been
included in Table 47 show the same kind of differences when compared with longer
specimens, as the group of 151 specimens 200 to 290 millimeters in length compared
with 69 over 290 millimeters long. The first group showed, on the average, a slightly
larger head and eye, slightly longer paired fins, and less body depth than the longest
fish.

Specimens smaller than 230 millimeters in length have been found to be sexually
immature, and often specimens 250 millimeters long were immature.

88 These and other values given for Lake Michigan are bllsed on lin examination of 52 specimens rllnging in length between
220 lind 360 millimeters.

Ii These and succeeding figures for Lake Nipigon, unless marked otherwise, are based on an examination of about 230 specimens
ranging In length from 204 to 355 millimeters.

iO 'Twenty-six specimens•

.. 94995-29--10
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COMPARISONS 91

Nigripinnis regalis approaches most closely nipigon. The chief differences are
in the number of gill rakers on the first branchial arch, which in the former are not
known to number more than 54 and in the latter not less; in the body shape, which is
usually strongly ovate in side view in the former and elliptical in the latter; and in the
relative size of the eye as compared with the head. The value of HIE for nigripinnis
is (3.5) 3.7-4.1 (4.3) and for nipigon (3.8) 4.4-4.6 (5.2), with 71 per cent more than
4.3. The blackfin is pigmented much more heavily as a rule, especially on the abdom
inal fins.

A discussion of the difference between nigripinnis and zenithicus and reighardi
is given on pages 386 and 407.

Only small nigripinnis regalis are comparable with hoyi, as hoyi does not attain
great size. The two species are always distinguishable by the more ovate body shape
of the former, by the much heavier pigmentation of body and fins and by the greater
number of gill rakers on the first branchial arch, which in nigripinnis number (44)
48-51 (54), with 68 per cent more than 48, and in hoyi (40) 42-46 (48).

Nigripinnis regalis differs from artedi in body shape, which is ovate in side view
in the former and elliptical in the latter; in the longer paired fins and maxillary, and
the deeper body, as is indicated by the following figures:
Pv/P:

nigripinnis, (1.2) 1.4-1.6 (1.9), with 33 per cent more than 1.5.
artedi, (1.5) 1.6-1.8 (2), with 96 per cent more than 1.5.

AviV:
nigripinnis, (1.1) 1.2-1.5 (1.7), with 7 per cent more than 1.5.
artedi, (1.3) 1.5-1.6 (1.7), with 47 per cent more than 1.5.

HIM:
nigripinnis, (2.4) 2.5-2.6 (3), with 14 per cent more than 2.6.
artedi, (2.5) 2.7-2.8 (3), with 87 per cent more than 2.6.

LID:
nigripinni.~, (3.1) 3.5-4.0 (4.5), with 10 per cent more than 4.
artedi, (3.8) 4.1-4.6 (5), with 88 per cent more than 4.

Artedi is also less pigmented, especially on the paired fins, which are never
conspicuously black as in nigripinnis.

GEOGRAPHICAL DISTRIBUTION

All the records of specimens taken by me and of those examined from the Uni
versity of Toronto collection are given in Table 46 and are shown platted on the lake
chart in Plate 2. They show that the species has been taken in each of the three
lifts of the 2~ and 2%,' inch nets made by me and that individuals also have been
obtained from numerous other localities, even in the commercial whitefish nets.
It is probable, then, that the species occurs throughout the lake where suitable
conditions obtain.

BATHYMETRIC DISTRIBUTION

My records show that the species was taken commonly on July 25, 1922, in
10 to 15 fathoms off the source of the Nipigon River, but more abundantly July 26,

'1 The specimens compared in this section (or proportions are those 200 millimeters or more in length, except aTtedt, which are
225 millimeters or more. Counts are given for specimens of all sizes.
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1923, in 30 fathoms off Macdiarmid (records 19 and 2). The relative abundance
of this and other species of Leucichthys in these two lifts is given on page 409. In
the lift made on July 28, 1922, in 56 fathoms, 27'2 miles south of Livingston Point,
only three specimens were taken, though the same kind and about half the quantity
of netting was used as on the other two dates (record 6).

John McIver, Mr. Walsh, and Mr. McKay, who have fished on the lake for
several years, state that the species is taken in their 47'2-inch whitefish nets most
commonly in 20 to 40 fathoms throughout the 'fishing season. The moon-eye, as
the fishermen term the fish, evidently is common in Lake Nipigon, but no nets
designed to take it for commercial purposes are employed.

BREEDING HABITS

It is not known when or where the species spawns. None of the specimens
obtained on October 26, 1922, at the close of the commercial fishing season on the
lake (record 24) showed mature sex organs. The spawning time is probably in
winter.

Leucichthys nigripinnis prognathus Smith, of Lake Ontario

I have been able to find no other specimen, either by search in museums or by
exploration in Lake Ontario, than the type specimen of Smith 297 millimeters long
(N0.45568, U. S. National Museum). The catalogue gives no date or locality other
than "Lake Ontario."

The specimen is figured in Figure 21, and certain proportions and counts of
multiple parts are given in Table 45. In body shape it agrees closely with the typical
blackfin. It is much less pigmented throughout than any known race of blackfin.
The abdominal fins are immaculate, or nearly so, and the caudal has only an indica
tion of black on the tips of the rays. The maxillary is pigmented. The mandible
is about equal in length to the upper jaw.

GEOGRAPHICAL DISTRIBUTION

Only the statements of the fishermen give any clue to the former distribution of
the species in the waters of Lake Ontario. It is inferred from their accounts of a
fish attaining large size, inhabiting deep water, and spawning in early winter that
this fish was prognathu8. From this testimony it appears that the fish was taken
commonly out of various ports on the south and west shores of the lake. The
species probably was distributed throughout the deep waters.

BATHYMETRIC DISTRIBUTION

The fishermen say that the best bloater fishing was at depths of 60 fathoms and
more, though at times, at least, smaller quantities could be taken near shore.

ABUNDANCE

I quote Koelz (1926, p. 606) on the history of the species:
The first fishery for bloaters was carried 011 out of Oswego about 1875. A fisherman operating

out of that port found a few individuals in the outer ends of his whitefish gangs and conceived the
idea that it might be profitable to fish them. The fish were sold fresh and were so much in demand
that at one time there were several boats engaged exclusively in bloater fishing out of that port.
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The industry gradually spread to the westward, and by 1890 bloaters were being taken out of Wilson.
At first they were extremely abundant, and it was never necessary, in American waters, to use a
net of smaller mesh than 3 inches, and usually the mesh employed was 37j! inches, but before 1900
the bloater was commercially exterminated, and efforts to revive the industry since then have
met with absolute failure. Repeated efforts to locate these fish, made by me in the summers of
1921 and 1923, failed, and not a single specimen was found, so that it appears likely that the species
is extinct. No cause for its extermination suggests itself. At no time were any but the largest
examples of the species taken, and so far as known it had no important vertebrate enemies. The
case has close parallels in the related blackfin of Lake Michigan and the bluefin in Lake Superior,
which suddenly became commercially insignificant, though not extinct, under identical conditions.

BREEDING HABITS

George Jones, of Sodus Point, N. Y., and Paul Methot, of Oswego, N. Y., who
claim to have fished bloaters longest, state that the fish moved somewhat shallower,
to' depths of 40 to 50 fathoms, in the spawning season. They spawned in January.

LEUCICHTHYS KIYI Koelz

THE KIn (FIG. 22)

Leucichthys kiyi Koelz, 1921, Lakes Michigan, Huron, and Superior.

Leucichthys kiyi has been described from Lake Michigan and is known to occur
also in Lakes Superior, Huron, and Ontario. It is characterized everywhere by its
relatively small size (the individuals of Superior and Huron appear to be especially
dwarfed and seldom have been seen larger than 20 centimeters), thin body (which is
ovate in side view), and relatively long paired fins. It everywhere prefers deep
water and usually is found at depths of 60 fathoms or more. The Superior form
differs from the type form chiefly in attaining less size, in having somewhat fewer
scales in the lateral line, longer pectoral fins, and possibly an average larger head and
eye. It spawns in late November, also, as compared with October, which is the
supposed spawning time for the Michigan form. The Huron race differs from the
typical race chiefly in that it appears seldom to grow so large. The spawning time
in Huron in unknown, but it seems to be somewhat later than in Michigan. Ontario
specimens differ most of all from those of Michigan, and the Ontario race has been
designated here orientalis. They have many more gill rakers' on the first branchial
arch, much shorter paired fins, and a some)Vhat shorter head. The spawning season
in Ontario apparently falls in August.

The type is a female specimen (catalogue No. 84100, U. S. National Museum),
191 millimeters in length to the base of the caudal, collected in Lake Michigan on
August 23, 1920, 12 miles E. by S. of the mouth of the Sturgeon Bay ship channel in
60 to 70 fathoms of water.

Leucichthya kiyi kiyi of Lake Michigan

The kiyi is one of the smallest chubs. Extreme examples selected from hun
dreds of specimens in the field measure only 245 millimeters. The fish are thin as
well as small and therefore are not esteemed by the fish smokers. The body is fusi
form, slightly more compressed than in other members of the genus, and, as in
johannm and nigripinnis, its only associates of the deeper waters, the depth is dis
tinctly greatest in front of the dorsal fin. This dimension in the type specimen com-



.BULT,. U. S. B. F., 1928. (Doc. 1048.)

FIG. 22.-Le/lcicllllly., kiyi Koelz, the kiyi. Female (type), 191 millimeters long, taken in Lake lVliehigan off the Sturgeon Day
ship channel mouth in DO to 70 fathoms on August 23, 1920

FIG. 23.-Le/lcirlllhys IIol/i Oil1, the bloater. I[ale, 20G millimeters 101)g, t.oken in Lnko l\lLichignn of\' 1\'1 ilWfitlkcc, \\'is" in 50
fnthoms on Mnrch 24,1910
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prises 24 per cent of the body length. At the occiput the dorsal profile rises in It

smooth curve over half the distance to the dorsal and continues to the dorsal with
only a slight upward trend. From the dorsal the contour slopes gently to the caudal
peduncle. The ventral profile from the tip of the mandible to the ventral fins runs
like the opposite dorsal contour, curving strongly downward and backward for two
thirds its extent and extending to the ventrals over its remaining one-third in a line
nearly parallel to the lateral line. From the ventrals to the anal the contour con
verges distinctly toward the lateral line. The head is rather elongated and is con
tained 4 [(3.7) 3.8-4.1 (4.3)] 92 times in the total length.

Its dorsal profile runs in a faint but distinct convex curve to a point above the
center of the orbit and from thence to the occiput is often more or less concave in its
course. The premaxillaries are directed forward and make an angle of about 50°
with the horizontal axis of the head. The snout is always longer than the large eye,
which is contained 3.9 [(3.6) 3.8-4.2 (4.3)] times in the head. The maxillary is pig
mented and extends beyond the anterior edge of the pupil but never to its center.
The mandible is rather frail and usually projects beyond the upper jaw. Seldom is
it shorter. The gill rakers on the first branchial arch are relatively short; they number
15 +25 [(11) 13-15 (17) + (21) 23-26 (27) = (34) 36-41 (45)].93 The scales in the lateral
line number 85 [(71) 77-87 (91)]; 82 per cent of all the specimens examined have 79
or more scales. Rows of scales around the body just in front of the dorsal and ventrals
number 46 [(39) 41-44 (46)]; 94 just in front of the adipose and anus 37 [(32) 33-35
(37)]; 94 around the caudal peduncle at its commencement 26 [(23) 24-25 (26)].94
The dorsal rays are 10 [9-10 (11)]; 95 the anal rays 11 [(9) 10-12 (16)]; 96 ventral rays
11 [11-12]; 94 pectoral rays 15 [(15) 16-17 (18)].94 The dorsal margin of the pectoral
is usually straight. The pectorals are contained in the distance froin their insertion
to that of the ventrals 1.6 [(1.1) 1.4-1.7 (2.1)] times. The ventral length divided
into the distance from their origin to the insertion of the anal equals 1.2 [(0.96) 1-1.3
(1.4)].

'fhe color in life is about like that of johann:e. The underlying color is obscured
in the back by the dense pigmentation, which covers nearly uniformly the entire dorsal
surface and which also extends over the entire preorbital area, including all but about
the distal one-fourth of the maxillary. The dorsal surface of the head in front of the
nostrils, likewise the~tip of the mandible, are often very dark. Pigment occurs, too,
on the sides, abundantly above but only sparsely below the lateral line. The dorsal
and caudal fins are rather widely margined with black, most intensely on the median
rays of the caudal. The:dorsal margin of the pectorals often is lined with black, and
the membranes of the anal are frequently sparingly sprinkled with pigment. The
ventrals are usually immaculate. In spirits the color fades, leaving obvious the:details.
of pigmentation.

Pearl organs are developed by at least the breeding Il}ales, as evidenced~by the.
taking of specimens:showing incipient pearls; but no breeding fish have been examined
by me.

.. The figures In brackets, unless otherwise marked, are given for 174 examined specimens, 120 of them paratypes, which range,
In length from 122 to 245 millimeters.

.. Two hundred and twelve specimens.
" Twenty·two specimens.
II One hundred and flfty·four specimens.
10 One hundred and forty·four specimens.
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VARIATIONS

There are not enough specimens in my collection for a study of local variation,
and the examples in the collection are too nearly uniform in size to yield data on
changes with growth.

COMPARISONS 97

Kiyi resembles nigripinnis and hoyi more closely than any other Leucichthys
of the lake. It is contrasted with the former on page 419. It differs from hoyi in body
shape (which is rather ovate in side view in kiyi and elliptical in hoyi), in the fewer
gill rakers on the first branchial arch, more lateral-line scales, and longer paired fins.
The last-mentioned characters are compared below:
Gill rakers on the first branchial arch:

kiyi, (34) 36-41 (45), with 14 per cent more than 40.
hoyi, (37) 41-44 (48), with 86 per cent more than 40.

Lateral-line scales:
kiyi, (71) 77-87 (91), with 88 per cent more than 77.
hoyi, (60) 67-77 (84) with 7 per cent more than 77.

Pv/P:
kiyi, (1.1) 1.4-1.7 (2.1), with 13 per cent more than 1.7.
hoyi, (1.3) 1.7-2 (2.5), with 74 per cent more than 1.7.

Av/V:
kiyi, (0.9) 1-1.3 (1.4), with 1 per cent more than 1.3.
hoyi, (1) 1.2-1.4 (1.7), with 33 per cent more than 1.3.

In addition, kiyi has a relatively longer head, a narrower body, and, on the aver
age, more pigmentation. The state of development of the sex organs, especially in
females, may also be of aid in separating the two forms, as kiyi probably spawns in
October and hoyi in March.

Only th~ smaller specimens of artedi can be confused with kiyi, as the latter has
not been seen to attain a length of more than 245 millimeters. Kiyi has fewer gill
rakers on the first branchial arch and longer paired fins. These characters are com
pared below:
Gill rakers on the first branchial arch:

kiyi, (34) 36-41 (45), with 14 per cent more than 40.
artedi, (41) 46-50 (55).

Pv/P:
kiyi, (1.1) 1.4-1.7 (2.1), with 7 per cent more than 1.8.
artedi, (1.6) 1.8-2.1 (2.5), with 80 per cent more than 1.8.

Av/V:
kiyi, (0.9) 1-1.3 (1.4).
artedi, (1.3) 1.5-1.7 (2), with 93 per cent more than 1.4.

The body shape of7ciyi, as seen from the side, is more or less ovate, as contrasted
with the elliptical form of·artedi; the body is narrower and less pigmented; the head
and maxillary are relatively longer; the lower jaw is usually longer than the upper
and the mandible is usually hooked, while in artedi it is usually shorter than the upper.
'Kiyi probably spawns about a month earlier than artedi (in October), and the state

'1 All figures given under this section are based on an examination of all collected specimens, except proportions for aTtedi, which
are given for specimens less than 225 millimeters In length.
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of development of the sex organs is at times, therefore, a systematic character in
differentiating certain specimens.

A discussion of the differences between 7ciyi and johann::e, alpen::e, zenithicU8, and
reighardi is given on pages 352, 365, 390, and 402.

GEOGRAPHICAL DISTRIBUTION

All my records on the occurrence of the kiyi are assembled in Table 48 and are
platted on the chart in Figure 4. They are 22 in number, and all but two (which
were made from the trout nets) are from examinations of the commercial chub hauls.
They show that the species has been taken out of all the ports visited, and it may
be concluded that it is distributed generally throughout the lake where suitable
conditions obtain.

BATHYMETRIC DISTRIBUTION

All the records of the vertical distribution of the kiyi are derived from an exam
ination of the 272 and 2%; inch chub nets, which are set at varying depths in the
lake, and the 472-inch trout nets, usually set in less than 40 fathoms. The shallowest
gang that took 7ciyi was of chub nets set in 20 to 35 fathoms (record 7) and of 472-inch
nets set in 28 to 32 fathoms (record 16), and the deepest in chub nets from 71 to 90
fathoms (record 2). In the lifts from shallow water the species was rare, but it was
distributed throughout the extent of the deepest gang. It is certain, then, that the
species comes into water as shallow as 30 fathoms and possibly shallower, though it
never has been seen from the 172-inch nets set in 26 to 40 fathoms (see p. 354), and
it descends into depths of 90 fathoms and probably deeper.

RELATIVE ABUNDANCE

The data on relative abundance of the kiyi are only approximate. Fish were
very rare in the 272 and 2%; inc~ nets in 1920 (see p. 354); and the kiyi, being a small
species, is not taken so abundantly in the 2%;-inch nets as in those of smaller mesh,
so that the percentages of abundance are lower necessarily for the lifts of the 2%;-inch
nets. The data, however, all bear the same aspect and probably indicate what would
be the result of more careful investigation.

No 7ciyi occurred in the lifts of the 2% to 2%; inch nets made in Green Bay on
August 16, 1920, off Little Sturgeon and 8 miles south of Green Island in 11 and 16
fathoms, and on August 18, 1920, 4 miles west of Boyer Bluff in 18 to 24 fathoms;
in Lake Michigan proper on June 22, 1920, off Cathead Light in 40 to 60 fathoms;
on August 10, 1923, 8 miles NNW. of Big Rock Point, Mich., in 45 to 50 fathoms;
on March 24, 1919, in an unknown location off Milwaukee, ",Vis.; on September
24,1920,9 miles NNE., and on November 15,1920,20 miles ESE. of Milwaukee,Wis.,
in 50,22 to 25, and 28 to 35 fathoms, respectively; on November 19, 1920, 10 miles
NNW. of Michigan City, Ind., in 18 fathoms, and 17 miles NNW.in 28 to 32 fathoms,
and 1772 miles NW. by N. %: N. in 32 fathoms; on March 2,1921,21 miles NNW.
and on March 4, 1921,15 miles NW. by N. % N. in 28 to 30 fathoms. The Novem
ber lifts were made on or near the spawning grounds of zenithicU8 and the March
lifts on the spawning grounds of hoyi, so that the absence of 7ciyi is not so surprising;
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but it is obvious from the data that follow that the sets were probably in too shallow
water. The species was rare in examined lifts made on August 24, 1920, 10 miles
E. by N. of Algoma, Wis., in 35 to 50 fathoms (record 4); on September 3, 1920,
22 miles NW. by N. 72 N. of Michigan City, Ind., in 30 to 40 fathoms (record 9);
on October 11, 1920,20 miles N. by W. ~ W. in 30 to 40 fathoms (record 10); and
on November 8, 1920, 18 miles NNW. in 30 to 38 fathoms (record 11); on July 31,
1923, 5 miles northwest of Cathead Light, Mich., in 40 to 60 fathoms (record 18);
on June 29, 1920,5 miles N. by E. of Charlevoix, Mich., in 40 to 55 fathoms, and on
August 11, 1923, 3 miles NW. 72 W. in 35 to 60 fathoms (records 19 and 21); on
August 12, 1920, 15 miles SE. by S. 72 S. of Manistique, Mich., in 60 to 70 fathoms
(record 22). It made up 35 to 65 per cent of the catches of the nets lifted on September
25, 1920, 18 miles E. 72 S. of Port Washington, Wis., in 65 to 48 fathoms DS (record
6); on October 4, 1920, 9 miles north of Point Betsie, Mich., in 60 to 70 fathoms
(record 17); on September 23, 1920,27 miles ESE. of Milwaukee, Wis., in 60 fathoms
(record 8); on August 23, 1920, 12 miles E. by S. of the mouth of the Sturgeon Bay
ship channel, Wis., in 60 to 70 fathoms (record 3); and on August 19, 1920, 20 miles
E. 72 N. of Rock Island, Wis., in 71 to 90 fathoms (record 2). It occurred in lifts
made on March 20, 1919, 12 miles west of Grand Haven, Mich., in 50 to 55 fathoms
(record 13); May 26, 1922, 8 miles northeast of Port Washington, Wis., in 20 to 35
fathoms (record 7); June 30, 1920, 3 miles northwest of Charlevoix, Mich., in 40 to
65 fathoms (record 20); August 18, 1920, 14 miles E. ~ N. of Rock Island, Wis.,
in 30 to 50 fathoms (record 1); August 30,1920, 17 miles and 12 miles W. 72 S. of Lud
ington, Mich., in 60 to 70 and 40 to 50 fathoms (records 14 and 15); and on October
1, 1920, 11 miles southeast of Sheboygan, Wis., in 60 fathoms (record 5), but in what

.numbers is not known.
In the seven samples of the catches of the 172-inch bait nets in 28 to 40 fathoms

examined at Sheboygan, Port Washington, and Racine, Wis., at Michigan City,
Ind., and at Manistee, Northport, and Traverse City, Mich., no kiyis occurred,
and only two specimens were ever seen among the bloaters brought in ensnarled in
the lifts of the 472-inch nets. These were taken on August 28, 1920, 9 miles north
west of Manistee, Mich., in 28 to 32 fathoms (record 16), and on November19,
1920,30 miles NNW. of Michigan City, Ind., in 48 to 50 fathoms (record 12).

In summary, kiyi was not found in 7 samples from 1~-inch nets at 28 to 40
fathoms, or in 10 catches of chub nets from 11 to 50 fathoms or 3 from 40 to 60
fathoms. It was rare in seven catches of the chub nets from 30 to 60 fathoms and
in one from 60 to 70 fathoms. It was common only in five chub catches from 60 to
90 fathoms. It occurred once in unknown numbers in a Q,atch of the chub nets as
shallow as 20 to 35 fathoms and once in trout nets at 28 to 30 fathoms and 48 to 50
fathoms. It appears from the foregoing that the species attains its maximum
density from 60 to 70 fathoms and probably deeper, and that it ranges occasionally
as shallow as 30 fathoms or perhaps less. The fishermen at Grand Haven and Frank
fort, Mich., state that a small, thin, large-eyed fish, which undoubtedly is kiyi,
occurs deeper than 70 fathoms, and it is possible that kiyi is distributed throughout
the vast central basins of the lake.

81 The field notes show that the species was six times more abundant in the 66-fathom end of the gang.
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BREEDING HABITS

No spawning grounds of the species are known positively, but W. B. Chapin, of
Frankfort, Mich., states that during October spawning kiyis are taken in the 70
fathom end of the chub nets that are set on the "northwest shoal," about 12 miles to
the northwest of Frankfort. Males taken at Sheboygan, Wis., on October 1, 1920,
showed incipient pearl organs, but none of the females had eggs even approaching
the ripe state. At Frankfort on October 4, 1920, a few females were nearly ripe,
and many showed well-developed eggs. Two pearled males were taken at Michigan
City, Ind., on October 11, 1920, and a spent female was found there on November 8,
1920, among several females that had not yet spawned. If the fish referred to by
Mr. Chapin are kiyis on their spawning grounds, then the fish observed by me at
Frankfort were those that had not yet ripened sexually; or there may be a variation
of a few weeks in the beginning of the spawning season, as in the case of the core
gonids of the basin, which spawn in shallower water.

Leucichthys kiyi kiyi of Lake Huron

The kiyi of Lake Huron is like the typical form, except that rarely has it been
seen so large. In Lake Michigan individuals of 20 to 23 centimeters in length are
common, but specimens of such size have been seen rarely in Lake Huron. The
principal systematic characters capable of numerical expression are compared below.
Gill rakers on the first branchial arch: HIE:

Michigan, (34) 36-41 (45).00 Michigan, (3.6) 3.8-4.2 (4.3).
Huron, (34) 36-40 (44).1 Huron, (3.3) 3.6-3.8 (4.3).

Lateral-line scales: Pv/P:
Michigan, (71) 77-87 (91). Michigan, (1.1) 1.4-1.7 (2.1).
Huron, (70) 75-83 (89). Huron, (1.1) 1.4-1.7 (1.9).

L/H: AviV:
Michigan, (3.7) 3.8-4.1 (4.3). Michigan, (0.96) 1-1.3 (1.4).
Huron, (3.5) 3.6-3.9 (4.1). Huron, (0.93) 1-1.2 (1.4).

It appears that the scales on the average are less numerous in the lateral line
in Huron individuals. The chief difference between the specimens from the two
lakes, however, is in the head and eye proportions, but as the Huron specimens are
much smaller, on the average, the differences are such as are to be expected and it
is likely that in specimens of comparable size they would not exist. (It may be seen
in the section on variations that LIH and HIE figures for the few large specimens
are very close to the ranges given for these values for the Lake Michigan race, most
of which are more than 200 millimeters long.)

The color in life is not different from that of the Michigan form. Alcoholics
show about the same degree of pigmentation, and its distribution also is approxi
mately the same.

No pearled fish have been seen, but at least the males probably develop pearl
organs in the breeding season.

VARIATIONS

Virtually all the specimens collected have come from the central basin of the
lake, and there is no material for studies of local variation. There are only 16 indi-

011 Tbese figures are based on an examination of 174 specimens, whlcb range In length from 122 to 245 millimeters.
I Figures for Lake Huron are based on an examination of 226 specimens. which range in length from 105 to 249 millimeters.
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viduals in my collection longer than 200 millimeters, and these have, on the average,
a proportionally smaller head and eye than the rest. L/H for these specimens is
3.8-4, as compared with (3.5) 3.6-3.8 (4.1) for the rest; and HIE is (3.7) 3.9-4
(4.3), as compared with (3.3) 3.6-3.8 (4) for the others. See also Table 51, where are
compared in detail five specimens longer than 200 millimeters and five smaller.

COMPARISONS 2

Kiyi usually can be confused only with the juveniles of other Leucichthys, except
hoyi, as kiyis of greater length than 20 centimeters are rarely found. For the dis
tinguishing characters between kiyi and johannm, see page 358; between kiyi and
alpenm, see page 371; between kiyi and zenithicu,s, see page 396; and between kiyi
and nigripinnis, see page 423.

From hoyi, kiyi is distinguished by its more ovate body shape and more acutely
triangular head, as seen from the side; by its fewer gill rakers on the first branchial
arch, more lateral-line scales, and longer paired fins. The characters that can be
expressed numerically are compared for the two species below:

Gill rakers on the first branchial arch:
kiyi, (34) 36-40 (44), with 12 per cent more than 40.
hoyi, (37) 40-43 (47), with 71 per cent more than 40.

Lateral-line scales:
kiyi, (70) 75-83 (89), with 71 per cent more than 76.
hoyi, (63) 68-76 (84), with 12 per cent more than 76.

Pv/P:
kiyi, (1.1) 1.4-1.7 (1.9), with 15 per cent more than 1.6.
hoyi, (1.4) 1.7-1.9 (2.2), with 85 per cent more than 1.6.

Av/V:
kiyi, (0.9) 1-1.2 (1.4), with 34 per cent more than 1.1.
hoyi, (1) 1.2-1.4 (1.7), with 90 per cent more than 1.1.

Kiyi can be confused only with small artedi, as it does not grow large and usu
ally can be distinguished from these at once by the shape of the body, which in
kiyi is more ovate in outline, as seen from the side; by the many fewer gill rakers
on the first branchial arch, much longer paired fins, and larger head and eye. The
two species are compared below in those characters that can be expressed numerically:

Gill rakers on the first branchial arch:
kiyi, (34) 36-40 (44), with 12 per cent more than 40.
artedi, (40) 45-50 (53), with 99 per cent more than 40.

L/H:
kiyi, (3.5) 3.6-3.9 (4.1).
artedi, (4) 4.2-4.5 (4.8), with 89 per cent more than 4.1.

H/E:
kiyi, (3.3) 3.6-3.8 (4.3), with 21 per cent more than 3.8.
artedi, (3.6) 3.8-4 (4.4), with 66 per cent more than 3.8.

Pv/P:
kiyi, (Ll) 1.4-1.7 (1.9).
artedi, (1.7) 1.9-2.1 (2.3), with 68 per cent more than 1.9.

Av/V:
kiyi, (0.9) 1-1.2 (1.4).
artedi, (1.3) 1.6-1.7 (1.9), with 97 per cent more than 1.4.

• Figures in this section are given for all specimens collected except for the proportions oC artedl. These involve only those
specimens less than 225 millimeters In length.
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Kiyi has also a narrower body and a much longer maxillary, snout, and mandible.
The latter is usually equal to or shorter than the upper jaw in artedi and longer
and hooked in kiyi. Artedi is also more pigmented, especially on the dorsal surface.

GEOGRAPHICAL DISTRIBUTION

All my data on the occurrence of the kiyi in Lake Huron are given in Table
50 and are platted in Figure 5. There are 20 records made during three years and
show the species to occur in Georgian Bay and in the central basin of the main lake.
At each end of the lake the water becomes shallower, and probably conditions are
less suitable there.

BATHYMETRIC DISTRIBUTION

The sources of the data on depth distribution of kiyi are, for the most part, the
'2%,-inch chub nets that are set at depths of 60 fathoms or more. A few specimens
were taken in a special set of l%-inch net made on September 13, 1919, off Presque
Isle Light in 60 fathoms (record 11). Chub nets took specimens in 1917 on
:September 7,12, and 21 and on October 17 and 20, and on September 18,1919, in the
center of the lake east of the Alpena can buoy in 65 to 80 fathoms (records 1, 2, 8,
'9, 10, and probably 13); on September 14 and 19, 1917, in the center of the lake
northeast of the can buoy in 65 to 80 fathoms (records 3 and 5); on September 18,
1917,17% miles N. by E., on September 20,1917,14 miles NE. by E., on September
:21, 1917, 17 miles NE. by N. %' N., on September 18, 1919, 14 miles N. by E., on
June 30, 1923, 17 miles NE. by N. %' N., on July 5, 1923, 18 miles NE. %' E., and
'on July 7, 1923, 13 miles NE. % N. of Thunder Bay Island in 60 to 100 fathoms
(records 4, 6, 7, 12, 14, 16, and 17); and on July 2, 1923, 20 miles E. by N. of the
can buoy in 60 to 70 fathoms (record 15). In Georgian Bay specimens were taken
'On July 30, 1919,21 miles east of Surprise Shoal and off Wiarton in about 60 fathoms,
and on October 6, 1919, off White Bluff in 70 fathoms (records 18, 19, and 20). A
comparison with Tables 18 and 58, which give distribution data for johanna; and hoyi,
shows that not all lifts of the chub nets took kiyi. Three lifts off Cheboygan, Mich.,
at the north end of the lake, and one off Harbol' Beach, Mich., at the south end of the
lake, in 35 to 50 fathoms, took no kiyi; nor were kiyi always present in the lifts of the
chub nets made off Alpena in more than 60 fathoms. No lciyi ever were seen among
the small fish taken in the l>/z-inch bait nets off Cheboygan (one lift), Alpena (two
lifts), and Harbor Beach (two lifts); nor were any included among the small fish
taken on eight occasions by the 4%-inch trout and whitefish nets off Alpena set in
30 fathoms or less. (See Table 58.) It appears likely, therefore, that lciyi prefers
only the deeper waters and occurs, during most of the season at least, only at depths
of more than 60 fathoms.

RELATIVE ABUNDANCE

The kiyi has absolutely no commercial significance in Lake Huron, and there
fore its relative abundance, as compared with that of the chubs, is of no interest.
Inasmuch as virtually all the specimens collected have been found accidentally
ensnarled in nets of a mesh too large to gill them, their number in these nets is no
satisfactory index of their abundance; there are no data on the absolute abundance
of the species, except that a l>/z-inch net about 350 feet long, lifted from 60 fathoms
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off Presque Isle Light on September 13, 1919 (record 11), took only 8 kiyis among
some hundred other fish.

BREEDING HABITS

Nothing is known of the breeding habits of kiyi. Female specimens collected as
late as October 17 and 20,1917, showed eggs approaching maturity, and probably
the species spawns during October or November. October is said to be the time of
spawning in Lake Michigan.

• FOOD

The contents of 20 stomachs of specimens taken off Alpena, Mich., on September
19, 1919, in more than 60 fathoms consisted almost exclusively of Mysis. One
specimen had swallowed a Pisidium, one a developing Leucichthys egg, and three
had picked up fragments of wood.

Leucichthys kiyi kiyi of Lake Superior

The kiyi of Lake Superior resembles the typical form in shape and appearance,
but apparently it does not grow so large, as the largest individual seen measured only
204 millimeters, compared with a recorded maximum of 245 millimeters for the Lake
Michigan form. The chief systematic characters that can be expressed numerically
are compared below:
Gill rakers on the first branchial arch: HIE:

Michigan, (34) 36-41 (45).3 Michigan, (3.6) 3.8-4.2 (4.3).
Superior, (36) 37-41 (45).4 Superior, (3.4) 3.5-3.8 (4.1).

Lateral-line scales: Pv/P:
Michigan, (71) 77-87 (91). Michigan, (Ll) 1.4-1.7 (2.1).
Superior, (72) 76-84 (87). Superior, (Ll) 1.3-1.5 (1.7).

L/H: AviV:
Michigan, (3.7) 3.8-4.1 (4.3). Michigan, (0.9) 1-1.3 (1.4).
Superior, (3.5) 3.7-3.9 (4.1). Superior, (0.9) 1-1.2 (1.4).

It appears that the Superior kiyi has somewhat fewer scales in the lateral line
and an average larger head and eye and longer pectoral fins. As the Superior speci
mens are much smaller than those that have been examined from Michigan, the
differences in proportions involving the head and eye are such as might be expected
and a comparison of these characters is not conclusive. In addition, the Superior
form has, on the average, a longer anal base but with only slightly if any more anal
rays, and in relation to the head a shorter snout, longer jaw, and longer gill rakers.
Except for the head-snout proportions, which for Superior specimens is (3.3) 3.5-3.7
(4.1)5 and for Michigan specimens (3.2) 3.4-3.6 (3.9), and for an111 rays, which for
Superior specimens are (10) 11-12 (14)6 and for Michigan' specimens (9) 10-12 (16)/
the other characters are, for the most part, so variable that they are not given in
fuller detail than is shown in the analysis of 10 specimens from each lake in Tables
49 and 53 .

• These and unmarked figures for Lake Michigan are based on an examination of 174 specimens that range In length from
122 to 245 millimeters.

• These and unmarked figures for Lake Superior are based on an examination of 81 specimens ranging in length from 132 to 204
millimeters.

I Sixty-six specimens.
eSixty-two specimens.
7 One hundred and forty-four specimens.



GREAT LAKES COREGONIDS 443

The color of no live fish has been recorded, but probably it does not differ from
that of Michigan specimens. Alcoholics do not differ materially in details of pig
mentation, except that the anal and the ventrals more often show pigment.

At least the males develop pearl organs in the breeding season. Specimens
<obtained in November and December, 1922, had traces of nuptial excrescences, but
most of them had been lost by friction before the specimens were received. The
-development of the pearls probably is like that of other members of the genus.

VARIATIONS

Virtually all the specimens collected have been taken off Marquette, Mich.,
.and nearly all are equal in size, so that there are no data on age or racial variations.

The smallest collected individual, 132 millimeters long, was found sexually
mature.

COMPARISONS 8

The kiyi closely resembles hoyi and at all times may be confused with it. All
-other species in Lake Superior attain greater size than kiyi, and therefore it can be
'confounded only with juveniles of these species.

Kiyi has fewer gill rakers on the first branchial arch, more scales in the lateral
line, longer paired fins, and the base of the anal fin is relatively longer than in hoyi.
The body shape, as seen from the side, is less elliptical in kiyi on account of the more
'sudden rise of the predorsal contour. The characters that can be expressed numeri
cally are compared below:

'Gill rakers on the first branchial arch:
kiyi, (36) 37-41 (45), with 24 per cent more than 40.
hoyi, (37) 41-44 (49), with 83 per cent more than 40.

Lateral-line scales:
kiyi, (72) 76-84 (87), with 88 per cent more than 75.
hoyi, (65) 69-78 (84), with 29 per cent more than 75.

Pv/P:
kiyi, (1.1) 1.3-1.5 (1.7), with 10 per cent more than 1.5.
hoyi, (1.4) 1.5-1.8 (2), with 76 per cent more than 1.5.

AviV:
kiyi, (0.9) 1-1.2 (1.4), with 7 per cent more than 1.2.
hoyi, (0.9) 1.1-1.3 (1.6), with 36 per cent more than 1.2.

L/AB:
kiyi, (7) 8-9 (10), with 8 per cent more than 9.
hoyi, (7.5) 9-10 (11.5), with 58 per cent more than 9.

The dorsal contour of the head in kiyi is more or less convex and the premaxiJ
laries more vertical than in hoyi, in which there is almost a straight line from the tip
of the premaxillaries to the occiput. The effect of these Jines on the outline of the
head, as seen from the side, makes the head of lciyi more elongated and obtuse triangu
lar, while that of hoyi is rather broad and acute triangular with the mouth at a higher
level. The ana.l fin is more often pigmented in kiyi. The body of kiyi is somewhat
darker, as a rule.

For differences between kiyi and zenithicus, see page 381, between kiyi and
reighardi, page 411, and between lciyi and nigripinnis, seepage 427.

• Figures are given In this section for all collected specimens of each species except for proportions of arledi, which are given
or those specimens less than 225 millimeters In length.
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Kiyi can be confused only with small artedi, as the former is not known to .grow
large. The body shape of kiyi is ovate, as seen from the side, as compared with the
elongate elliptical form of artedi; the gill rakers on the first branchial arch are fewer,
and the paired fins,' maxillary, head, and eye are relatively longer, as will- appear
from the figures given:
Gill rakers on the first branchial arch:

kiyi, (36) 37-41 (45), with 24 per cent more than 40.
artedi, (41) 45-48 (53).

L/H:
kiyi, (3.5) 3.7-3.9 (4.1).
artedi, (4) 4.2-4.6 (4.8), with 92 per cent more than 4.1.

H/E:
kiyi, (3.4) 3.5-3.8 (4.1), with 3 per cent more than 3.9.
artedi, (3.4) 4-4.2 (4.5), with 77 per cent more than 3.9.

H/M:
kiyi, (2.2) 2.4-2.5 (2.6).
artedi, (2.5) 2.7-3 (3.2), with 88 per cent more than 2.6.

Pv/P:
kiyi, (1.1) 1.3-1.5 (1.7).
artedi, (1.6) 1.9-2.2 (2.3), with 90 per cent more than 1.7.

Av/V:
kiyi, (0.9) 1-1.2 (1.4).
artedi, (1.4) 1.5-1.8 (1.9), with 95 per cent more than 1.4.

In addition, kiyi has, on the average, fewer lateral-line scales, a longer snoutr

and a longer mandible. Few specimens of artedi have been found sexually mature
under 200 millimeters, while kiyi commonly is mature at 140 millimeters.

GEOGRAPHICAL DISTRIBUTION

All my data on the occurrence of the kiyi in Lake Superior (11 records) are
assembled in Table 52 and are platted in Figure 3. By comparison with a similar
table for hoyi (Table 60), it appears that kiyi is distributed by no means so generally
as the former; and from all the data at hand it can be stated with certainty only
that the species occurs in the deeper waters of the southern half of the lake. Its
absence in the inspected catches from apparently suitable depths in the northern
sector must not be taken to indicate its absence in this area, however, especially when
its rarity in the south, except during the breeding season, is taken into consideration;
and further investigation probably will discover the species throughout the lake
where conditions are suitable.

BATHYMETRIC DISTRIBUTION

Kiyi is preeminently a deep-water form in Lake Superior, as in all the other
~akes in which it is. known to occur. Of the 11 lifts that have yielded specimensr

4 were made at unknown depths, but probably from at least 40 fathoms. Only one
of the rest was made as shallow as 40 to 50 fathoms (record 11). The remaining
specimens collected were taken from sets that, if they ranged as shallow as 40 or 50
fathoms, extended also to greater depths (records 3, 9, and 10). Except during
the spawning season (records 5 and 6), the majority of specimens collected came
from a gang of nets set in 100 fathoms (record 2). It is interesting to note by com
parison with Table 60, which shows the data on the occurrence of hoyi, that kiyi
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does not necessarily occur everywhere at depths of more than 40 or even 60 fathoms,
but for the present we may say that during the year the species ranges between the
depths of 40 and 100 fathoms. As no 7ciyi occurred in the shallow-water sets that
took hoyi, the inshore limit of their range, at least when not spawning, probably
may be set around 40 fathoms. There are no data to fix the maximum depths which
the species frequents.

RELATIVE ABUNDANCE

As, on account of its small size, 7ciyi has no commercial importance, it is not fished
for, and its abundance can only be determined relative to that of hoyi, which is like
it in respect to size and usefulness. Except possibly in the lifts made in late November
and early December, 1922 (records 5 and 6), when the species was spawning, 7ciyi
never has been anything but rare in the inspected catches; and except for the records
made off Marquette, Mich., Apostle Islands, Wis., and Coppermine Point, Ontario
(records 3, 9, 10, and 11), all of them from nets extending into 40 fathoms, it never
has been taken in company with hoyi. On these four occasions only stray specimens
were found entangled with the latter.

BREEDING HABITS

Specimens collected'as late as October 3,1917, off Grand Marais, Mich., were.
not yet ripe, although females taken on this date showed eggs approaching the ripe
state. Of 13 specimens received from off Marquette, Mich., on November 22, 1922,
9 were males from which milt could be forced and the 4 females had eggs nearly ripe.
Of the 39 fish received from the same source on December 5, 1922, only 6 were males,
and ofthe 33 females the majority were spawning or spent. These data indicate that
the spawning season falls in late November or early December.

Unfortunately there have been no exact localities recorded for these spawning
fish taken off Marquette, but Prof. J. N. Lowe, of the Northern Normal School, who
sent the specimens, states that they were taken off Granite Island, probably in 70
fathoms. This information then fixes at least one spawning ground for the species
in the lake, and doubtless there are others.

Leucichthys kiyi orientalis (new subspecies) of Lake Ontario

The 7ciyi of Lake Ontario attains about the same maximum size as the typical
form, except that in virgin waters extreme examples measured 250 millimeters and
a single specimen of 263 millimeters was seen. The general appearance of the two
forms is the same, but the Ontario representative differs rather markedly in several
characters. Values for certain of these are compared below:
Gill rakers on the first branchial arch: HIE:

Michigan, (34) 36-41 (45).v Michigan, (3.6) 3.8-4.2 (4.3).
Ontario, (41) 43-46 (48).10 Ontario, (3.6) 3.9-4.2 (4.4).

Lateral-line scales: Pv/P:
Michigan, (71) 77-87 (91). Michigan, (1.1) 1.4-1.7 (2.1).
Ontario, (71) 76-87 (91). Ontario, (1.5) 1.7-2 (2.2).

L/H: AvIV:
Michigan, (3.7) 3.8-4.1 (4.3). Michigan, (0.9) 1-1.3 (1.4).
Ontario, (3.8) 4.1-4.2 (4.4). Ontario, (1) 1.2-1.4 (1.0).

oThese and succeeding flgures are based on an examination of 174 speeimens ranging in length from 122 to 245 millimeters.
10 These and sllcceedlng figures for Lake Ontario are based on an examination of 135 specimens ranging In length from 148 to

263 mlllimeters.
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The specimens from the two lakes are of approximately the same average size, and
the figures given are comparable, therefore. It appears that the Ontario form bas
many more gill rakers, much shorter paired fins, and a somewhat shorter head. Other
characters, as number of scale rows around the body, number of fin rays, and mandible
length, are approximately as in the typical form. The Ontario representative tends
to have, on the average, longer gill rakers, a shorter dorsal, a broader caudal, and
blunter head, but these characters are so variable within each race that no further
account of their variability is given than is found in the detailed comparison of 10
specimens from each lake in Tables 49 and 55.

The form appears sufficiently well marked to merit a name, and I propose to
call it orientalis. Specimen No. 54064 of Table 55, taken on July 19,1921, off Wilson,
N. Y., in 65 fathoms is designated as the tyP/?o It is catalogued as No. 88352 in the
United States National Museum.

The color in life is not different from that of the typical form. Alcoholics show,
on the average, more pigment on the head and body and on the abdominal fins,
especially on tbe ventrals and the anal.

At least the males of the species develop pearl organs in the breeding season.
Specimens collected in the latter part of July, 1921, off Wilson, N. Y., had traces of
pearls, and specimens taken in early September off Oswego, N. Y., showed well-

. developed pearls. For tbe most part these have been lost by friction in the preserved
specimens, so that no detailed description is possible, but in general they are dis
tributed over the head and body and have the same general shape, size, and location
on the scale as in other members of the genus whose breeding dress has been described.

VARIATIONS

Racial variations.-No differences are observable between the groups of speci
mens collected from the various parts of the lake, but it is not improbable that, if
sufficient numbers were gathered together, local races might be differentiated.

Size variations.-Most of the collected specimens have been gilled in 272-inch
nets and are therefore longer than 200 millimeters, so that there are no groups of
specimens of different sizes available to determine how the body parts change in
size with growth.

Four specimens as small as 148 to 177 millimeters long have been seen, and all
had maturing gonads.

COMPARISONS 11

Kiyi can be confused only with hoyi or possibly nigripinnis prognathus. Kiyi
and hoyi attain about the same maximum size and resemble one another rather
closely. The shape of the body, as seen from the side, is decidedly less elliptical in kiyi,
as the predorsal contour rises rather abruptly from the occiput and the head is rather
more elongated. Absolute differences in characters that can be expressed numerically
are wanting, but there are several characters that show average differences, and by
the use of these most specimens can be identified properly.

\I Figures in this section are given for all specimens collected except those of proportions for aT/eIll, which are based on speci
mens 225 millimeters and more In length.
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Lateral-line scales:
kiyi, (71) 76-87 (91), with 89 per cent more than 76.
hoyi, (63) 68-76 (81), with 8 per cent more than 76.

HIE:
kiyi, (3.6) 3.9-4.2 (4.4), with 7 per cent more than 4.2.
hoyi, (3.7) 4-4.5 (4.7), with 39 per cent ~ore than 3.7.

H/ad:
kiyi, (2.7) 3.2-3.7 (4.1), with 15 per cent more than 3.7.
hoyi, (3.2) 3.6-4.3 (5), with 72 per cent more than 3.7.

Scale rows in front of dorsal and ventrals:
kiyi, (40) 41-44 (47), with 79 per cent more than 41.
hoyi, (37) 40-41 (46), with 25 per cent more than 41.

The ventrals are also somewhat longer, relative to the distance from their
insertion to that of the anal (AvN), in kiyi. As kiyi spawns in August and hoyi
in November or later, the state of development of the sex organs will often be serv
iceable also in separating individuals of the two species.

As only one specimen of prognathus is known to exist in collections, it is not
possible to give' criteria for distinguishing the two forms, but there are decided
differences between the two in respect to absolute size attained and the time of
spawning. The largest collected kiyi measures only 263 millimeters, and nets of
272-inch mesh are required for the capture of the species, while prognathus was
commonly larger than 300 millimeters and was taken only in nets of 3-inch or larger
mesh. The species differed, also, in time of spawning. Kiyi spawns in August,
while prognathus is said to have spawned in January.

Usually kiyi can be distinguished at once from artedi by the more ovate body
outline, as seen from the side, as in the former the predorsal contour is strongly
arched. In addition, kiyi has fewer gill rakers on the first branchial arch, a larger
head and eye, a longer mandible, and paired fins. These characters are compared
below for the two species:
Gill rakers on the first branchial arch:

kiyi, (41) 43-46 (48), with 15 per cent more than 46.
artedi, (41) 46-50 (54), with 67 per cent more than 46.

L/H:
kiyi, (3.8) 4.1-4.2 (4.4), with 5 per cent more than 4.3.
artedi, (3.7) 4.3-4.7 (4.9), with 74 per cent more than 4.3.

HIE:
kiyi, (3.6) 3.9-4.2 (4.4), with 7 per cent more than 4.2.
artedi, (3.9) 4.1-4.4 (4.9), with 56 per cent more than 4.2.

Pv/P:
kiyi, (1.5) 1.7-2 (2.2), with 11 per cent more than 2.
artedi, (1.7) 1.9-2.1 (2.5), with 38 per cent more than 2.

AviV:
lciyi, (1) 1.2-1.4 (1.6), with 7 per cent more than 1.4.
artedi, (1.3) 1.5-1.8 (2), with 94 per cent more than 1.4.

Mandible compared with upper jaw:
kiyi, shorter, 2 equal, 30 longer, 98 or 75 per cent longer.
artedi, shorter, 130 equal 121 longer, 77 or 23 per cent longer.

Kiyi spawns in August and artedi spawns in late November, so that th;e state
of development of the sex organs, particularly of females, also is a valuable character
for separating the two species.

A discussion of the distinctions between kiyi and reighardi is given on page 414.
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GEOGRAPHICAL DISTRIBUTION

The records on the occurrence of kiyi in Lake Ontario are given in Table 54
and are shown platted on the lake chart in Figure 7. For the most part they are
derived from the use of the special 2~ and 2%, inch nets. It appears that kiyi was
taken out of every port from which the nets were set, and as the ports are distributed
along the shore line of the lake it may be concluded safely that kiyi occurs through
out the waters of the lake where suitable conditions obtain.

BATHYMETRIC DISTRIBUTION

The chief data on the depth distribution of the kiyi are derived from the use
of the 2~ and 2%, inch nets, which were set under my direction during the summers
of 1921 and 1923. A few specimens have been seen, also, that were taken accidentally
in the nets of larger mesh. All nets were set between the depths of 20 and 75 fathoms
and in.every locality took specimens of the species. No effort was made to determine
the limits of the range of the species, so that for the present it can be stated only that
individuals of the species range during the year between 20 and 75 fathoms.

RELATIVE ABUNDANCE

The experimental nets did not take kiyi abundantly at any time, but it is interest
ing to record the relative abundance of this and the other species taken with it. On
July 19, 1921, 6~ miles N. by W. ~ W. of Wilson, N. Y., in 65 fathoms (record
12),75 per cent of the catch was ofkiyi. On June 25,1921,5 miles north, in 50 fathoms
(record 10), kiyi comprised 40 per cent of the fish taken; on July 4, 1921, 7 miles
off Braddock Point Light, in 65 fathoms (record 8), the percentage was about one
third, and on July 12, 1921, 8~ miles NNW. of Sodus Point, N. Y, in 60 fathoms
(record 7), about one-fourth. But few kiyi were taken in other lifts made 20 miles
S. by W. of Presque Isle Light, Ontario, on June 10,1921, in 40t050 fathoms (record
2); on June 29, 1921, 13 miles E. ~ S. of Bronte, Ontario, in 40 to 50 fathoms (record
1); on June 23,1921,3 miles north of Wilson, N. Y., in 30 fathoms (record 9), on
July 16, 1921,5 miles north, in 50 fathoms (record 11)", and on July 21, 1921,2 miles
north, in 20 fathoms (record 13); on August 30, 1923, 14 miles west of Sandy Pond,
N. Y., in 60 fathoms (record 3); and on September 4,1923,8>-2 miles W. by N. ~ N.
of Oswego, N. Y., in 70 to 75 fathoms (record 6). The specimens taken in the 3-inch
nets off Selkirk and Oswego, N. Y. (records 4 and 5), were accidental captures.

It must be borne in mind that, unlike Lakes Michigan and Huron, in which
grounds suitable for deep-water Leucichthys or chubS" have been located through
seasons of experience, most of Lake Ontario never has been exploited for these species,
and the areas where they occur most abundantly are as yet unknown. For this
reason the experimental nets, from the use of which these data on relative abundance
are derived, were of necessity set at random in the lake, with depth alone as the
directing factor, and therefore it can not be expected that the nets will yield conclusive
data on absolute abundance or even on relative abundance. In the case of the kiyi,
from our knowledge of the habits of the species in other lakes such observations
as have been recorded may be taken to indicate that the center of abundance of
kiyi is attained in depths of 60 fathoms or more.
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BREEDING HABITS

No spawning kiyi have been taken. Males collected on July 19 and 21, 1921,
·off Wilson, N. Y., were pearled, and females showed well-developed ova, although
none were by any means ripe. Males and females taken on September 4, 1923,
,off Oswego, N. Y., were spent, but the males still showed pearl organs. Females
from the University of Toronto collection taken off Port Credit, Ontario, on March
28, 1926, showed ovaries that had not been spent recently. It is apparent, then,
that the spawning season for the species must fall in. August or thereabouts. At
what depths or on what bottom the eggs are laid is not known.

LEUCICHTHYS HOYI Gill

THE BLOATER (FIG. 23)

Argyrosomus hoyi Gill, in Hoy, 1872, p. 99, Lake Michigan off Racine; Milner, 1874, pp. 86-87,
in part, Lake Superior; not of Evermann and Smith, 1896; not of Jordan and Evermann,
1911.

Argyrosomus prognathus Evermann and Smith, 1896, pp. 314-317, in part, Lakes Huron and
Michigan.

Leucichthys johannre Jordan and Evermann, 1911, pp. 24-26, in part, Lakes Huron and Michigan;
not PIs. III or V.

Leucichthys hoyi has been described from Lake Michigan but occurs also in Lakes
Nipigon, Superior, Huron, and Ontario. In all five bodies of water it is character
ized by its relatively small size, which is seldom over a maximum of 200 millimeters
except in two of the lakes (Michigan and Ontario), where it grows regularly large
enough to be of commercial importance; its terete body form, as seen from the side,
and relatively few lateral-line scales. The Nipigon race differs chiefly in having,
on the average, a higher number of gill rakers on the first branchial arch and of scales
in the lateral line, and a proportionally longer head, eye, maxillary, and paired fins.
The Superior form has a proportionally larger head and eye and longer paired fins
and maxillary. The Huron form differs but little in its systematic characters. In
Lake Ontario the species seems to be different chiefly in having, on the average,
more gill rakers, a proportionally smaller eye, and possibly a somewhat longer head
and pectorals. All forms, so far as has been ascertained, prefer relatively shallow
water, namely, depths of about 30 fathoms except in Lake Ontario, where they have
been found most commonly between 50 and 60 fathoms. The breeding habits are
but imperfectly or not at all known, but in Lakes Michigan and Huron the species
spawns in late February and early March, and in the other lakes it is known that it
does not spawn before December.

Type

A specimen about 137 millimeters long has been selected from two mutilated
:specimens in the United States National Museum, both bearing the type No. 8902,
.collected in Lake Michigan off Racine, Wis., probably in March, 1872, by Dr. P. R.
Roy. The reasons for making this selection are given on page 312.

Leucichthys hoyi of Lake Michigan

The bloater is probably the commonest Leucichthys in Lake Michigan. It
is one of the smallest members of the genus in the Great Lakes Basin, but in Lake
Michigan it is taken abundantly in the 272-inch chub nets and also in some numbers
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in those of 2%-inch mesh. The largest example seen measures 265 millimeters.
The shape of the body, as seen from the side, is elliptical even in the largest or in
the deepest individuals; that is, the dorsal contour rises in a smooth curve from
the occiput to the insertion of the dorsal fin and slopes gently into the caudal pe
duncle. The opposite ventral profiles correspond approximately, except that speci
mens from deep water, particularly the smaller ones, are usually extremely bloated
and, unless the gas in the air bladder is released at once, the body remains distorted.
Larger individuals have thicker belly walls and do not bloat so conspicuously. The
body is usually only moderately deep; the depth most often is contained 3.8 to 4.2
times in the total length. The body is moderately compressed, but with growth
the width increases, and the largest specimens are often as subterete in body form
as artedi. The head is moderate, rather broadly triangular viewed from the side,
and is contained (3.6) 4-4.2 (4.6)12 times in the total length. Its dorsal profile is
straight or but faintly convex. The premaxillaries are directed forward and down
ward and usually make an angle of about 40° with the horizontal axis of the head.
Their position is influenced by the frail mandible, which is more or less conspicuously
pigmented, provided with a more or less conspicuous symphysial knob, and which
in most specimens projects beyond the upper jaw, in that case forcing the premaxil
laries to assume a more horizontal position. The mandible in less than one-third
of the specimens in the collection is only equal to the upper jaw, but only very rarely
is it shorter. The maxillary is moderately long, is contained (2.3) 2.5-2.6 (2.8)13
times in the head length, and it always shows at least some .pigment. The snout,
viewed from the side, is pointed. It is usually a trifle shorter than the large eye,
which is contained (3.3) 3.7-4 (4.5) times in the head length. The gill rakers on
the first branchial arch number (13) 15-16 (18) + (23) 26-28 (31) = (37) 41-44 (48).
There are (60) 67-77 (84) scales in the lateral line; only 2 per cent of all specimens
examined have 80 or more. Scale rows around the body just in front of the dorsal
and ventrals number (38) 40-42 (44),14 just in front of the adipose and anus (31)
32-34 (35),14 and around the caudal peduncle at its commencement (22) 23-25 (26).Il
The dorsal rays number (7) 9-10,16 anal rays (10) 11 (13),16 ventral rays (10) 11 (12),16
pectoral rays (14) 15-16 (17),16 and the branchiostegal rays 8 to 9.16

The paired fins are rather long. The pectorals are contained (1.3) 1.7-2 (2.5)
times in the distance from their origin to that of the ventrals, and the ventrals are
contained (1) 1.2-1.4 (1.7) times in the distance from their origin to that of the anal.
The dorsal margin of the pectorals is usually nearly straight.

The color in life is not essentially different from that as described for johannce.
In alcohol all color eventually fades and leaves obvious details of pigmentation. The
entire dorsal surface is strewn thickly with very fine pigment dots, which, however,
do not lend a conspicuous darkened effect except in the prenarial area, where they
are concentrated usually. There is sometimes a narrow dark streak down the hack,
due possibly to differential preservation of the flesh but certainly not to pigment.
The pigmentation diminishes on the sides and often is absent below the lateral line but

12 These and succeeding figures, unless otherwise designated, are based on an examination of 1,161 individuals ranging in length
from 82 to 265 mllIimeters.

18 One hundred and eight specimens.
II Twenty-five specimens.
11 Thirty specimens.
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usually is present on the cheeks, particularly on the oculars. The tip of the mandible
is pigmented but seldom is conspicuously dark. The preorbital region is like the
cranium in respect to pigmentation, and the maxillary always shows more or less of
pigment. All the fins are pale, but the caudal and dorsal are darkest. These show
a more or less faint dusky hue on their distal margins. The pectorals often
show faint pigment on their longest rays; the 8nals sometinles have a few dots
on the membranes between the rays, but the ventrals, except in very rare cases, are
immaculate.

Durmg the breeding season pearl organs are developed by males and by at least
some females. Their development apparently is not very different from that described
for johann<e. However, there are occasionally one or two much smaller pearls
flanking the central one of the scales of the scale rows of the sides, and on the scales
of the rows dorsad and ventrad to the fourth above and the sixth below there are
regularly two or three or even more pearls on each scale, the disparity in size decreas
ing as the back and belly are approached and the distribution and shape becoming
more irregular.

VARIATIONS

Racial variations.-It will be seen from Table 56 that a considerable num
ber of specimens has been collected from almost every port visited. The lowest
number from any locality is 8 from Platte Bay, and from all but 5 of the 16
other stations from which specimens were preserved 34 or more specimens have
been examined. These collections are fairJty uniform in respect to size of individuals,
with the exception of the Michigan City and Northport lots, which have a greater
proportion of large specimens. Compared in all their important systematic charac
ters, as number of gill rakers on the first branchial arch and of scales in the lateral
line, and the relative size of head, eye, and paired fins, there are no differences dis
cernible between the various groups except such slight ones as might be due to in
equality in size of the various individuals composing the groups, namely, changes
in proportion that are the result of growth.

There is another possibility of racial differentiation, namely, according to
habitat. In Lake Huron', for example, it has been observed that specimens from the
deepest water differ in certain characters from their shore relatives (see p. 458), but
in Lake Michigan it has not been possible, from the collection I have accumulated,
to establish any such differences. My specimens, however, do not lend themselves
to any such comparisons, as they were collected over a period of several of tlie warm
est months, and it is known that the bloaters move nearer shore at certain seasons,
so that a given habitat in the same locality might be occupi~d by different races
during a season. A study of environmental races, then, must be undertaken first
in a definite and restricted area over a period of time. For the present all that can
be said about variation is that the collection of about 1,000 individuals from 17
stations scattered along the lake's shore does not disclose any striking variation
tendencies.

Size variations.-By far the greater number of specimens collected are less than
200 millimeters in length, and the largest ones are but little over that limit. In
Table 57 five specimens over 200 and five under 200 millimeters in length are com
pared extensively, and in Tables 8 to 11 all the specimens over 200 millimeters in
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length are compared in certain characters with those smaller. The size differences
being slight, no marked contrast is to be expected in the figures for the two classes,
but it does appear from the tables that the larger specimens have a somewhat smaller
head and eye and shorter paired fins.

Individuals usually have been found to be maturing sexually at 140 millimeters.
One specimen of 114 millimeters in length apparently was approaching sexual
maturity.

COMPARISONS 16

Hoyi most nearly resembles kiyi. A discussion of the differences between the
two forms is given on page 436. The differences between hoyi and johannre, alpenre,
zenithicus, reighardi, and nigripinnis are given on pages 352, 366, 390,403, and 419.

Hoyi is distinguishable from artedi chiefly by the lower number of gill rakers
on the first branchial arch and of scales in the lateral line, by the larger head, longer
maxillary and ventral fins, and the length of the lower jaw, which in hoyi is practi
cally in all cases equal or longer than the upper but in artedi is equal or more often
shorter. Those characters that can be expressed numerically are compared below:
Gill rakers on the first branchial arch:

hoyi, (37) 41-44 (48), with 5 per cent more than 45.
artedi, (41) 46-50 (55), with 86 per cent more than 45.

Lateral-line scales:
hoyi, (60) 67-77 (84), with 7 per cent more than 77.
artedi, (68) 77-87 (94), with 88 per cent more than 77.

~H: .
hoyi, (3.6) 4-4.2 (4.6), with 13 per cent more than 4.2.
artedi, (4) 4.2-4.5 (4.6), with 66 per cent more than 4.2.

HIM:
hoyi, (2.3) 2.5-2.6 (2.8), with 16 per cent more than 2.6.
artedi, (2.4) 2.7-3 (3.1), with 86 per cent more than 2.6.

AviV:
hoyi, (1) 1.2-1.4 (1.7), with 8 per cent more than 1.4.
artedi, (1.3) 1.5-1.7 (2), with 93 per cent more than 1.4.

In general hoyi has also a deeper, less terete body thanartedi, particularly when
small, and the head, as seen from the side, is more sharply pointed. The body and
fins of hoyi are also less pigmented. The state of development of sex organs, espe
cially in females, may often assist in separating individuals of the species, as hoyi
spawns in March and artedi in November.

GEOGRAPHICAL DISTRIBUTION

In Table 56 are given all my data on the occurrence of the bloater m Lake
Miohigan. They are also shown platted on a map of the lake in Figure 4. There
are 53 observations made by me from the 17-'2-inch bait nets, which catch small
fish to bait the trout hooks; from the 4 to 47-'2 inch trout and whitefish nets, the
'il% to 2%' inch chub nets, and from the pound nets. In the first two kinds of nets
only small individuals are taken usually, those in the trout and whitefish nets being
caught only accidentally by entangling their jaws in the netting. In the chub nets

Ie Figures in this section arc given for all collected specimens, except the proportions for artedi, which are based on an examination
of specimens less than 225 millimeters In length.
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small fish are accidentally entangled also, but large numbers of larger specimens
become gilled, particularly in the 2% and 2~ inch nets, and are brought to the market
along with the other species of Leucichthys that comprise the catches. The bloaters
may even be so numerous in these nets that they are caught to the virtual exclusion
of all other Leucichthys. These three types of netting are the only kinds of gill
netting exployed on the lake, and some type or all types are in use out of all the fish
ing ports. At every port from which catches were examined from depths of more than
75 feet some specimens of the bloater have been collected, and specimens also have
been taken from the pounds set in shallow water out of two ports. As these ports
are .well distributed along the lake's shores, it is safe to conclude that the bloater
may be found throughout the lake at suitable depths.

BATHYMETRIC DISTRIBUTION

In the 1~-inch bait nets the bloaters and other small Leuclchthys are taken
to bait the trout hooks that are in use during most of the calendar year out of certain
ports. Such nets are set during most of the season at about 26 to 40 fathoms. Catches
of these nets were examined on seven occasions (see p. 354), and hoyi always were
found (records 9, 12, 19, 27, 35, 41, and 43). A few specimens were taken by me
in test nets of l~-inch mesh lifted on July 21 and 23, 1923, in Platte Bay, Mich.,
from 8 to 12 and 15 to 25 fathoms, respectively, and on .July 25, 1923, off Lees Point
in Grand Traverse Bay from 6 to 16 fathoms (records 38,39, and 44).

In the 2% to 2%' inch chub nets some bloaters probably always are present.
They are either large enough to gill or are caught by the jaws in the netting. Taken
in this fashion, specimens are recorded from chub gangs examined in March, 1919
and 1921, April, 1921, May, 1922, June, 1920, July and August, 1923, and August,
September, October, and November, 1920, at depths between 18 fathoms (off Michi
gan City, Ind., on November 19, 1920) and 71 to 90 fathoms (off Rock Island, Wis.,
on August 19, 1920) (records 25 and 5).

The trout and whitefish nets of 4 to 4~ inch or larger mesh are set usually in
less than 40 fathoms. No lifts of such nets ever were examined, but specimens were
brought in by pilots of vessels from their large-meshed nets off Washington Harbor,
Wis., 5 miles west and 3 miles WNW. of Boyer Bluff on August 18 and 19, 1920,
in 20 to 24 fathoms (records 2 and 4); 30 miles NNW. of Michigan City, Ind., on
November 19, 1920, in 48 to 50 fathoms (record 23); 7 miles NW. by N. of Lud
ington, Mich., on August 30, 1920, in 14 to 26 fathoms (record 33); 9 miles north
west of Manistee, Mich., on August 28, 1920, in 28 to 32 fathoms (record 36); and
13 miles SE. ~ E. of Manistique, Mich., on August 11, 1920, in 20 fathoms (record
51).

The bloaters of a marketable size also are said to run commonly into the pound
nets in summer, at least at Port Washington on the Wisconsin shore, and specimens
were taken by me in the pounds there on September 27, 1920, in 5 fathoms of water
(record 13). Small individuals were found abundantly in a pound in Grand Tl;averse
Bay at the same depth on July 26, 1923 (record 45). The University of Michigan
collection contains 13 small specimens taken off Ludington, Mich., "within 150
Yards of shore." These may have been taken in pounds but more probably were
seined.
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The data thus show that the bloater has a very wide depth range in the lake.
It is known to run from shore down to depths of 90 fathoms, and it is possible that
it strays to even greater depths.

RELATIVE ABUNDANCE

Data from the 1Y2-inch bait nets.-The bloaters are taken most abundantly in
the 1Y2-ineh bait nets. These nets do not take bloaters exclusively, but I have not
seen any catches made by them in which the bloater was not the predominating
species. In only five catches, however, have percentages of abundance been ascer
tained, namely, from 5 miles SE. by E. of Sheboygan, Wis., on September 28, 1920,
in 30 to 32 fathoms (record 9); from 5 miles E. Y2 S. of Port Washington, Wis., on
September 25, 1920, in 30 fathoms (record 12); from 14 miles NNW. of Michigan
City, Ind., on March 2, 1921, in 26 fathoms (record 27); from off Northport Point,
Mich., on June 23, 1920, in 28 to 40 fathoms (record 41); and from the west arm of
Grand Traverse Bay on July 18, 1923, in 30 to 40 fathoms (record 43). In lifts Nos.
9, 12, and 27 the percentage of hoyi was 75 to 96. In the lift off Northport and
Traverse City 50 to 60 per cent of the catch was of hoyi.

In view of the composite nature of the catch of these nets nothing positive
about the habits of the small hoyi can be gleaned from the testimony of the fisher
men who employ them. All, however, are agreed that the best depth for bait is about
30 fathoms on very soft clay or mud bottom. Virtually all the hook fishermen inter
viewed agree that bait is most difficult to obtain during May, June, and July, and
that it is most abundant after late fall. From the accounts of the occurrence of
hoyi in the catches of other gear it will appear that these observations probably
would apply to small hoyi.

Data from the 2% to 2~ inch chub nets.-It has been stated already that the
summer of 1920 was very unfavorable for chub fishing (see p. 354), and therefore the
conclusions given below regarding abundance are not so satisfactory as might be
wished.

In any nets of larger mesh than 2Y2 inches only extreme examples of the species
can gill, and therefore the percentages of hoyi taken in the chub nets from any of the
Michigan ports, which use a minimum mesh of 2~ inches for chubs, are not to be com
pared with those from Wisconsin and Indiana, where the mesh of such nets is usually
smaller. The largest percentage taken in examined catches made by nets from
Michigan ports is 22 per cent of 1,400 pounds of chubs caught on October 4, 1920,
9 miles north of Point Betsie in 60 to 70 fathoms (record 37).

Only occasional specimens occurred in the chub lifts (2~-inchmesh) on June 22,
1920, and July 31, 1923, off Cathead light in 40 to 60 fathoms (records 40 and 42); on
June 29,1920,5 miles N. by E. of Charlevoix, Mich., in 40 to 55 fathoms; on August 10,
1923,8 miles NNW. of Big Rock Point and on August 11, 1923, 3 miles NW. Y2 w.
in 35 to 60 fathoms; on August 21, 1923, from an unknown locality (records 46,
48, 49, and 50); and on August 12, 1920, 15 miles SE. by S. ~ S. of Manistique,
Mich., in 60 to 70 fathoms (record 52). They were rare also in lifts of similar
nets made on August 23, 1920, 12 miles E. by S. of the 'Sturgeon Bay ship-channel
mouth in 60 to 70 fathoms (record 6), but only 50 pounds of fish were taken in
the lift.
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In the lift of the 2%-inch nets made on August 16,1920,8 miles south of Green
Island in Green~Bay in 16 fathoms (record 53), and the lift of 272-inch nets made
on November 15, 1920, 20 miles ESE. of Milwaukee, Wis., in 28 to 35 fathoms on
the spawning grounds of zenithicus (record 18), no hoyi were gilled, but a number
of small individuals were caught by the jaw. Chub lifts made with 272-inch nets on
August 18, 1920, 4 miles west of Boyer Bluff in 18 to 24 fathoms took 50 per cent
bloaters (record 1); on August 24,1920,10 miles E. by N. of Algoma, Wis., in 35 to 50
fathoms, 68 per cent (record 7); on September 25, 1920, 18 miles E. 72 S. of Port
Washington, Wis., in 65 to 48 fathoms, 53 per cent (record 11); 17 on September 3, .
1920,22 milesNW. by N. 72 N. of Michigan City, Ind., in 30 to 40 fathoms, 42 percent
(record 20); on October 11,1920,20 miles N. by W. %W. in 30 to 40 fathoms, 34 per
cent (record 21); on November 19,1920,17 miles NNW. in 28 to 32 fathoms, 50 per
cent (record 24); on March 2, 1921, 21 miles NNW. in 30 fathoms, 81 per cent
(record 28); and on March 4,1921,15 miles NW. by N. 72 N. in 28 fathoms, 96 per
cent (record 29).

Bloaters comprised 15 per cent or less of the catr.hes of 272-inch nets made on
August 19, 1920,20 miles E. 72 N. of Rock Island, Wis., in 71 to 90 fathoms (record
5); on September 23, 1920,27 miles ESE. of Milwaukee, in 60 fathoms (record 16);
on November 8, 1920, 18 miles NNW. of Michigan City, Ind., in 30 to 38 fathoms
(record 22), and on November 19, 1920, 10 miles NNW. in 18 fathoms (record 25)
and 1772 miles NW. by N. ~ N. in 32 fathoms (record 26). Lifts 18, 22, 25, and 26
were composed largely or almost exclusively of spawning zenithicus, and the absence
of hoyi is to be expected therefore. Lift 24, which was made out of Michigan City,
Ind., at about the same time, and which shows 50 per cent of hoyi, may have been
made outside the spawning area of those fish.

These records thus show that the lifts made by the 272-inch gill nets between the
depths of 18 and 50 fathoms, excepting those made on the spawning grounds of zenith
icus in November, have percentages of bloaters between 34 and 96. The one lift from
16 fathoms in Green Bay and from 28 to 35 fathoms off Milwaukee gilled no fish of
this species, and the lifts from depths of 60 fathoms or more took only occasional
specimens, except that from off Point Betsie on October 4, 1920, which had 22 per
cent hoyi. Considering the fact that nets of 2%;-inch mesh were used, the percentage
is high and indicates that bloaters possibly were numerous on these grounds at that
time.

Data from the pound nets.-In two localities the occurrence in the pound nets,
among the herring, of numbers of fish, which from the descriptions given are probably
bloaters, has been reported. At Port Washington, Wis., D. H. Smith says that in
early July a good run of such fish enters his pounds. The fish sometimes remain
ashore all during the month. F. C. Kimball reports 1,200 pounds of these fish on
June 23, 1919, from three pound nets off Michigan City, Ind., and a lighter catch
for a few days thereafter. They occur in the nets in varying numbers every year
at this season, according to Mr. Kimball. Marketable bloaters were taken by me
on September 27, 1920, in Mr. Smith's pound nets at Port Washington in 5 fathoms

17 The nets in this case were set 1Iiong the blink thllt slopes up to 1I111rga reef, lind most of the h01l1 tllken were on the sholll end
of the gllng.

94995-29-11
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of water (record 13); and numbers of small individuals were collected on July 26,
1923, in a pound in Grand Traverse Bay (record 45). In view of these records, the
fact that no other Leucichthys is known to venture so near the shore in summer
(excepting alpen<e, which does not answer the fishermen's description) tends, in my
opinion, to substantiate the identification of the fish reported above as hoyi.

From the data from all sources it appears that at some season of the year the
bloater may be regularly common from the shore waters out to depths of 50 fathoms.
In such situations it is taken abundantly by the pound nets, l~-inch bait nets, and
2% to 2%;-inch chub nets. On one occasion it has been known to be common in
water deeper than 50 fathoms, but numbers of individuals may not venture often to
such depths except where they are in proximity to shoals, as on the edges of banks
and reefs. It is likely, furthermore, that large and small individuals have a different
behavior, as on several occasions the latter occurred not uncommonly in the meshes
of nets that would have gilled full-grown specimens easily if they had been present
(records 18 and 52); but the population density of both classes of individuals probably
fluctuates between the limits designated above.

BREEDING HABITS

The time of spawning of the species and several of its breeding areas are known.
On March 20, 1919, 12 miles west of Grand Haven, Mich., in 50 to 55 fathoms, and
on March 24, 1919, off Milwaukee, Wis., in 50 fathoms (records 31 and 15), such
specimens as were collected from the chub nets were spent or sexually ripe. It is
not known that the nets in either case were on the actual spawning grounds of the
species, but they could not have been far removed. On March 2, 1921, a lift of
2~-inch gill nets made 21 miles NNW. of Michigan City, Ind., in 30 fathoms (record
28) c.ontained 81 per cent of bloaters, most of which were spawning or nearly ripe.
A lift made on March 4, 1921, 15 miles NW. by N. ~ N. of the same port in 28
fathoms had 96 per cent of bloaters (record 29).

The character of the bottom is unknown. No traces of bottom material were
present on the anchor stones, and as clay is found commonly sticking to the anchors
when the nets are lifted from such bottom, it may be that the bottom on this occasion
was sandy. Most of the fish were ripe, and in the nets there were often two to four
fish side by side in the meshes, probably having been gilled in the act of spawning
or attempting to spawn. The specimens taken in the gang averaged larger than
any other catch of hoyi seen on the lake and contained the largest individuals I have
ever collected. There were fewer small individuals entangled in the netting than
is usual at other seasons of the year, and possibly the small individuals have their
own spawning areas. The lift of fish was very light (1,000 pounds in about 5 miles
of netting, six nights out), considering the fact that the fish were spawning, and it
may be that the bulk of the species was spawning on other grounds near by or had
not yet come onto the grounds.

In a letter dated February 21; 1925, Lester Smith, of Port Washington, reports
that large quantities of bloaters, heavy with spawn, are being taken in the shallow
waters off that port. ,Considering probabilities; ,there seems' to be no-reason to
doubt Mr. Smith's identification, and his observations may be taken to supple,;.
ment my own.
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HIM:
Michigan, (2.3) 2.5-2.6 (2.8).20
Huron, (2.3) 2.4--2.6 (2.7).

Pv/P:
Michigan, (1.3) 1.7-2 (2.5).
Huron, (1.4) 1.7-1.9 (2.2).

AviV:
Michigan, (1) 1.2-1.4 (1.6).
Huron, (1) 1.2-1.4 (1.7).

The time of spawning, then, appears to be during March. It may begin in certain
areas or at certain seasons even as early as late February. The species has been
found spawning at a depth of 28 fathoms, but it may spawn in shallower or deeper
water. The character of the bottom selected is not known. Breeding grounds are
known to exist off Grand Haven, Mich.; Michigan City, Ind.; and Milwaukee
and Port Washington, Wis.; but considering the wide distribution and abundance
of the species, there are no doubt others to be found off most of the other ports on
the lake.

Leucichthys hoyi of Lake Huron

The Lake Huron form is lil\:e the Michignn form in respect to body shape and
other systematic characters, but it seldom grows so large. The largest specimen
obtained in the lake measures only 221 millimeters, as compared with 265 milli
meters for Lake Michigan, and only nine individuals have been seen over 200 milli
meters in length, whereas in Lake Michigan such fish are taken often in commercial
quantities. The principal systematic characters capable of numerical expression
are compared for the two forms below:

Gill rakers on the first branchial arch:
Michigan, (37) 41-44 (48),18
Huron, (37) 40-43 (47).19

Lateral-line scales:
Michigan, (60) 67-77 (84).18
Huron, (63) 68-76 (84).

L/H:
Michigan, (3.6) 4--4.2 (4.5).
Huron, (3.5) 3.8-4.1 (4.5).

lI/E: •
Michigan, (3.3) 3.7-4 (4.2).
Huron, (3.3) 3.6-3.8 (4.2).

It appears from these figures that the two forms are quite similar and that they
differ only in that the head and eye average proportionally somewhat larger in the
Huron forill, but these differences may well be due to inequality in size of the indi
viduals of the groups compared.

The color in life is not conspicuously different from that of the Lake Michigan
specimens. Preserved fish are also little different.
, Pead organs are developed by males in the breeding season, as evidenced by
bre~ing fish taken at Harbor Beach, Mich., on March 15, 1919. Females probably
also have pearls, but those in the collection had none, possibly having lost them by
friction in transit, as did many of the males. The development is not different.
from that described for the Lake Michigan specimens, except that there are, on the.
aVerage, fewer dorsolateral and ventrolateral scale rows, on the scales of which two.
or more pearls appear regularly. The pearls of the back and belly are also less scat
tered and more often are grouped around the free edge of the scale. It is possible,

18 These figures for Lake Michigan are based on an examination of 1,161 specimens from 82 to 265 millimeters in length. The;
ether unmarked figures are given for 1,024 individuals between the length limits of 82 and 100 millimeters, inclusive.
, " 10 These figures for Lake Huron, excepting those for HIM, which are given for 58 specimens, are based on an examinationot'
G07 specimens between the lengths of 79 and 221 millimeters, inclusive. There are only 4 specimens less than 100 millimeters in
length and only 9 over'2oo millimeters, and t.luiir exclusion from the tables does not affect the range of the figures given.
--ill One hundred'llna elglit specimens:' '.'
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however, that such differences are due to the difference in size of specimens examined
from the two lakes. Those from Lake Michigan were chiefly over 20 centimeters
in length, while those from Lake Huron were all smaller.

VARIATIONS

Racial variations.-There appears to be a racial differentiation according to
habitat in the same locality, which is manifested by rather conspicuous structural
changes. Below are compared, for seven characters, five groups of specimens, two
taken from depths of 30 fathoms or less, two from depths of 60 fathoms or more,
and one group from Cheboygan, Mich., taken in a gang set from 35 to 50 fathoms.
One group in each of the first two habitats was collected at Alpena, Mich. The others
originated in other parts of the lake, but confirm the comparison. The specimens of
the various groups are of comparable size.

Gill rakers on the first branchial arch

60 fathoms

Alpena Georgian Total
Bay

30 fathoms

~~~~r Alpena Total

3(}-50
1---.,.---.,....---.1----.-----,---1 fathoms,Cheboy·

gan
No.

---------------1---------------------
37...................................................... 2 0 2 4
38....................................................... 7 9 16 13
39....................................................... 11 7 18 31
40....................................................... 19 30 49 49
41....................................................... 27 45 72 59
42....................................................... 34 31 65 54
43....................................................... 16 24 40 42
44. ··.·.· 7 19 26 15
45....................................................... 1 2 3 ·6
46....................................................... .....•.... 1 1 .
47._•..••••.•.•••••••. _•.• ' •••• _••• c••• _••• • •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••

1
4

10
23
36
44
27
12
3
4
1

5
17
41
72
95
98
69
27
9
4
1

1
o
7
6

17
18
16
8
1
3
1

Lateral-line scales

60 fathoms

Alpena Georgian Total
Bay

30 fathoms

Ifi~~~~r Alpena Total

35-50
--------,.,.---.---1---,----.----1 fathoms.Cheboy·

gan
No.

-------------1-------------
1

• 0
1
2
5
6
8
6
6
7
6
1

12
3
2
3
3
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L{H

60 fathoms

Alpena Georgian Total
BayTotal

30 fathoms

~~~~l; Alpena

35-50
---.....---,----1-----,---,----1 fathoms,Chehoy-

gan
Ratio

---------------1---------------------
3.5 -- - -- -- -_ _ _ ___ ___ _ ___ ___ ___ _ __ ___ __ 1 1
3.6______________________________________________________ 7 2 9
3.7 --- 2· 2 36 13 49 5
3.8 .________________________________________________ 3 2 5 56 31 87 8
3.9______________________________________________________ 9 16 25 71 30 101 17
4.0______________________________________________________ 38 39 77 84 50 134 31
4.1. -_ 46 49 95 19 26 45 13
4.2 -__ 15 30 45 3 12 15 5
4.3 • -__ 11 21 32 1 0 1 2
4.4 .__________________________________________ 1 4 5 1 1
4.5 • ._______________________________ 1 2 3 • _

H/E

60 fathoms

Alpena Georgian Total
BayAlpena Total

30 fathoms

Harbor
Beach

35-50
' -, , [ -, ,..- [ fathoms,
'" Cheboy

gan
Ratio

---------------[---------------------
3.3. -- 0 1 1
3.4 •• • • __ • _ 1 4 5
3.5 •• • .____ ___ _ __ 5 9 14
3.6 • -- - - -- ••• -- --- --- -._ 24 35 59
3.7 • ._ -- • --- -- - -. __ _ __ 41 41 82
3.8 • ._._ - - -- --- • 38 40 78
3.9 ._____ _ 12 17 29
4.0 • -- - -- --- __ _ __ 3 22 25
4.1. • -- -- • __ __ __ 2 2
4.2 --- • ., _

1 1 2
10 5 15 r1
26 27 53 13
62 35 97 23
69 41 110 ~ 22
56 32 88 12
27 17 44 6
14 5 19 2
2 2 4
2 2

Pv/P

60 fathoms

Alpena Georgian Total
BayAlpena 'l'otal

30 fathoms

Harbor
Beach

35-50
' -. --, .1 ----,,.-__... 1fathoms,
, Cheboy

gan
Ratio

---------------[---------------------
1.4 • • _
1.5 • __ ___ __ __ ___ 2 2
1.6__ __ __ 1 5 6
1.7 • • •• .__ __ ___ _ _ 6 31 37
1.8_" • __ 26 53 79
1.9 ._ _ 25 28 53
2.0.__ _ __ _ _ 29 39 68
2.1.__ ___ _ 12 9 21
2.2 .. .___ __ __ 1 1

3 3 6
13 6 19 1
41 21 62 .11
63 32 95 14
58 42 100 26
32 22 54 12
17 16 33 8
5 14 19 1
2 3 5

Av/V

60 fathoms

Alpena Georgian Total
Bay

30 fathoms

Harbor Alpena Total
Beach

35-50
' -, ,-- .1 -, -. 1fathoms,
, Cheboy

gan
Ratio

-------------1---------------
1. 0 -- ----- • _
1. 1.____________________________________________________ 3 2 51. 2_____________________________________________________ 19 29 48
1. 3_____________________________________________________ 36 49 85
1.4 • •__ •__ ._. .__ _ 32 58 90
1. 5_ •• •••• • • .. 9 24 33
1.6 • ._ _ 2 6 8

4
36

110
68
32
8

1
21
48
52
28
12

5
57

159
120
60
20

---------5
20
24
25
4
1
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Mandible

30 fathoms 00 fathoms 35-50

Length
fathoms,
Cheboy-

Harbor Alpena Total Alpena Georgian Total
gan

Beach Bay

------------------
Longer than upper______________________________________ 27 62 80 240 149 380 38Equal to uppeL ________________________________________ 64 90 103 23 20 43 40

The deep-water fish appeal to have a proportionally larger head, longer paired
fins (especially ventrals), and a longer mandible than those from the shallower
waters. In most cases the 35-50 fathom group conforms to neither of the two but
appears often to be intermediate, as might be expected. Whether specimens from
30 and 60 fathoms are always, at all seasons, so characterized is not known, and it is
quite probable that there is a migration during the year of all schools of bloaters over
a considerable bathymetric range, so that the fish taken throughout the season at a
definite depth might very conceivably be of several schools.

The bloaters taken from the various ports on the lake agree, in the systematic
characters examined, with one or the other of the two groups compared above, so
that there is no evidence so far that there are geographical races in the lake.

Size variations.-Only nine specimens over 200 millimeters in length have been
collected, and therefore the usual size groups can not be compared. It is not likely,
however, that the changes correlated with growth are different for this form than for
other Leucichthys in the lakes.

Specimens 110 millimeters long usually have been found to show maturing sex
organs.

COMPAIUSONS

IIoyi is most like kiyi and young artedi. A discussion of the differences between
hoyi and kiyi is given on page 440.

From the small artedi the bloater is distinguished by its less elongated and more
bloated body shape, fewer gill rakers on the first branchial arch, fewer scales in the
lateral line, and relatively longer head, eye, maxillary, and paired fins. These
characters, excepting the first, are compared below:

Gill rakers on the first branchial arch:
hoyi, (37) 40-43 (47),21 with 2 per cent more than 44.
artedi, (40) 45--50 (53),22 with 89 per cent more than 44.

Lateral-line scales:
hoyi, (63) 68-76 (84), with 12 per cent more than 76.
artedi, (68) 76-86 (98) ,ss with 86 per cent more than 76.

L/H:
hoyi, (3.5) 3.8-4.1 (4.5), with 13 per cent more than 4.1.
artedi, (4) 4.2--4.5 (4.8), with 89 per cent more than 4.1.

21 The figures in this section for IlOyi (except for HIM and IllS, which are given for 58 specimens) are based on an examination
of 007 specimens ranging between 70 and 221 millimeters in length.

" These figures for arted! are given for 308 specimens ranging in length from 125 to 371 millimeters. Figures not so marked are
based on an examination of 135 specimens between the lengths of 125 and 225 millimeters.
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HIE:
hoyi, (3.3) 3.6-3.8 (4.2), with 16 per cent more than 3.8.
artedi, (3.6) 3.8-4 (4.4), with 66 per cent more than 3.8.

HIM: .
hoyi, (2.3) 2.4-2.6 (2.7), with 7 per cent more than 2.6.
artedi, (2.5) 2.7-2.9 (3.2), with 89 per cent more than 2.6.

Pv/P:
hoyi, (1.4) 1.7-1.9 (2.2), with 21 per cent more than 1.9.
artedi, (1.7) 1.9-2.1 (2.3), with 68 per cent more than.1.9.

AviV:
hoyi, (1) 1.2-1.4 (1.7), with 1 per cent more than 1.5.
artedi, (1.3) 1.6-1.7 (1.9), with 84 per cent more than 1.5.

On the average the mandible in hoyi probably is longer than the upper jaw more
often than in artedi, and certainly it is seldom shorter, while in artedi it is frequently
shorter. The state of development of sex organs frequently is a valuable criterion,
also. Specimens of hoyi are found to mature sexually as small as 110 millimeters, while
artedi usually do not mature under 160 millimeters. Hoyi spawns in February or
March and artedi in November, so that the state of maturity of the sex organs also
may be a character. Hoyi, as a rule, is much les3 pigmented, especially on the dorsal
surface.

The distinguishing characters between hoyi and johannce, alpence, zenithicus,
and nigripinnis are, in the main, the same as described for these forms for Lake
Michigan on pages 352, 366, 390, and 419, except that in the case of Huron the differ
ence in size attained by hoyi and these four species is still more marked. Necessary
modifications of the comparisons cited are given below:

Gill rakers on the first branchial arch:
hoyi, (37) 40-43 (47), with 3 per cent more than 44.
johannie, (25) ·27-31 (35).23
alpenie, (31) 33-37 (41),24 with 24 per cent more than 36.
zenithicus, (32) 35-37 (41),26 with 47 pel' cent more than 36.
nigripinnis, (40) 46-50 (52),26 with 83 per cent more than 44.

Lateral-line scales:
hoyi, (63) 68-76 (84), with 12 per cent more than 76.
johannie, (67) 77-86 (91), with 92 pel' cent more than 76.
alpenie, (70) 76-83 (91),24 with 74 per cent more than 76.
zenithicus, (70) 72-81 (88) ,26 with 56 per cent more than 76.
nigripinnis, (72) 77-83 (88), with 81 per cent more than 76.

Pv/P:
hoyi, (1.4) 1.7-1.9 (2.2), with 21 per cent more than 1.9.
johannie, (1.2) 1.5-1.7 (2), with 3 per cent more than 1.9.
alpenie, (1.6) 1.8-2 (2.4), with 41 per cent more than 1.9.
zenithicus, (1.7) 2-2.2 (2.6), with 73 per cent more than 1.9.
niyripinnis, (1.2) 1.4-1.7 (1.9).

" Figures for Johannre, for gill rakers, are given for 441 specimens; for scales Cor 258 specimens. All others are based on an exami.
nation of 92 specimens ranging in length Crom 132 to 199 milllmeters.

II Figures for alpenre, except thoso Cor scales, are based on an examination of 204 specimens between the lengths of 131 and 209
millimeters. Figures Cor scales are g'lven for 323 specimens oC all sizes. .

If Figures Cor zenithicu8, except those Cor scales, are based on an examination of 77 specimens ranging In length Crom 139 to 199
millimeters. Those for scales are givon Cor 144 speelmens oC all sizes.

26 Figures given fer niuripinnis are based on an examination oC 134 specimens ranging In length Crom 208 to 371 millimeters.
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HIE:
hoyi, (3.3) 3.6-3.8 (4.2), with 16 per cent more than 3.8.
johannaJ, (3.6) 4-4.2 (4.5), with 95 per cent more than 3.8.
alpenaJ, (3.6) 3.8-4.1 (4.4), with 78 per cent more than 3.8.
zenithicus, (3.5) 3.7-4.1 (4.3), with 60 per cent more than 3.8.

HIS:
hoyi, (3.5) 3.7-3.8 (4.2), with 78 per cent more than 3.6.
johannaJ, (3.1) 3.3-3.5 (3.6).
alpenaJ, (3.3) 3.4-3.6 (3.9), with 23 per cent more than 3.6
zenithicus, (3.5) 3.7-4.1 (4.3), with 53 per cent more than 3.6.

The ventrals in hoyi average shorter, possibly, than in nigripinnis and longer
than in alpence and zenithicus.

Zenithicus spawns in late September and early October in Lake Huron, instead
of November, as in Lake Michigan. The size at which sex organs begin to mature
is less for hoyi than for any of the chubs, being about 110 millimeters, as compared
with 220 millimeters for nigripinnis, 165 millimeters for johannce, 160 millimeters
for alpence, and 139 millimeters for zenithicus.

GEOGRAPHICAL DISTRIBUTION

Lake Huron proper.-The records in Table 58 (see also fig. 5), with the exception
of Nos. 3D, 34, and 35, are from my own observations and show that the bloater
occurs off Cheboygan and Harbor Beach, Mich., in 30 to 50 fathoms in the 2~ and
172 inch gill nets; off Rogers, Mich., in 35 fathoms in the 2~-inch nets; and off
Alpena, Mich., in 14 to 100 fathoms in the 472, 2~, and 172 inch nets. Off Tober
mory, Ontario, the fishermen also report that bloaters are extremely abundant in
June in the 472-inch nets in 30 fathoms. As physical conditions apparently are no
different in other portions of the lake, it is likely that the bloater occurs throughout
the lake at depths of 14 to 100 fathoms.

North Ohannel.-According to the statements of three fishermen, the bloater is
taken in the North Channel off Gore Bay Light in 20 to 25 fathoms. There is still
deeper water off Meldrum Bay, in which the bloater probably also is found.

Georgian Bay.-On December 3, 1919, a 172-inch net lifted from 15 fathoms in
Colpoy Bay (record 41) had a few bloaters. This is the only record for bloaters in
less than 50 fathoms for the bay, though in more than 50 fathoms they are taken in
the chub nets as in Lake Huron. There is then no reason to suppose that the bloater
does not occur thoughout the bay, as there are wide areas that are covered by about
30 fathoms of water.

BATHYMETRIC DISTRIBUTION

The bloater has no commercial value, and though large numbers often become
entangled by the jaws in the chub nets and in the trout and whitefish nets, they are
never brought to market. However, nets are set for them in American waters by the
hook fishermen, who use them as bait for the trout hooks. These nets are of 172-inch
mesh and are set at about 30 fathoms throughout the fishing season, which for the
hook fishermen embraces virtually the entire calendltr year with the exception of the
closed season for trout.

1. Data from the 172-inch bait nets.-On Lake Huron there were two ports
from which such nets were operated in 1917-Alpena and Harbor Beach, Mich.
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Records 8,22,32, and 33 were made from these nets in 1917 and 1919. I also lifted
a l~-inch net set at other depths on three occasions with the chub gangs-off Ohe
boygan, Mich., on October 15, 1919, on the spawning grounds of zenithicus in 35
to 50 fathoms (record 4); off Alpena on September 13, 1919, in 60 fathoms (record 21);
and in Oolpoy Bay on December 3, 1919, in 15 fathoms on the spawning grounds
of alpence (record 41). Bloaters were taken in all sets.

2. The 2~ to 3 inch chub nets.-Bloaters were taken in the chub nets in Lake
Huron in 35 to 50 fathoms from off Oheboygan on July 21, September 29, and October
1, 1917 (records 1, 2, and 3); from off Rogers, Mich., in 35 fathoms on October 14,
1917 (record 5); from off Alpena in 60 to 100 fathoms on August 13 and September
12, 14, 18, 19,20, and 21, 1917, and September 13 and 18, 1919, June 30 and July
2, 5, and 7, 1923 (records 6, 10, 11, 14-18,21, and 24-28); from off Harbor Beach,
Mich., in 50 fathoms on October 27,1917 (record 31); and in Georgian Bay in 52 to
70 fathoms off Lions Head on July 30 and October 6, 1919 (records 36 and 37), off
Wiarton on July 28 and 30, 1919, and in 10 to 25 fathoms on November 28, 1919
(records 38, 39, and 40).

3. The 4-~-inch trout and whitefish nets.-The records for the 4~-inch nets
made from boats fishing off Alpena, Mich., show bloaters at depths of 15 to 24
fathoms in 1917 on September 7, 12, 14, 17, 22, and 26; in 20 to 30 fathoms on
September 16, 1919; and in 14 to 20 fathoms in 1923 on July 10 (records 7, 9,
12, 13, 19, 20, 23, and 29). They are also reported from off Alpena, Mich., in 24
to 30 fathoms in the 4~-inch nets in November (record 30); from off Tobermory,
Ontario, in 30 fathoms in June (record 34); and from off Gore Bay Light in the North
Channel in August in 20 to 25 fathoms (record 35).

4. Seines.-The University of Michigan collection contains two small speci
mens that were seined in the spring of 1926 off Poit Huron, Mich., with Notropis
atherinoides.

These data thus show that bloaters become ensnarled in the chub and trout
nets in water as shallow as these nets usually are set, namely, 14 fathoms, and in
the chub nets as deep as these usually are set (100 fathoms), and that they also may
occur in seine hauls made on the beaches. The species probably occurs in depths
of more than 100 fathoms.

RELATIVE ABUNDANCE

The hook fishermen have found that at only about 30 fathoms can bloaters be
taken in numbers sufficient for their purposes. John Hollander, a hook fisherman
at Harbor Beach, tells me that from August 1 until the middle of October, when
the bait nets are pulled in, bait is scarce anywhere. It is particularly rare during
the first half of this period. He says he is unable to find the fish by moving the
nets into deeper water or into shallower water. When the nets are put back on
November 1 the bloaters are abundant until March. Then for a month they are
scarce. There is no explanation for this scarcity except by assuming that the fish
are swimming off the bottom, or that they have migrated to distant grounds, or
that for some reason they avoid the netting.

I have stated already that bloaters are caught only by accident in the nets of
mesh coarser than 1~ inches, but that, nevertheless, great numbers are often caught
in the 2~ and 4~ inch nets. I have pointed out before that nothing is known

94995-29-12
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about the conditions under which small fish become ensnarled in such netting,
and therefore the number of bloaters taken by nets too large to gill them may be
no accurate gauge of their abundance. The same, however, may be said of nets
in which they could gill, and for the present it seems worth while to record the rela
tive abundance of the fish captured accidentally, particularly when the results are
fairly constant and are supported by data obtained from the 172-inch nets, which
must be considered as a more effective apparatus of capture and therefore likely
to yield more reliable evidence of abundance.

Only on ono occasion did I soe bloaters numerous in the large-meshed nets,
namely, on October 14, 1917, off Rogers, at the 35-fathom end of a 2;!i-inch chub
gang (record 5). Only occasional specimens occurred in nets at that depth off
Cheboygan on July 21, September 29, and October 1, 1917 (records 1, 2, and 3),
and conditions obviously were unsuitable for their capture. However, the fishermen
report bloaters in such numbers in their trout nets as to be a nuisance. Off Tober
mory in ,June in 30 fathoms and ofT Alpena in November in 24 to 30 fathoms (records
30 and 34) the bloaters are said to be so abundant in the 472-inch nets that it requires
several hours to clear the nets of them. The fishermen then often turn the steam
hose on the nets to cook the fish and afterwards remove them by shaking the nets.

At other situations bloaters have not been seen or reported to be caught abun
dantly in large-meshed nets. Only few or occasional specimens were taken in the
lifts of the 2;!i to 3 inch chub nets from 60 to 100 fathoms made in Lake Huron off
Alpena, Mich., on August 13 and September 12,14,18,19,20, and 21,1917, September
13 and 18, 1919, and June 30, and July 2, 5, and 7, 1923 (records 6, 10, 11, 14-18,
21, and 24-28); from 50 fathoms off Harbor Beach, Mich., on October 27, 1917
(record 31); and in Georgian Bay in 52 to 70 fathoms off Lions Head on July 30 and
October 6, 1919 (records 36 and 37), off Wiarton on July 28 and 30, 1919, and in
10 to 25 fathoms on November 28,1919 (records 38,39, and 40). It is not known that
bloaters ever are absent entirely from such lifts, though it is conceivable that they
might be. In August, at 20 to 25 fathoms, they are said to be common in the 4~
inch nets off Gore Bay in the North Ohannel (record 35). During September,
1917, off Alpena, bloaters were brought in not infrequently from the 472-inch gangs
in 15 to 24 fathoms. The total number of fish taken from these gangs on these dlttes
was not great, but the relative number of the species taken by them at various depths
is significant. For example, at 24 fathoms (record 12) 52 specimens were taken; at
16 to 20 fathoms (record 7) 19 specimens; at 17 fathonls (records 19 and 20) 20 and
3 specimens; at 15 to 17 fathoms (record 9) 4 specimens; and at 15 fathoms (record
13) 2 specimens. An unknown number of specimens was caught in the 472-inch
nets off Alpena on September 16, 1919, in 20 to 30 fathoms, and on July 10, 1923,
in 14 to 20 fathoms (records 23 and 29). The data in this paragraph reooive addi
tional significance when the captures of the special 172-inch nets referred to on page
463 are considered. The set made off Cheboygan in 35 fathoms captured bloaters
abundantly. Off Presque Isle Light, Mich., in 60 fathoms, only 112 specimens were
taken, which under the conditions of the set indicates few fish in that area; and in
Georgian Bay off Wiarton, in 15 fathoms, only 25 fish were gilled, likewise indicat
ing a rarity of the species. The results in the last-named case may have been influ
enced by the presence of alpenm, which had been spawning on the grounds.
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The data reviewed indicate that the bloater can be captured most abundantly
at depths of about 30 fathoms, though at times it may be relatively uncommon at
that depth. Numerous individuals often become entangled in large-meshed nets
at that depth, and occasional specimens are known from these nets between 10 and
100 fathoms. It appears that the abundance of the species decreases toward the
extremes of the zone of distribution.

BREEDING HABITS'

Not even the hook fishermen know when the fish spawn. The same opinion as
to the spawning season is held for the bloaters as for the chubs, namely, that they
spawn all the year round. However, there is no evidence to support such a belief
except e'hat eggs are found in the fish during most of the season; but these eggs are
not ripe when found. Specimens taken on December 3, 1919, in Colpoy Bay and
on December 9, 1917, at Harbor Beach were not yet ripe. On March 14, 1919, Mr.
Hollander wrote me from Harbor Beach that bloaters were then very scarce. Fish
of this species which he collected for me on :March 15 were spent females and pearled
males. As the males are not found with pearls later in the year, it is certain that
these fish had been on the spawning grounds a short time previous to March 15
(probably in February), and that for this reason they are scarce in March in the
bait nets at 30 fathoms. At what depth and on what bottom they spawn is not
known.

FOOD

Doctor Hubbs has examined the contents of 26 stomachs of specimens taken off
Alpena, Mich., in September, 1917 and 1919, in 30 fathoms or less, and of 36 speci
mens from 60 fathoms and deeper, of 42 stomachs from specimens taken off Che
boygan, Mich., on October 15, 1919, find 1 taken in Georgian Bay on July 30,
1919.

The shallow-water specimens from Alpena had eaten from 60 to 98 per cent
Pontoporeia. Almost all stomachs contained Pisidium more or less abundantly,
and also wood and seed fragments. Sand, cinders, adult-insect remains, and Mysis
were found occasionally. Stomachs of the deep-water fish from Alpena showed that
Mysis constituted almost the sole food. Six stomachs had Pontoporeia and nine
fragments of wood. Pisidium, insect larvre, sand, or pebbles were found in very
small quantities in occasional stomachs. The Georgian Bay fish (also from deep
water) had eaten only Mysis.

The Cheboygan specimens from intermediate depths had eaten Mysis more
frequently than Pontoporeia. Some stomachs had predominantly the one, some the
other, but both forms occurred in most, indicating (in view of the rarity of Mysis
and the abundance of Pontoporeia in the stomachs of the Alpena fish from 30 fathoms
or less, and the reversed ratio in the stomachs of those from 60 fathoms or more)
thnt the zones of distribution of the two forms overlap at about 35 fathoms. Pisid
ium and vegetable fragments a.re also frequent articles in the Cheboygan stomachs,
and the casually swallowed items are the same as those given in the previous para
graph. In addition, Leucichthys eggs occurred in 10 of the stomachs, usually in
small numbers, except that they comprised 94 per cent of·the contents of one stomach.
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(These eggs undoubtedly were of zenithicus, as the bloaters were taken on the spawn
ing grounds of this species.) One fish had eaten chiefly wheat, one had found bryo
zoan statoblasts, and one contained a fish scale.

It seems that the bloater will eat whatever occurs in his environment. It is
possible that the species feeds heavily on fish spawn.

Leucichthys hoyi of Lake Superior

The bloater of Lake Superior resembles the Michigan form in shape and general
appearance, but apparently it does not grow so large. The largest individual col-

, lected measures 251 millimeters, but specimens over 200 millimeters were taken
rarely, though nets that would have gilled them were set in many situations in the
lake where their presence might have been expected. (See p. 382.) The sY'ttematic
characters of the two forms that can be expressed numerically are compared below:
Gill rakers on the first branchial arch: HIM:

Michigan, (37) 41-44 (48) .27 Michigan, (2.3) 2.5-2.6 (2.8).
Superior, (37) 41-44 (49).28 Superior, (2.2) 2.3-2.5 (2.7).

Lateral-line scales: Pv/P:
Michigan, (60) 67-77 (84).27 Michigan, (1.3) 1.7-2 (2.5).
Superior, (65) 69-78 (84).28 Superior, (1.4) 1.5-1.8 (2).

L/H: AvIV:
Michigan, (3.6) 4-4.2 (4.5). Michigan, (1) 1.2-1.4 (1.6).
Superior, (3.4) 3.7-4 (4.2). Superior, (0.9) 1.1-1.3 (1.6).

HIE:
Michigan, (3.3) 3.7-4 (4.2).
Superior, (3.2) 3.6-3.8 (4).

These figures indicate that the Superior form has a proportionally larger head
and eye and longer paired fins and maxillary. There are also, on the average,
slightly fewer scale rows around the body at the various points of count.

The color in life is about the same in the two forms except for minor details of
pigmentation. Superior specimens appear, on the average, to be a trifle more
pigmented. The anal fin, especially, is as often with some pigment as it is immaculate.

No individuals were taken during the breeding season, so that nothing is known
about the development of pearl organs. Very probably they are developed as in
others of the Great Lakes Leucichthys and likely are not different from those described
for the typical form.

VARIATIONS

Racial variations.-Most of the specimens were collected from off the Apostle
Islands, and there is no sufficient number of specimens comparable in size taken
from any other locality for comparison. No material is available either. to determine
whether there are any shallow-water and deep-water races occurring out of the same
port. In view of the fact that the transition to deep water is abrupt almost every-

17 These figures for Lake Michigan are based on an examination of 1,161 individuals from 82 to 265 millimeters In length. The
other figures for Lake Michigan are given for 1,024 specimens between the Ilmits of 82 and 190 mlllimeters, except the HIM values,
for which 108 specimens were measured.

28 These figures for Lake Superior are based on an examination of 335 specimens ranging in length from 107 to 251 mlJIimeters.
Figures dealing with proportions, excepting those for HIM (which are based on 61 specimens). are given for 291 specimens from
107 to 100 millimeters in length.
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where in Lake Superior, there would be room for such raciation, but the bloaters seem
to be most common along these banks and seldom are found below them.

Size variations.-In Table 61 five individuals 200 millimeters or longer are
compared extensively with five shorter. Below are given values for certain characters
for 44 specimens over 200 millimeters in length and 291 smaller ones:

L/H: Pv/P:
Large specimens, (3.7) 3.9-4.1 (4.3). Large specimens, (1.4) 1.7-2 (2.2).
Small specimens, (3.4) 3.7-4 (4.2). Small specimens, (1.4) 1.5-1.8 (2).

H/E: Av/V:
Large specimens, (3.7) 3.9-4 (4.3). Large specimens, (1.1) 1.2-1.4 (1.5).
Small specimens, (3.2) 3.6-3.8 (4). Small specimens, (0.9) 1.1-1.3 (1.6).

It appears, as is usual, that the head, eye, and paired fins become proportionally
shorter with growth.

Individuals over 130 millimeters in length usually have been found to be sexually
mature.

COMPARISONS 29

The characters that separate hoyi from 7eiyi (to which it most nearly approaches)
are given on page 443. A discussion of the differences between hoyi and zenithicus is
given on page 381, between hoyi and reighardi on page 411, and between hoyi and
nigripinnis on pa.ge 427.

From artedi, hoyi is distinguished chiefly by the fewer gill rakers on the first
branchial arch, fewer lateral-line scales, larger head and eye, longer paired fins and
maxillary, and by the mandible, which in hoyi is hooked and usually longer than
the upper jaw, while in artedi it is seldom hooked and usually equal or shorter. The
aforementioned characters, which can be expressed numerically, are compared
below:
Gill rakers on the first branchial arch:

hoyi, (37) 41-44 (49), with 10 per cent more than 44.
artedi, (38) 45-48 (53), with 87 per cent more than 44.

Lateral-line scales:
hoyi, (65) 69-78 (84), with 7 per cent more than 78.
artedi, (72) 84-93 (105), with 92 per cent more than 78.

L/H:
hoyi, (3.4) 3.7-4 (4.3), with 11 per cent more than 4.
artedi, (4) 4.2-4.6 (4.8), with 97 per cent more than 4.

H/E:
hoyi, (3.2) 3.6-3.8 (4.3), with 18 per cent more than 3.8.
artedi, (3.4) 4-4.2 (4.5), with 84 per cent more than 3.8.

H/M:
• hoyi, (2.2) 2.3-2.5 (2.7), with 6 per cent more than 2.5.

artedi, (2.5) 2.7-3 (3.2), with 99 per cent more than 2.5.
Pv/P:

hoyi, (1.4) 1.5-1.8 (2.2), wit~ 11 per cent more than 1.8.
artedi, (1.6) 1.9-2.2 (2.3), WIth 74 per cent more than 1.8.

Av/V:
hoyi, (0.9) 1.1-1.3 (1.6), with 10 per cent more than 1.3.
artedi, (1.4) 1.5-1.8 (1.9).

II Figures given in this section are based on all eolleeted specimens, except for proportions of ar/edl, which are:based en specl·
mens less than 22/i millimeters long.
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The body shape of hoyi is also less elongated, the flesh is softer, and the color
is likely to be paler. The state of the sex organs also may serve to separate the
smaller individuals, as hoyi matures at about 130 millimeters while few artedi are
mature under 200 millimeters.

GEOGRAPHICAL DISTRIBUTION

All my data on the occurrence of hoyi in Lake Superior are given in Table 60.
They are shown in Figure 3 platted on a map of the lake. The 16 records Were made
chiefly from nets of 2:72 to 4:72 inch mesh, in which individuals were ensnarled acci
dentally; but on two occasions the catches of the l:72-inch bait nets were examined.
There~are sufficient data to warrant the conclusion that the bloater occurs through
ont;Lake Superior and even in the north bays where suitable conditions are found.

BATHYMETRIC DISTRIBUTION

Only by the use of l:72-inch nets can it be ascertained definitely what are the
limits of the bloater's zone of distribution. No lifts of these nets were seen by me
from less than 40 fathoms. Nets of 2:72 to 4:72 inch mesh were lifted on several
occasions from shallower water, and in several such gangs bloaters were caught.
They were not present in two lifts of such nets made in September from 11 and 14
fathoms, but occurred in several lifts set as shallow as 15 to 20 fathoms. From
depths of more than 40 fathoms, where the nets were set on a bank and extended
from shallow water to depths of 90 fathoms, specimens were taken in the 1:72 to 431
inch nets. The only specimens taken in depths of 80 to 90 fathoms, where such
depths did not occur immediately at the foot of a bank, were caught in a lift made
off Bread Rock, Ontario, on October 4, 1921, in 80 to 90 fathoms (record 15).
Five other lifts of gangs of such nets made off Grand Marais and Marquette, Mich.,
Michipicoten Island and Ooppermine Point, Ontario (see Table 24), from depths
of 60 to 100 fathoms, took no bloaters among the small fish accidentally captured.

It is likely, then, that the bloater ranges along the banks down to depths of
90 fathoms but does not wander out into the vast areas that are covered by such
depths. How close to shore it goes is not known, but in summer specimens have
been taken as shallow as 15 fathoms.

RELATIVE ABUNDANCE

In Lakes Michigan and Huron the species appears to prefer depths of about
30 fathoms for the greater portion of the year, but in Lake Superior there are very
restricted areas of shoal water and the descent from shore to the plains (which are
overlaid by depths of 60 to 100 fathoms and more) is abrupt. It is on these banks
that the species has been found most abundantly. Thus, in the 431-inch nets, whic.h
in the 2 or 3 miles of their length extended from depths of 40 to 90 fathoms, speci
mens were occasionally or commonly found entangled, namely, on July 14, 1922,
25 miles north of South Twin Island, Wis.; on July 15,1922,14 to 18 miles NW. by
N. of South Twin Island and 20 miles northwest of Rocky Island, Wis.; and on
September 14, 1921, and July 17, 1922, off Terrace Point, Minn. (records 6,7, 8,
10, and 11). Occasional specimens were taken similarly on August 24, 1921, 21
miles west, and on August 25, 1921,6 mil.es NNW. of Ontonagon, Mich., in 15 to 45
and 20 to 38 fathoms, respectively; on July 17, 1922, 20 mil.es NE. by E. of Duluth,
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Minn., in 30 to 40 fathoms (record 9); in Thunder Bay on September 15, 1923,
inside Thunder Cape in 31 fathoms; on September 17, 1923, inside the Welcome
Islands in 23 fathoms; on September 19, 1923, oft' Sawyer Bay in 49 fathoms; and
on September 29, 1923, oft' Salter Island in 42 fathoms (records 3, 4, 12, 13, 14, and
16). Only one specimen was found in the 27-2 and 2%: inch nets lifted on July 11,
1922, between Cat and South Twin Island in 15 to 20 fathoms (record 5), and two
were taken on October 4, 1921, off Bread Rock in 80 to 90 fathoms (record 15).
N one occurred in the lifts of gangs of 3 to 10 miles of 472-inch nets lifted on October
3, 1917, off Grand Marais, Mich., in 65 fathoms and deeper; on August 5 and 11,
1921, 31 miles N. %: E. and 18 miles NE. by N. ofMarquette, Mich., in 80 to 100
fathoms; on June 26, 1922, off Alona Bay, Ontario, in 60 fathoms, and on June 19,
1922,6 miles northeast of the east end light of Michipicoten Island in 15 to 35 fathoms.
Small stretches of the special 27':2 to 2%: inch nets lifted on several occasions from 11
to 80 fathoms had no fish of this species. The lifts of large-meshed nets, in which
small fish become entangled, of course, can ofIeI' no conclusive data on their abundance
in the vicinity of such nets, as it is not known under what conditions these fish become
entangled in the netting. It is interesting in this connection, however, to point out
that in the gangs mentioned above, lifted oft' Grand Marais, Mich., on October
3, 1917, oft' Marquette, Mich., on August 5 and 11, 1921, and off Alona Bay, Ontario,
June 26, 1922, small 7ciyi and zenithicus were ensnarled; and it is at least probable
that hoyi, had they been present, would have been taken in the same manner. In
the 17-2-inch bait nets lifted on June 14,1922, in Whitefish Bay from 40 to 50 fathoms
(record 1) and on August 8, 1921, 6 miles NE. %: N. of Marquette, Mich., from 42
to 65 fathoms (record 2), tIle species was fairly common. The hook fishermen, how
ever, are not able continuaJly to find enough bait for their hooks at those depths, but
often are forced to set them nearer shore, where they probably take other species
of fish.

Concerning the proportion of other fish that occur in the bait nets nothing is
known. It is very likely, however, that small zenithicus are taken regularly among
the bloaters at depths of 40 to 50 fathoms. Kiyi probably does not come so shallow
often and artedi seldom so deep.

The data thus indicate that the bloater occurs most abundantly along the banks
that border the deep-water plains. Specimens have been taken as shallow as 15 and
as deep as 80 or 90 fathoms, but they are commonest, so far as is known, between
he depths of 35 and 50 fathoms.

BREEDING HABITS

Nothing is known about the breeding habits of the species exeept that the
specimens taken up to October 4, 1921, showed no mature ovaries. Occasional
females that had ova rather larger than those of their companions have been taken
during the summer at several ports, and it might be expected that these individuals
would spawn earlier than the rest. It is not certain, however, that the ova would
ripen prematurely even though their growth was precocious originally. Fishing
operations usually are suspended from early December until spring, so that unless
the fish spawn before December (which they probably do not) the time and place
of their spawning will not be determinable readily.



470 BULLETIN OF THE BUREAU OF FISHERIES

HIM:
Michigan, (2.3) 2.5-2.6 (2.8).
Nipigon, (2.2) 2.3-2.4 (2.5).

Pv/P:
Michigan, (1.3) 1.7-2 (2.5).
Nipigon, (1.2) 1.4-1.7 (1.9).

AviV:
Michigan, (1) 1.2-1.4 (1.6).
Nipigon, (1) 1.1-1.3 (1.5).

Leucichthys hoyi of Lake Nipigon

The bloater of Lake Nipigon has the same general form of body as the Lake
Michigan race, but there are average differences in the proportionltllengths and in
the number of some of the multiple parts. It appears, however, that the species does
not commonly grow so large as in Lake Michigan. In virgin waters only 13 specimens
over 200 millimeters in length were obtained, and the largest specimen measured
only 231 millimeters, whereas in Lake Michigan examples of over 200 millimeters
are very common and the maximum recorded size is 265 millimeters. The most
conspicuous characters of the two forms are compared below:

Gill rakers on the first branchial arch:
Michigan, (37) 41-44 (48) .30

Nipigon, (40) 42-46 (48).31
Lateral-line scales:

Michigan, (60) 67-77 (84) .30

Nipigon, (66) 73-80 (85) .31
L/H:

Michigan, (3.6) 4-4.2 (4.5).
Nipigon, (3.6) 3.8-4 (4.2).

HIE:
Michigan, (3.3) 3.7-4 (4.2).
Nipigon, (3.1) 3.6-3.8 (4).

It appears, thus, that the Nipigon form tends to have a slightly higher average
number of gill rakers on the first branchial arch and of scales in the lateral line, and a
proportionally longer head, eye, maxillary, and paired fins. The number of dorsal
rays also tends to become greater. The usual range is not changed, but there are
more specimens that register in the upper limits. The scale rows around the body
average fewer, the branchiostegals more, the mandible longer, and the height of the
anal fin in proportion to its base length CAe) averages greater; that is, the rays are
longer. For some values for most of these characters, see the detailed comparison of
10 specimens from each lake given in Tables 57 and 63.

The color in life was not recorded but probably is not different from that of the
Michigan form. Alcoholic specimens show, in general, less pigment than the typical
form. The distribution of the pigment on the body is about the same, but the pig
ment dots on the dorsal surface usually are fewer and rather coarser, and the pectoral
and anal fins, as well as the ventrals, are usually immaculate. Even the dorsal and
caudal may be very pale but usually are smoky. The maxillary, which is always
pigmented in the Lake Michigan form, may be immaculate, also, but usually shows
more or less of pigment over its proximal half.

No specimens were seen ready to spawn, so that it is not known to what extent
pearl organs are developed. The nuptial dress probably is no different from that
described for the Lake Michigan form.

ao These figures for Lake Michigan are based on an examination of 1,161 Individuals from 82 to 265 millimeters in length. The
other figures are given for 1,024 specimens less than 200 millimeters long, except the HIM value, for which 108 specimens were
measured.

" These figures for Lake Nipigon are based on an examination of 174 specimens ranging In length from 106 to 231 millimeters.
The other figures, except those for HIM, which are based on 82 specimens, are given for 158 specimens less than 200 mlllimeters long.
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Racial variations.-Not enough specimens have been collected to determine
whether there is more than one race in the lake. There are no indications, however,
from the material obtained from several localities that such races, if they exist, are
marked by conspicuous external features.

Size variations.-Only 13 specimens longer than 200 millimeters were obtained.
Five of these are extensively compared in Table 93 with five under 200 millimeters.
The meager data of this table indicate little, but it is likely that the usual changes of
growth obtain, namely, that large fish tend to have a proportionally smaller head
and eye and shorter paired fins.

Individuals have been found approaching sexual maturity at 134 millimeters,
but some specimens below 157 millimeters show no indications of spawning during
the yeaT. Beyond the last-named limit, all specimens were found to be maturing.

COMPARISONS 32

A discussion of the differences between hoyi and zenithicus, reighardi, and nigri
pinnis is given on pages 386, 408, and 432.

From artedi and nipigon, hoyi is distinguished by its longer mandible, fewer
gill rakers on the first branchial arch, and longer ma:~..illary. Certain of these charac
ters are compared below:
Gill rakers on the first branchial arch:

hoyi, (40) 42-46 (48), with 4 per cent more than 46.
artedi, (41) 46-49 (53), with 74 per cent more than 46.
nipigon, (54) 56-59 (66).

HIM:
hoyi, (2.2) 2.3-2.4 (2.5), with 13 per cent more than 2.4.
artedi, (2.6) 2.7-2.8 (3).
nipigon, 2.5-2.7 (3.1).

Hoyi is also much less pigmented than the others and has a larger head than
artedi. The specimens of nipigon are too large for comparison with those of hoyi
in this character.

GEOGRAPHICAL DISTRIBUTION

All the data for the specimens of the species that I have examined from Lake
Nipigon are given in Table 62 and are shown platted on the map of the lake in Figure
2. They are derived from the various apparatus that has been used on the lake.
The p~aces from which bloaters have been collected are sufficiently scattered over
the lake to justify the conclusion that they occur throughout its extent where suit
able lecological conditions obtain.

DEPTH DISTRIBUTION

The only nets employed by me in Lake Nipigon were the 272 and 2%' inch
gill nets and in these no hoyi were gilled, but such speci.mens as they took became

II Values in the comparison are given for all the collected specimens,
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ensnarled in the netting. Numbers of bloaters are taken in the same manner in the
4}2-inch whitefish nets, and all the specimens" listed in Table 62 probably were caught
in gear of these types. Through the use of these nets alone nothing definite can be
ascertained about the depth range of the species, as the capture of individuals is
accidental; and, moreover, it is very likely that they also took bloaters, when set at
other depths, of which no record was made. The records, however, show no speci
mens in less than 15 fathoms, from which nets were lifted on August 1, 1922, in
Ombabika Bay and on July 29, 1924, in Orient Bay (records 9 and 4). The set
lifted on September 3, 1923, in Humboldt Bay, which took a number of bloaters,
extended from 6 to 35 fathoms and obviously was set on a bank (record 7), but it is
not known that any fish were caught at the shallow end of the gang. The deepest
record is the capture of specimens on July 25, 1924, off Blackwater River in 54
fathoms (record 6). Present data, therefore, indicate that the bloater ranges
between the depths of 15 and 54 fathoms, but these data do not fix the limits of
the zone of distribution.

RELATIVE ABUNDANCE

The only criterion of the abundance of the species is the frequency of the acci
dental captures of specimens in the nets set for other species. On July 26, 1922,
off Macdiarmid in 30 fathoms (record 1) bloaters were common. In another lift
of the same kind and quantity of netting made by me on July 25, 1922, off the source
of the Nipigon River in 10 to 15 fathoms, and in a lift made with half the quantity
of netting on July 28, 1922, 2}2 miles south of Livingston Point in 56 fathoms, no
specimens were taken. No statements of frequency of occurrence accompany the
records in Table 62, and in the absence of more information on this point no con
clusions can be drawn, but it is interesting that the one observation suggests that the
depth preference may be as in Lake Michigan.

BREEDING HABITS

Nothing is known about the time or place of spawning of the species. Speci
mens were taken only between July 25 and October 26. Those on the earliest date
had not spawned recently, and those on the latest were not yet ripe. Two females
had ova in a considerably more advanced state of development than the rest and
apparently were nearly ripe, but the 15 other specimens showed no indications that
they would spawn soon. Occasional females with ova larger than those of the bulk
of the race were found among the specimens collected during the summer, and a
similar condition has been reported for the species in Lake Superior. (See p. 469.)

Leucichthys hoyi of Lake Ontario

The bloater of Lake Ontario is like that of Lake Michigan in respect to general
appearance and to the size commonly attained. The largest example collected
measured 277 millimeters, as compared with 265 millimeters, which is the largest
specimen from Lake Michigan; but as in Lake Michigan, very few fish over 250 milli
meters were collected. The important systematic characters of the two forms are
compared below:
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HIM:
Michigan, (2.3) 2.5-2.6 (2.8),Bl
Ontario, (2.4) 2.5-2.7 (2.8) .38

PvIP:
Michigan, (1.6) 1.8-2.1 (2.3).
Ontario, (1.4) 1.7-2 (2.2).

AviV:
Michigan, (1.1) 1.3-1.5 (1.7).
Ontario, (1.1) 1.3-1.5 (1.6).

Mandible compared with upper jaw:
Michigan, equal 326, longer 726.
Ontario, equal 52, longer 199.

Gill rakers on the first branchial arch:
Michigan, (37) 41-44 (48).33
Ontario, (39) 42-47 (50).34

Lateral-line scales:
Michigan, (60) 67-77 (84) .33
Ontario, (63) 67-76 (82) .34

L/H:
Michigan, (3.9) 4.1-4.3 (4.6).
Ontario, (3.8) 4-4.2 (4.6).

HIE:
Michigan, (3.8) 3.9-4.1 (4.5).
Ontario, (4) 4.1-4,4 (4.7).

HIS:
Michigan, (3.5) 3.6-3.9 (4.1).35
Ontario, (3,4) 3.6-3.8 (4.1) .36

From these data it appears that the Ontario form has, on the average, rather
more gill rakers on the first branchial arch, a proportionally smaller eye, and possibly
a somewhat longer head and pectorals. The mandible seems to project more often
beyond the upper jaw in Ontario specimens. The body of Ontario specimens, on
the whole, is also slightly more elongated and more compressed than in the Michigan
specimens, especially in the larger ones, which in Michigan often become conspicuously
wide. In other matters, as fin rays, scale rows, etc., the two forms are in virtual
agreement.

The color in life is not conspicuously different from that of the Michigan race,
except that pigmentation usually is more extensive and intensive. Alcoholics often
show those areas that are most pigmented in the Michigan form (as the entire dorsal
surface, the preorbi tal area, and mandible tip) conspicuously dark, and pigment
usually extends farther on the sides, even to below the latera.lline. The fins also are
darker, except the ventrals, which remain immaculate. The anal more often shows
pigment dots on its membranes, and the pectorals always show at least some pigment
but usually not more than a lining of black on the dorsal edge.

The males, at least, develop pearl organs in the breeding season. Only one
pearled fish has been collected, and many of the excrescences on it have been removed
by friction, but from those remaining I conclude that the development of the breeding
adornment probably is not different from. that described for the Michigan form.

VAlUATIONS

Racial variations.-No differences are observable between the groups of speci
mens collected from the various parts of the lake, but it is not improbable that, if
sufficient numbers were gathered together, local races might be differentiated. No
material is available, either, to determine whether the depth inhabited affects the
orm of the body and its parts.

13 Figures so marked for Lake Michigan are based on an examination of 1,161 specimens ranging in length from 82 to 265 milli- •
meters. All undcsignated figures are given for 137 Individuals ranging between the lengths of 200 and 265 millimeters.

!4 Figures so marked for Lake Ontario are based on an examination of258 specimens ranging In length from 128 to 277 millimeters.
Undesiguated figures are given for 236 speelmens ranging In length from 200 to 277 millimeters•

.. Seventy-five speelmens.
88 Two hundred and fifteen specimens.
87 One hundred and eight specimens.
II One hundred and thirteen specimens.
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Size variations.-By far the majority of specimens collected have been gilled in
272-inch nets and therefore are longer than 200 millimeters. Five individuals over
200 millimeters in length and five smaller are extensively compared in Table 65.
It appears that the larger specimens tend to have a proportionally smaller head and
eye, more body depth, and possibly shorter paired fins.

The smallest specimen collected measured 128 millimeters and was a female
with maturing ova.

COMPARISONS

Hoyi approaches both 7ciyi and artedi rather closely, but usually may be separated
from artedi by a consideration of several characters. Hoyi has a relatively longer
maxillary, snout, paired fins, mandible, head, and eye, and the body is more com
pressed as a rule and less elongated. The mandible also is frailer in artedi and seldom
shows the symphysial knob of hoyi. The shortness of the mandible alters the shape
of the head, which, seen from the side, is less sharply triangular in artedi. Oharacters
that are of taxonomic use and that can be expressed numerically are given for the
two species below: 39

Gill rakers on the first branchial arch:
hoyi, (39) 42-47 (50), with 4 per cent more than 47.
artedi, (41) 46-50 (54), with 52 per cent more than 47.

Lateral-line scales:
hoyi, (63) 67-76 (82), with 8 per cent more than 76.
artedi, (66) 73-82 (89), with 54 per cent more than 76.

L/H:40
hoyi, (3.8) 4-4.2 (4.6), with 18 per cent more than 4.2.
artedi, (3.7) 4.3-4.7 (4.9), with 89 per cent more than 4.2.

HIE: 40
hoyi, (4) 4.1-4.4 (4.7), with 12 per cent more than 4.4.
artedi, (3.9) 4.1-4.4 (4.9), with 22 per cent more than 4.4.

HIM:
hoyi, 2.5-2.7 (2.9), with 10 per cent more than 2.7.
artedi, (2.5) 2.7-2.9 (3.3), with 60 per cent more than 2.7.

HIS: .
hoyi, (3.4) 3.6-3.8 (4), with 16 per cent more than 3.8.
artedi, (3.4) 3.7-4 (4.5), with 47 per cent more than 3.8.

Pv/P:
hoyi, (1.4) L7-2 (2.2), with 8 per cent more than 2.
artedi, (1.7) 1.9-2.1 (2.5), with 38 per cent more than 2.

AviV:
hoyi, (1.1) 1.3-1.5 (1.6), with 7 per cent more than 1.5.
artedi, (1.3) 1.5-1.8 (2), with 72 per cent more than 1.5.

Mandible compared with upper jaw:
hoyi, shorter 5 eqUlil 47 longer 199 or 79 per cent longer.
artedi, shorter 130 equal 121 longer 77 or 23 per cent longer.

A discussion of the differences between hoyi and 7ciyi is given on page 446 and
.between hoyi~and reighardi on page 414. In view of the fact that only one specimen
of the Ontario representative of Leucichthys nigripinnis is preserved, it is not possible

aD Figures Cor counts are given Cor all collected specimens. Proportions are given Cor specimens 225 millimeters or more In length
In the case oC ar/edi and Cor hovi for those 200 millimeters or longer.

40 These proportions are those most affected by growth, and as the ar/edi average considerably larger, the figures have no other
value than to indicate that in general arted! has a somewhat smaller head and eye.
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to state what distinctive features the race possessed; It is certain, however, that in
point of absolute size attained it far exceeded hoyi, and the shape of the body, to
judge from the specimen and from representatives of the species in other lakes,
is more ovate in side view in nigripinnis prognathus and elliptical in hoyi.

GEOGRAPHICAL DISTRIBUTION

All my data on the occurrence of hoyi in La,ke Ontario are given in Table 64
,and are shown platted on a chart of that lake in Figure 7. For the most part they
are gathered from the use of 2~ and 2~ inch gill nets set by me from the various
ports on the lake, but some observations on the species also have been made from
:3-inch herring nets and 4~-inch whitefish nets lifted from these ports. As specimens
were found in the experimental nets out of every port from which they were set, and
as the ports visited are widely scattered along the lake's shores, it is safe to conclude
that hoyi occurs throughout the lake where suitable ecologicl\l conditions obtain.

BATHYMETRIC DISTRIBUTION

It has previously been stated that the only sources of data on the occurrence or
·distribution of any of the deep-water Leucichthys were the experimental nets referred
to in the preceding paragraph. These nets were set for the most part only at such
depths at which two or more species might be expected to occur, and no efforts were
made to determine the depth range of any form. The records show small individuals
ensnarled in the 4~-inch whitefish nets off Bronte, Ontario, in 16 fathoms on June
30, 1921 (record 3), and gilled specimens in the 2~-inch nets off Wilson, N. Y.,
in 20 fathoms on July 21, 1921 (record 18). These are the shallowest sets in which
any Leucichthys were observed by me in Lake Ontario. The deepest water explored
by me was 70 to 75 fathoms, from which nets were lifted off Oswego, N. Y., on Sep
tember 4, 1923 (record 10) and some hoyi were present in the catch of these nets.
Records 7,11,13, and 17 show them to have occurred in nets lifted from depths of 60
to 65 fathoms out of Sandy Pond, Sodus Point, Charlotte, and Wilson, N. Y. It
may be said, then, that the species ranges between 16 and 75 fathoms, but the figures
.do not set the limits of the zone of distribution.

RELATIVE ABUNDANCE

From many of the experimental sets made during the summers of 1921 and
1923 but few fish were taken, due, no doubt, in part, at least, to want of experience
with conditions out of the various ports rather than to their actual rarity in the
neighboring waters; but from most of those lifts that could be considered profitable
from the fisherman's point of view the relative.abundance of the species has been
tabulated. On June 25, 1921, and on July 16, 1921, 5 miles north of Wilson, N. Y.,
in 50 fathoms, and on July 19, 1921, 6~ miles N. by W. ~ W. in 65 fathoms (records
15, 16, and 17), bloaters constituted 60, 90, and 25 per cent, respectively, of the
catch. On July 4, 1921,7 miles north of Braddock Point Light in 65 fathoms (record
13), 66 per cent of the fish taken were bloaters; and on July 12, 1921, 8~ miles
NNW. of Sodus Point, N. Y., in 60 fathoms (record 11), they comprised 75 per
cent of the lift. The species was not uncommon in lifts made on June 10 and 16,
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1921,20 miles S. by W. of Presque Isle Light, Ontario, in 40 to 50 fathoms (records
4 and 5), but the percentage was not ascertained. Few specimens were taken on
November 23, 1917, off Winona, Ontario (record 1); on June 29, 1921, 13 miles
E. >11 S. of Bronte, Ontario, in 40 to 50 fathoms (record 2); on June 23, 1921, and
July 21, 1921,3 miles north and 2 miles north of Wilson, N. Y., in 30 and 20 fathoms,-
respectively (records 14 and 18); on September 4, 1923, 8>11 miles W. by N. >11 N.
of Oswego, N. Y., in 70 to 75 fathoms (record 10); and on August 30, 1923, 14 miles
west of Sandy Pond, N. Y., in 60 fathoms (record 7). The scarcity of fish in the
3-inch nets lifted on July 13,1921, off Sodus Point, N. Y. (record 12); on September
I, 1923, off Nine-Mile Point, N. Y., in 30 fathoms (record 9); on July 11, 1921,
5 miles NNW. of Nine-Mile Point, N. Y., in 25 to 35 fathoms (record 8); and on
August 24, 1923, 9 miles west of Sandy Pond, N. Y., in 25 to 28 fathoms (record 6),
shows nothing conclusive about the abundance of the species, as the mesh of such
nets is too large to take the species. Similarly, the rarity or absence of specimens
from the 4>11 and 4~ inch whitefish nets is of no interest in this connection because
the fish could only have become entangled accidentally in such netting.

Thus, the few observations on record show that the bloaters, though occurring
between the depths of 16 and 75 fathoms, are most abundant, at least in summer,
between the depths of 50 and 65 fathoms.

BREEDING HABITS

Except for a single example found among the spawning herring collected off
Winona, Ontario, on November 23, 1917 (record 1), and one received from J. R.
Dymond, of the University of Toronto, taken off Port Credit, Ontario, on March
28, 1926, no specimens of the species were seen between the dates of September
4 and June 10. None of the individuals collected as late as September showed any
approach to sexual ripeness, and the fish collected in early June clearly had not
spawned recently. The specimen taken on November 23, 1917, was a male with
pearl organs and was therefore ready or nearly ready to spawn. The one taken
on March 28, 1926, was a spent female. The spawning season, then, probably falls
sometime between these dates.

LEUCICHTHYS ARTEDI LeSueur

THE BLUEBACK. THE CISCO. THE HERRING. (FIGS. 24, 25, AND 26)

Coregonus artedi LeSueur, 1818, pp. 231-232, "Lake Erie, and at Lewiston, upper Canada."
Argyrosomus artedi Evermann and Smith, 1896, pp. 305-309, pI. 21, Great Lakes.
Leucichthys artedi Jordan and Evermann, 1911, pp. 17-19, figs. 8 and 9, Lakes Huron, Erie, and

Ontario; Dymond, 1926, p. 63, PI. IV, Lake Nipigon.
Coregonus albus LeSueur, 1818, p. 232, L¥e Erie (not of other authors).
Salrno (Coregonus) harengus Richardson, 1836, III, pp. 210-212, pI. 90, fig. 2, Georgian Bay.
Leucichthys harengus Jordan and Evermann, 1911, PP. 6-8, figs. 2 and 3, bays of Lakes Huron amI

Michigan.
Leucichthys harengus arcturus Jordan and Evermann, 1911, pp. 7-8, fig. 4, Lake Superior.
Coregonus clupeiformis De Kay, 1842, p. 248, PI. LX, fig. 198, Lake Ontario; Agassiz, 1850, pp

339-342, Lake Superior. (Not of MitchilI.)
Argyrosornus cisco Jordan, 1875a, pp. 135-138, Lake Tippecanoe, Ind.
Leucichthys cisco Jordan and Evermann, 1911, pp. 10-12, fig. 5, lakes of northern Indiana and south

ern Wisconsin.



BULL. U. S. B. F., 1928. (Doc. 1048.)

1'IG. 24.-Leuciclltllys arledi arlcdi Le Sueur, the herring. Specimen, 244 millimeters long, taken in Lake Huron in Saginaw Bay
in 4 fatboms on October 25, IOU

FIG. 25.-Leucichth1l8 arte(li (llbus La SUCllI' l Lho Erie cisco. Mn!o, 233 millimeters long, taken in Lake Eric 00' Sondusky, Ohio,
on Novomber 20,1020

1'10. 20.-LrllciclllIlY8 ar/rdj 1IIorlifau7i71ILS Jordan and Evermann. Male, 250 millimete,'s long, taken in the North Channel of Lake
lJmon ofT Cutler, Ontario, 011 November 11, IOli



GREAT LAKES COREGONIDS 477

Leucichthys cisco huronius Jordan and Evermann, 1911, pp. 12-13, fig. 6, PI. II, Lakes Michigan,
Huron, and Erie.

Argyrosomus tullibee Evermann and Smith, 1896, pp. 320-322, pI. 28, Lake of the Woods (possibly
also Salmo (Coregonus) tullibee of Richardson, 1836).

Leucichthys tullibee Jordan and Evermann, 1911, pp. 32-34, figs. 17 and 18, Winnipeg Basin.
Coregonus tullibee bisselli Bollman, 1889, p. 223, Rawson and Howard Lakes, Mich.
Argyrosomus tullibee bisselli Evermann and Smith, 1896, p. 322, lakes of southern Michigan.
Leucicthys artedi bisselli Jordan and Evermann, 1911, p. 20, fig. 10, lakes of southern Michigan.
Argyrosomus eriensis Jordan and Evermann, 1909, pp. 16-5-167, fig. 1, Lakes Erie and Huron.
Leucichthys eriensis Jordan and Evermann, 1911, pp. 20-22, fig. 11, Lakes Erie and Huron.
Argyrosomus huronius Jordan and Evermann, 1909, pp. 167-169, fig. 2, Lakes Erie and Huron.
Leucichthys manitoulinus Jordan and Evermann, H111, pp. 31-32, fig. 16, North Channel of Lake

Huron. _
Leucichthys ontariensis Jordan and Evermann, 1911, pp. 13-14, fig. 7, Lake Ontario.
Leucichthys supernas Jordan and Evermann, 1911, pp. 22-23, fig. 12, Lake Superior.
Leucichthys macropterus Bean, 1916, pp. 25-26, Lake Erie.

The type specimen is not extant. The species was described as Coregonu8
artedi, the herring salmon, from "Lake Erie and Lewiston, upper Canada," by
LeSueur in the May, 1818, number of the Journal of the Academy of Natural Sciences
of Philadelphia. A second species was described by I"eSueur in the same publica
tion under the name Coregonu8 albus, "Lake Erie whitefish," but this form was
distinguished from artedi in no other characters than in being less fusiform, deeper
bodied, in having the back elevated from the nape to the dorsal fin, and" the pro
portions much stronger in body, fins, and scales"; and though a figure was given
of what may be taken for a herring, apparently drawn from memory, there is nothing
about this figure to indicate that LeSueur had the true whitefish in mind. No
specimens on which were based the descriptions of either species are known to exist,
and the practice of ichthyologists has been to attach the name artedi to the Lake
Erie herring and to call the Lake Erie whitefish albus. This procedure does not
take into consideration the fact that Lewiston is on the Niagara River below the
falls and that any herring taken from that vicinity probably would not be the com
mon Lake Erie type, and lets the fact that LeSueur called his albus the "whitefish"
outweigh the considerations of his having failed to point out in his description or
to indicate in his drawing the striking difference in the position of the mouth of
the whitefish as compared with that of the herring. If, on the other hand, we as
sume that LeSueur got a Lalm Ontario herring at Lewiston and then a herring from
Lake Erie (\vhich, by the way, was obtained much more easily in the early days
than the whitefish), his descriptions are applicable, especially if by "stronger pro
portions" (by which he distinguishes albus from artedi) he meant greater depth of
body, longer fins, and larger scales. According to this view, then, the Lake Ontario
shallow-water herring, which also occurs sparingly in Lake Erie, is the type race of
artedi, and the name albus may be used for the common Lake Erie race and for the
deep-water race that is known to exist in the western waters of Lake Ontario and
elsewhere.

The lake herring is the most widely distributed and the most variable species of
Leucichthys in the Great Lakes Basin. The range of variations lies between the
slim terete herring of Lake Superior (an extreme of the artedi type) and the deep,
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compressed herring of Erie, the albus type, or the still more extreme tullibee 41 of
the western Canadian lakes represented by the dark-colored manitoulinus in the
North Channel of Lake Huron. While a school in a given locality usually presents
a uniform appearance, specimens that show an approach to the extremes often may
be found in it.

In all the Great Lakes and Lake Nipigon and in many of the deeper inland
glacial lakes of the basin the species Leucichthys artedi occurs, and it is represented
by races that resemble more or less closely one of these types. This variability in
external appearance has confused systematists, and in the absence of information
on their natural history many of these races have been described as distinct species.
In the latest revision of the coregonids of the Great Lakes, Jordan and Evermann
(1911) accredit seven such species and one subspecies to the Great Lakes. They
are listed here under the synonomy of L. artedi, and the reasons therefor are given
under the various systematic accounts of that species. Two subspecies of artedi
are recognized-albus, typically of Lake Erie but occurring also in Lakes Superior and
Ontario, and manitoulinus of the North Channel of Lake Huron. Typical artedi
are found in all the lakes.

Leucichthys artedi artedi and artedi albus of Lake Erie

The lake herring, while probably the most important commercial species in
Lake Erie, does not attain great size as a rule. The specimens taken in the 3-inch
gill netting, which is legal now everywhere and is employed most generally in their
capture, do not average a pound in weight regularly. However, specimens weighing
172 pounds are not rare, expecially in the western sector, and individuals weighing
.5 or 6 pounds have been reported. ,The shape of the body is usually decidedly fusi
form, elongate, and subterete in specimens of little depth and shortened and more
or less compressed in deeper individuals. In side view the shape usually is decidedly
elliptical. The dorsal profile in that case rises gradually and evenly from the tip
of the premaxillaries to the insertion of the dorsal and curves gently from the dorsal
to the caudal peduncle. The ventral profile is like the dorsal, except that from the
tip of the mandible to the ventrals and from the ventrals to the caudal peduncle
the lines are more curved than the opposite dorsal lines. Often in the case of speci
mens from the western waters over 1 pound in weight, and sometimes in the case of
deep specimens not more than 72 pound in weight, there is a sudden rise from the
occiput for one-fourth to one-third the distance to the dorsal insertion, so that
there is more or less of a hump in the occipital region of such individuals. In the
western sector the herring apparently grow larger (superficial examination of the
scales indicates that they also grow faster than those in the deeper waters of the
Mst), and jumbos (large individuals) are much more frequent than elsewhere in the
lake. Jordan and Evermann (1909), influenced by these characters, recognized
this form as a distinct species under the name eriensis.

Rate of growth and body shape have been found to be so variable in the case
()f the lake herring, and as this form differs in no way from other herrings in habit,

II Probably Salmo (Coregonu8) tullibee of Richardson (1836), though It can not be stated so positively untll material Is known
for the type locality. Untll this Is available, the name may stand for the tullibee of Lake of the Woods and LakeWlnnlpeg, which
I consider members of the Leucichth1l8 artedi species group.
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and as all, including the long, slender, blue-backed type (the cisco huroniu8 of Jordan
and Evermann), may be taken in the same spawning school, the various types can
not be considered more than races. The satisfactory differentiation of these races
still remains to be made. The depth of the body is very variable and ranges between
the limits of (2.8) 3.3-3.7 (4.8),42 the figures being highest in the "blueback" or
typical artedi. The .width of the body also is variable. In the albus form it comprises
about 49 or 50 per cent of the depth but in typical artedi may be more than 60 per
cent. The head is more or less compressed, broadly triangular in side view, and is
contained (4.1) 4.3-4.7 (5.2) times in the total length. Its dorsal profile is more or
less convex. The premaxillaries are always pigmented and· are very short, scarely
longer than wide; they usually make an angle of 45° to 55° with the horizontal
axis of the head. The snout is obtuse in side view, short, sometimes equal to or
shorter than the eye, never much longer, and is contained (3.6) 3.8-4 (4.5) times
in the head length. The eye is relatively small, is usually situated in the second
quarter of the head length (though often in the smallest. specimens encroaching
on the third), and is contained (3.8) 4.2-4.5 (4.9) times in the head length. The
maxillary is always pigmented except on its distal end, is short, and is contained
(2.5) 2.7-2.9 (3.3) times in the head. The mandible is also always pigmented, is
rather weak, and is usually equal to or shorter than the upper jaw, though often
somewhat longer. The gill rakers on the first branchial arch number (15) 16-18
(20) + (26) 28-31 (33) = (41) 44-48 (53).43 The scales in the lateral line number
(64) 71-81 (89),44 their number directly influencing the size of the body scales.
Scale rows 45 around the body just in front of the dorsal and ventrals number (38)
40-42 (46), just in front of the adipose and anus (31) 32-34 (36), around the caudal
peduncle at its commencement (23) 24-25 (27). The paired fins are short. The
pectorals are contained (1.6) 1.9-2.1 (2.5) times in the distance from their insertion
to that of the ventrals, and the ventrals are contained (1.4) 1.6-1.8 (2.1) times in
the distance from their insertion to that of the anal. There are (8) 9-11 45 dorsal rays,
10-12 (13)45 anal rays, (10) 11 (12)45 ventral rays, and (14) 15-16 (18)45 pectoral rays.

The general appearance in life is silvery, with a faint pinkish to purplish irides
cence on the sides. The underlying color on the back is blue green to pea green of
moderato intensity, except in the case of the "blueback," which is usually deep
blue green. This color extends on the sides about halfway to the lateral line and
then pales gradually to the colorless belly, becoming more bluish below the lateral
line. The cranial and preorbital patches are present and vary in color like the back.
The effect of the general color is deepened by the uniform but inconspicuous fine

. pigmentation, which covers the back to about halfway to the lateral line. On the
sides the pigment grows less and disappears entirely below the lateral line about
halfway to the belly. The pigment dots on the cranium, in the preorbital area, and
on the maxillary are abundant but so fine as to cloud only slightly the whiteness of
the cartilage; but in the prenarial region, on the premaxillaries, and on the mandible

U These and other tlgures, unless otherwIse desIgnated, are based on an examInatIon 01103 specimens ronglng In length from
225 to 402 millimeters. Values for both forms are gro\lped togetber as many specimens occur that are Intermediate. The higher
"alues for LID, Pv/P, AvIV, L/ll, Ilnd for scales and scale rows Ilre from typIcal arted;.

41 Three hundred and thIrteen specimens.
U Seven hundred Ilnd fifty specimens.
.. Forty specimens.
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they are more concentrated and give a darker hue to these areas. The cheeks and
iris are silvery, with faint iridescence. The dorsal and caudal fins are sprinlded with
pigment and the distal ends are darker, but not conspicuously so, except sometimes
on the shortest rays of the caudal. The abdominal fins are whitish transparent
without conspicuous pigmentation, though the anal and pectorals often have a
sprinkling of pigment.

All color fades in alcohol and leaves the details of pigmentation more obvious.
The dorsal and caudal show a more conspicuous dark band on their tip, and the
back of the "blueback" remains decidedly darker.

Pearl organs are present to some extent on all males in the breeding season and
probably on all females. They are developed best in the males and are indicated
only faintly in females. Their development is not different in general from that
described for the chub (p. 350), except that the irregular pearls on each scale in the
predorsal and preventral areas possibly may be more numerous in this form.

VARIATIONS

Racial variations.-In Lake Erie, Jordan and Evermann (1911) found three
species of lake herring, which were named by them Leucichthys cisco huronius, L.
artedi, and L. eriensis. In addition, Bean (1916) described a form L. macropterus
from a single specimen obtained at Erie, Pa. No other individuals like it have been
collected and none have been seen by any of the numerous fishermen interviewed
by me on Lake Erie, so that it may be assumed that Bean had a monstrosity. Clemens
(1922), in following Jordan and Evermann, distinguished the three species reported
by them for the lake and two others, L. harengus and L. prognathus. The form
karengus is distinguished very unsatisfactorily from cisco huronius by Jordan and
Evermann themselves, and L. prognathus is a deep-water form that is taken seldom
in any of the other Great Lakes in less than 60 fathoms and therefore is not likely
to be found inhabiting Erie, with a maximum recorded depth of about 30. Doctor
Clemens, however, expresses his uncertainty about the applicability of the names
harengus and prognathus to his forms, and the consideration of them as belonging
to Erie may be dismissed for the time being.

The fishermen of Lake Erie find no differences in the Leucichthys of the lake
except that those of the eastern end, where the water is deepest and where the popu
lation is densest, average smaller and those on the shallow western flat, where herring
are few, more often attain exceptional size (1 pound or more). All are considered
herring and, so far as the fishermen know, all spawn together. From an examina
tion of several thousand specimens from the eastern end of the lake taken out of.
Dunkirk and Barcelona, N. Y., Erie, Pa., and Port Dover, Ontario, and from the
western end of the lake taken out of Sandusky, Ohio, Monroe, Mich., and Merlin,
Erieau, Ridgetown, and Port Stanley, Ontario, it is possible to understand the con
dusions at which the systematists and fishermen have arrived. In Lake Erie there
is a slim terete form, typical artedi (cisco huronius of the writers cited), that is dis
tinguishable from the much more numerous albus form (artedi of the writers cited)
by its shallower, less compressed body, shorter paired fins, smaller adipose fin, more
numerous scales and scale rows, and darker color of the back. Such of these charac
ters as can be expressed numerically are compared for the two forms in Table 67.
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In all respects these slim terete individuals -resemble the shoal herring of Lake
Ontario and the upper lakes, and as they are relatively rare and occur but very
rarely in the eastern part of the lake, it may be that they are immigrants from the
upper waters through the Detroit River, or they may be only rare examples of the
'extreme development possible to the species. Oertainly they spawn along with
the typical Erie form, as spawning specimens of both sexes were found in a catch
'Of spawning herring at Sandusky, Ohio, in November, 1920, and unless there is
Mendelian segregation, their characters would· be unrecognizable in the second
generation.

The other herring at the western end of the lake are but slightly differentiated
from those of the east. The most important difference is the greater average size of
the catch. The gill nets used throughout the lake are of the same mesh, and while
specimens weighing over 1 pound are rare, relatively, in the east, they may at times
at least be common in the west. These fish of greater size-jumbo herring-are the
eriensis of Jordan and Evermann and are found by Olemens to grow more rapidly than
the artedi (of his paper) of the deep water to the east. Except that larger individuals
are sometimes somewhat humped at the nape (see p. 478) and that the mandible is
less often longer than the upper jaw in the western specimens,46 there are no constant
differences. There are indications that the eastern form may have somewhat more
scales in the lateral line and somewhat different proportions, at least as concerns
head, eye, maxillary, paired fins, and depth; but the two groups compared were of
individuals of different average size, and those proportions that appear to be different
are precisely those that are influenced by growth. Experience indicates, furthermore,
that the course of a curve like that which might be platted from the data given for
lateral-line scales may be altered in either direction to the extent in which the two
groups differ from one another by the addition of more data obtained from specimens
from another catch. Both jumbos and other herring are.found in the same spawning
school.

The eriensis of Jordan and Evermann, which is characterized chiefly by its large
size, according to these authors appeared in the catches but a few years before their
discovery of it. For many years before Lake Erie had been fished intensively, and no
species could have escaped discovery, as these writers seem to imply. On the other
hand, the phenomenon of increased size of individuals in a depleted area is not new
and has been demonstrated conspicuously in the case of the Lake Erie herring since.
The herring were depleted first in the west and were produced more abundantly then
toward the east. The jumbos, then, were caught farther to the east, and it is believed
by most of the fishermen on the eastern Oanadian shore that the fish in these localities
have been larger latterly, on the average, than formerly. W. D. Bates, of Ridgetown,
Ontario, says that until about 1898 the herring occurred in his pounds in enormous
schools and were so small and thin that they were of little value. A fish 1 pound in
weight was rare. Now his catch of this species is very light, but individuals frequently
weigh 2 to 3 pounds.

The occurrence of relatively large numbers of individuals with long mandibles
in the deep water of the east end of the lake confused Olemens and caused him to

'6 In eastern specimens the mandible is shorter than the upper jaw In 241 specimens, equal In 256, and louger In 211; figures for
western fish are 42, 35, and 15, respectively.



482 BULLETIN OF THE BUREAU OF FISHERIES

segregate these individuals under the' name prognathus. However, he found the rate
of growth of the long-jawed specimens to be like that of their associates. On October
25, 1920, I examined several hundred specimens from a lift of some thousands of
pounds of herring taken off Port Dover, Ontario (the source of Clemens's specimens),
and found them to be typical albus; so there seems to be no reason to believe that
any other Leucichthys, least of all the deep-water prognathus, occurs in Lake Erie.
The tendency of individuals of a shallow-water species living in deep water to acquire
a longer mandible is illustrated by L. hoyi, also. (See p. 460.)

. Size variations.-Only a few specimens are available for a comparison of changes
with growth. In Tables 8 to 11 are shown the relative proportions of large and small
specimens, and in Table 67, 10 specimens under 200 millimeters are compared exten
sivelywith 3 groups of 10 each of specimens larger than 200 millimeters. Only between
the large and small individuals taken at the eastern end of the lake can comparisons
be drawn satisfactorily, as these presumably are related genetically. In the case of
these the data indicate (as was to be expected) that the head and eye are relatively
larger in the small individuals. The paired fins also appear to be ;longer and the
depth less.

Specimens under 17 centimeters in length have been taken only in the eastern
waters and have been found to be sexually immature. Larger individuals usually
have been mature. In western waters no mature specimens have been seen smaller
than 23 centimeters.

COMPARISONS

Leucichthys artedi and Ooregonus clupeajormis are the only coregonids known
from Lake Erie. The generic distinctions are quite evident, and the species are not
confusable.

GEOGRAPHICAL DISTRIBUTION

Herring occur in schools, and these formerly occurred not only out of every port
on the lake but in almost every situation in it. Almost since the beginning of fishing
operations the herring has been an important factor in the commercial fisheries, and
for many years it has been their mainstay, particularly in the eastern waters. In
the west, on the flat westward from Sandusky, the schools have been so depleted
that herring fishing has been virtually abandoned in this area for 25 years. The
middle grounds (that is, the 100-mile stretch between Point Pelee on the west and
Long Point on the east, which has a maximum depth of 14 fathoms) until about 1920
produced several million pounds of herring annually. Since 1925 the deep hole to
the east of Long Point also has been depleted, and the herring, once present in
supposedly inexhaustible quantities, is commercially near extinction. In Table 66
are given data for the specimens that I have collected.

METHODS OF CAPTURE

Gill nets are used most widely for taking the species. Until recently, nets of
meshes as small as 2%; inches were allowed by some States on the ground that the
herring in the eastern waters were smaller than those elsewhere, but the legal net is
now everywhere of 3-inch mesh. The gill nets are commonly of exceptional depth
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(often as much as 25 feet deep) and in that case are called bull nets. There is a growing
sentiment against' their use, and most of the States already have enacted laws limiting
the depth of gill nets. Whether bull nets or narrower nets are used, it has been the
universal practice for more than 10 years to float them at certain seasons at least.
They are buoyed off the bottom by the use of air cans and may be set in any stratum,
the distance off the bottol~rvaryingwith the ascertained location of the schools of
fish. When the fish are spawning in the fall the nets usually are sunk to the bottom.
Westward of Port Stanley to Point Pelee, on the Canadian shore only, some herring
are produced by pound nets. Some are taken in pound and crib nets elsewhere on
the lake, but the quantit3T is relatively small.

It appears, thus, that originally herring were so numerous .that they occupied
every situation in the lake and could be captured at any season. The pound nets
took them on shore often throughout the season but usually most abundantly during
June and July. In the last decades they have been obtainable in gill nets in certain
sections of the lake in the spring, but the best fishing outside the spawning run was
to be had by floating the nets in the summer. ill the fall when the fish collected to
spawn they were taken more or less abundantly over most of the lake, especially the
eastern half.

SEASONAL MOVEMENTS

Originally herring were so abundant that in parts of the lake, at least, they could
be taken in commercial quantities at any time of the year by nets set on the bottom.
In later years the schools became decimated, some of them even exterminated, and
the fish could be captured only on the bottom at certain seasons and out of certain
ports. The time finally came when the supply of the fish on the bottom became so
uncertain as to make necessary the floating of nets off the bottom in order to supply
the demand. Out of the practice of floating developed the bull net, a net four or five
times deeper than the gill net formerly in use. This apparatus was floated also, and
on account of the shallowness of the lake and the immensity of the netting employed
the remaining schools were subject to capture virtually at the pleasure of the producers.

Data from the pound nets.-At present very few herring are taken in pounds
anywhere on the lake. Occasionally a producer may make a total catch of a few
thousand pounds in these nets, usually in June or November, but the species is no
longer counted on as a mainstay of these fisheries. The testimony of the pound
netters of the north shore indicates that June and July were usually the best months,
with August usually poorest; but an examination of the records of the pound nets of
W. D. Bates, at Ridgetown, and A. Crewe, at Merlin, shows that while the lifts
usually were heaviest during these months, there have been years when good lifts
of herring were made in every month from April to December. The presence of
the fish on the shoals during these summers probably would be found to be due to
unusually low summer temperatures.

Data from the gill nets.-In late years nets have been set for herring in the spring,
when the fishing season opened on March 15 in the area between Port Stanley,
Ontario, and Ashtabula, Ohio. The fish scattered about the 1st of June and reap
peared about July.1 farther west, between Erieau, Ontario, and Cleveland, Ohio,
and east in the deep water off Erie, Pa. The schools began to thin out toward the
west on the central flat as summer advanced and to appear farther east, so that by
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September 1 herring fishing began out of Dunkirk, N. Y., the extreme eastern port.
Out of most of the ports, except those on the east hole, herring fishing was light
during the latter part of September and October, but in November again heavy
catches were made from Pelee Island on the west to the east end of the lake, with
the greatest production in the east. In the summer months bull nets were used as
a rule, floated at various depths according as the fish wer€' high or low, though in the
early days the fish are said to have been most abundant on the bottom in July and
August. At other times narrow nets were fished on the bottom.

BREEDING HABITS

The herring fOTI)1.erly spawned out of virtually every port on the lake. The spawn
ing grounds most frequented in late years were situated from 4 to 10 miles or more
offshore, in depths, in the east end of the lake, of 15 to 25 fathoms, and in the west
of about 10 fathoms. The bottom in these areas usually is clay, though there are
stretches of gravel. A few, of course, also spawned in shallower water.

The time of spawning, according to all the fishermen, fell in late November to·
early December, being earlier or later, according to the season. Those in the east
usually spawned latest. According to the records of A. Crewe, of Ridgetown, Ontario,.
the fish taken in his pounds were through spawning on November 26,1917. As late
as December 6 in 1920 they were just beginning to spawn. On November 24, 1924,
I found the fish in these nets just beginning to ripen.

VALUE AS FOOD

The Erie herring is superior in quality to the herring of any of the other lakes"
except possibly those from the deep water of western Lake Ontario. They are very
much in demand as fresh fish, and the large examples frequently are sold as whitefish ..
They have also competed strongly with the chubs of the deeper lakes in the smoked
fish trade. While they are not quite so rich in oil as the latter, they are larger and
more uniform in size. Until the collapse of the herring fisheries in 1925, there was
no market for chubs in New York City.

Leucichthys artedi artedi of Lake Michigan

The Michigan form resembles the slender blueback of Lake Erie (typical artedi)
rather than the common albus. A comparison of the principal taxonomic characters.
of the two forms follows:
Gill rakers on the first branchial arch: L/H:

Erie, albus, (41) 44-48 (53),47 Erie, albus, (4.1) 4.4-4.7 (5.2).
artedi, (44) 46-50 (51)}8 artedi, 4.5-5 (5.2).

Michigan, (41) 46-50 (55),40 Michigan, (4.1) 4.3-4.5 (5).
Lateral-line scales: HIE:

Erie, albus, (64) 71-81 (89). Erie, albus, (3.8) 4.2-4.5 (4.9).
artedi, 76-86. artedi, 4.1-4.5 (4.7).

Michigan, (68) 77-87 (94).40 Michigan, (3.6) 4-4,2 (4.7).
IT Figures of Lake Erie albus for proportions are given for 148 specimens ranging in length (rom 225 to 402 millimeters, Those for

gill rakers are given for 298 specimens; for lateral·lIne scales,for 735.
" Figures for Lake Erie artedi are given (or 15 specimens ranging in length from 229 to 341 millimeters.
1I Figures for Lake Michigan so designated are based on an examination of some 391 specim,ms ranging in length from 127 to 361

millimeters,' Those figures dealing with proportions are based on an examination of 148 individuals ranging in length from 225 to
3~7 millimeters.
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AvIV:
Erie, albus, (1.4) 1.6-1.8 (2.1).

artedi, 1.7-2 (2.1).
Michigan, (1.4) 1.6-1.8 (2.3).

LID:
Erie, albus, (2.8) 3.3-3.7 (4.3).

artedi, 3.7-4.8.
Michigan, (3.6) 4-4.9 (5.3).

HIM:
Erie, albus, (2.5) 2.7-2.9 (3.3).

artedi, 2.6-3 (3.3).
Michigan, (2.5) 2.7-3 (3.3).

HIS:
Erie, alb1~s, (3.6) 3.8-4 (4.5).

artedi, 3.6-4 (4.2).
Michigan, (3.3) 3.7-4 (4.4).

Pv/P:
Erie, albus, (1.6) 1.9-2.1 (2.5).

artedi, 2.1-2.5.
Michigan, (1.6) 1.9-2.2 (2.6).

The figures show that the Michigan form differs from that of Erie albu8 most
strikingly in having less depth of body. They indicate also that the former has,
on the average, more gill rakers on the first branchial arch, more lateral-line scales,
and a slightly larger head and eye. The mandible has been found to be longer than
the upper jaw in only 8 per cent of the specimens over 225 millimeters in length and
usually is equal or shorter. There are very few specimens of the Erie blueback or
artedi form for comparison, but the Michigan race seems to be very like it. The only
difference seems to be that the Michigan specimens have a larger head and eye and
longer paired fins, but these differences may be due to the fact that the Michigan
specimens average much smaller. 'The Michigan race seems, then, to merit the
designation artedi.

The color in life is about like that of the blueback of Lake Erie. There is, as a rule,
more pigmentation on Michigan specimens, particularly on the back and head.
The ventrals frequently show some pigment, and the anal usually is dotted with
black.

Pearl organs are developed, at least by the males. Specimens taken in Green Bay
on November 11, 1920, showed pearls that differ in their development in no material
way from that described for the typical form.

VARIATIONS

Racial variations.-There is a wide variation in all characters exhibited even by
individuals from the same school (see Table 69), but it is likely that, if enough speci
mens were collected, at least the schools from certain areas of the lake would show
tendencies to vary in a definite direction. Very few unusual specimens were seen
from any part of the lake, and there is, therefore, no reason to believe that any races,
sharply differentiated by external characters, such as manitoulinus in Lake Huron,
occur in Lake Michigan. The fisherman, however, are of the opinion that two
distinct races inhabit Green Bay. The one they catch in the summer at depths of
10 to 20 fathoms in gill nets, and the other is caught in fall on the shores in gill nets
and pounds. The first mentioned are known as bluefins, in contradistinction to the
blue.;,backed herring, which they are accustomed to take in shallower water., Except
that the deep-water fish are paler and perhaps a trifle fatter and of deeper body,
characteristics that might easily'be induced by the environment, there are no apparent
differences, and an examination of some 35 specimens of each supposed variety shows
that the two groups do not differ in the systematic ~ha.racters thatordinal;'ilyare variable
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in the species. A study of the rate of growth of specimens from both situations
would, of course, also aid in determining their racial identity. In Table 69 are
compared extensively 10 specimens from Green Bay-5 from the shore and 5 from
the deepest water-and 9 taken at various ports on the lake.

Size variations.-Below are given, for the characters that vary most with growth,
values for large fish (225 millimeters and over) and small ones (under 225 millimeters).
More detailed figures are shown for some of these characters in Tables 8 to 11.
Ten specimens under 200 millimeters are compared extensively with larger fish in
Table 69, also.

L/H: Pv/P:
Large fish, (4.1) 4.3-4.5 (5). Large fish, (1.6) 1.9-2.2 (2.6).
Small fish, (4) 4.2-4.5 (4.6). Small fish, (1.6) 1.8-2.1 (2.5).

HIE: AvIV:
Large fish, (3.6) 4-4.2 (4.7). Large fish, (1.4) 1.6-1.8 (2.3).
Small fish, (3.5) 3.7-4 (4.3). Small fish, (1.3) 1.5-1.7 (2).

WM: ~D:

Large fish, (2.5) 2.7-3 (3.3). Large fish, (3.6) 4-4.9 (5.3).
Small fish, (2.4) 2.7-3 (3.1). Small fish, (4.1) 4.4-5 (5.8).

HIS: Jaw:
Large fish, (3.3) 3.7-4 (4.4). Large fish, equal or shorter, 92 per cent.
Small fish, (3.4) 3.6-3.9 (4.1). Small fish, equal or shorter, 65 per cent.

It appears from these data that the eye and paired fins decrease proportionally
in size with growth, the depth of the body becomes greater, and the jaw tends to
become shorter. The head and snout do not change markedly in relative size, but
they also appear to be a trifle shorter, relatively, in adults.

A few individuals of both sexes have been found sexually mature at 165 milli
meters, but usually those smaller than 180 millimeters show no development of the
sex glands.

COMPARISONS

Artedi is usually easily distinguishable from any of the deep-water Leucichthys.
Its flesh is much less fat that that of any of these, and it is usually distinguishable
from them by other characters also. Small individuals, however, sometimes closely
resemble hoyi. A discussion of the differences between artedi and hoyi is found on
page 452. The differences between artedi and johannre, alpenre, zenithicus, reighardi,
nigripinnis, and kiyi, are given on pages 353, 366, 391, 403, 419, and 436.

GEOGRAPHICAL DISTRIBUTION

The herring of Lake Michigan occur in schools and are taken extensively at some
seasons of the year out of virtually every port on the lake. The long stretches of
sandy shore seem favorable for this species, and herring are abundant enough therefore
in most places to make their capture profitable. Green Bay is the most productive
area. I have collected specimens from virtually every portvisited. The data for these
are given in Table 68 and are platted on the lake chart in Figure 4.

METHODS OF CAPTURE

Most of the herring are taken in gill nets and pound nets with small-meshed pots.
Gill nets are in use in Green Bay in the summer when the fish are offshore, in the



GREAT LAKES COREGONIDS 487

winter through the ice, and also to some extent in the fall. They are used in many
localities also where the run of herring is not heavy enough to warrant the placing
of pounds. 'The size of the mesh of gill nets employed varies from 27'S to 2~ inches,
depending on the various State laws. Pound nets for herring are commonest in the
Green Bay district, but a few are employed at various points along the shore line of
every State bordering on the lake. In Green Bay of late years some have been
operated in the winter.

SEASONAL MOVEMENTS

The herring schools are ashore both in spring and fall and in many places they
probably stay near shore all winter. The schools are more or less pelagic, and their
movements probably are influenced materially by the food supply, but it is interesting
that they do not approach the shore when the water there is warmest.

Data on occurrence in the herring nets in spring andjall.-In Green Bay, according
to R. F. Kleinke, the herring are found near shore as soon as the pound nets can be
put in in April or May. After .Tune they disappear from the shores but return in
some numbers about the middle of September. They increase in abundance until
the spawning time during November, and then they leave until the ice forms, when
they are taken frequently under the ice. They are said to move erratically in the
winter and frequently are absent from the netting grounds entirely for some days at
a time. The deep-water form, which is taken most commonly in summer in the
bay at depths of 10 to 18 fathoms, is said by some fishermen to be found there all the
year round except when it comes ashore in November to spawn, while others maintain
that it occurs in these depths only during the summer months. It is probable that
all the fishermen have a basis for their statements, but that the first group catches
chubs among the herring at certain seasons and are not able to distinguish them. It
is certain that the catches examined by me on August 16, 1920, made in 11 to 16
fathoms between Green Island and Little Sturgeon (records 1 and 2), consisted exclu
sively of herring; and as the lake's heat budget was near its maximum at this season,
it is clear that the fish found tolerable conditions at that depth in summer. Reasoning
from analogy on the basis of the behavior of herrings elsewhere and of other core
gonids, it is to be expected that they would move into shallower water as the waters
cooled. At Port Washington, Wis., Delos Smith says the herring are found in the
pound nets in 20 to 60 feet as soon as they can be set in April. The runs .are heaviest
in May, und by July 1 they are over. Occasionally a school comes into the nets in
summer, but there is no herring fishing of consequence until after September 15.
During October and early November the runs are at their height. The fall run,
Mr. Smith states, consists of larger fish. At Milwaukee, Wis., George and Fred
Tilly find the herring in 8 fathoms during April and May in gill nets, and again ill

October and November. At other times they pursue more valuable fish. Record
15 was made from the net of the Tilly brothers and shows that herring were caught
in 10 to 15 fathoms off Milwaukee on March 24, 1919. F. 0. Kimball, of Michigan
City, Ind., says that the herring are found as soon as the pound nets are put in in
April at depths of 18 to 30 feet on sand bottom. There are good lifts until early
May. After that the schools are erratic in their movements and come ashore only
when favorable currents have cooled the shore waters. In October the lifts are

94995-29-13
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again heavy, and the fish are caught until the nets are blown out. On March 2,
1921, small herring were taken occasionally among the bloats by the U':2-inch gill
nets set 14 miles NNW. in 26 fathoms and in the 23/z-inch nets lifted on March 4,
1921, 15 miles NW. by N. 3/z N. in 28 fathoms (records 22 and 23). Numbers of
herring have not been recorded by me at greater depths in Lake Michigan; the
presence of the fish at such depths may have been due to stormy conditions, which
usually .obtain in March. In that case the records, in all probability, could be
duplicated out of any port where no ice is formed in winter. The pound nets are
set at Grand Haven, Mich., about April 10, according to Mr. Mieras and Johannes
Fischer, in 16 to 20 feet on sand. Herring are present at once and continue on the
grounds during May and June. None are taken thereafter~ because the pounds are
pulled by September. However, Mr. Mieras does set gill nets for the white perch
during September and October at depths of 6 to 15 fathoms, but he gets very few
herring in them, although the mesh is suitable for their capture. At Manistee,
Mich., the spring behavior of the herring, as reported by Peter and Hans Petersen,
is like that recorded for Grand Haven. The Petersens do not fish herring in the fall.
The accounts given for Northport, Mich., by Hans Anderson and Carl Schrader and
for Traverse City, Mich., by Will Hopkins, Otto and Doner West, and Floyd Stiles
are virtually the same as those recorded for Port Washington. The Northport
fishermen and Mr. Hopkins say they have known the herring to remain along the
shores under the ice in the bay. At Seul Choix, Mich., they appear to stay a little
later than at any of the places so far mentioned, and Alex Goudreau says they are
taken frequently in the pounds through July. Seul Choix is farther north than any
of these places, and the water conditions may be slightly different.

Data on summer occurrence.-Except in Green Bay (and here only since about
1910), no herring are taken when they leave the shoals in spring. In Green Bay
they certainly occur abundantly at depths of 11 to 16 fathoms in August. They
were being taken in commercial quantities by gill netters between Green Island and
Little Sturgeon on August 16, 1920, at these depths (records 1 and 2). A lift made
on August 18, 1920,4 miles west of Boyer Bluff near the outlet of Green Bay, in 18 to
24 fathoms (record 5), took about half herring and half hoyi, and most of the former
were at the 18-fathom end of the gang. Specimens were collected from a similar
gang lifted on August 18, 1920, 7 miles NNW. of Boyer Bluff in 11 fathoms (record
6), but it is not known how abundant herring were in this lift. The only other summer
records that indicate that herring may have been abundant on the grounds in question
were made off the northwest end of St. Martin's Island at the mouth of Green Bay
on August 19, 1920, in 14 fathoms on rock bottom (record 10), and on August 11,
1920, 13 miles SE. 3/z E. of Manistique, Mich., in 20 fathoms on sand (record 41).
On both occasions herring (mostly individuals under 200 millimeters in length) were
caught rather commonly in the 43/z-inch trout nets by becoming ensnarled in their
meshes. A few also were caught in the same manner on August 18 and 19, 1920,
5 miles west and 3 miles WNW. of Boyer Bluff in 20 to 24 fathoms on rock bottom
(records 7 and 8). Other data collected in summer show a few stragglers in the pound
nets in Grand Traverse Bay (Barrow's Harbor) on July 19 and 26, 1923 (records
38, 39, and 40), in 5 fathoms, a few in the 13/z-inch gill nets set in 4 to 16 fathoms'
off Lee's Point on July 25, 1923 (records 34 and 36), and a single specimen seined
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on the shore of Lee's Point in the bay on July 25 (record 35). On July 21 and 23,
1923, 172-inch gill nets set in 8 to 12 fathoms and 15 to 25 fathoms offshore 172
miles south of Otter Creek in Platte Bay took 1 and 12 individuals, respectively
(records 26 and 27). On the So'Uth Manitou Island off the light on July 30, 1923,
a few stragglers were taken in seines, 172-inch gill nets, and pound nets in 1 to 5
fathoms of water (record 28). Stray specimens also were collected off Manistee,
Mich., on August 27,1920, in pound nets in 4 fath0ms (record 25), and off Seul Choix
Point on August 20, 1920, at about the same depth (record 42). Records 17 and 18
show a few herring among the chubs taken on September 24, 1920, 9 miles NNE.
of Milwaukee, Wis., at a depth of 22 to 25 fathoms, and on November 15, 1920,
5 miles E. by S. 72 S. in 12 fathoms. There are numerous records that show an occa
sional fish of this species being taken in the chub nets lifted from depths of 30 to 90
fathoms (vide records 9, 11, 12, 13, 16,-19, 21, 23,29, and 31 for Washington Harbor,
Sturgeon Bay, Algoma, Port Washington, Milwaukee, Michigan City, and North
port); but these fish may have been caught while the net was being set from schools
traversing the upper strata. The few small examples taken in 172-illch nets on June
23, 1920, off Northport Point and on July 18, 1923, in.Grand Traverse Bay in 28 to
40 fathoms (records 30 and 37) possibly were caught in the same way.

On the other hand, it is not at all impossible or improbable that specimens nor
mally stray to great depths. It has been shown that many of the Leucichthys have
a very broad depth range, and it is known that other shoal-loving fish may occur in
very deep water. On July 2, 1923, in Lake Huron, 20 miles E. by N. of the Alpena
can buoy, a gang of chub nets brought up a sauger (Stizostedion canadense griseum)
from 60 to 70 fathoms, and on July 5, 1923, a gang lifted 18 miles NE. ~ E. of the
same place from 80 to 100 fathoms had seven saugers and two 3-pound pike (Esox
lucius). Virtually all the fish were alive, but the pike were very much emaciated.
Probably they had been unable to see food in their novel environment.

Thus all the data show that the herring begin to come ashore in September and
are at the height of abundance during October and November. In Green Bay and
in Grand Traverse Bay some stay on the shoals under the ice, but it is not known that
they remain along the shores of the lake in winter, and there are indications that they
retire to deeper water. In early spring they come ashore again and are found here
when the nets are set in early April. During June the catches dwindle, and after
July 1 few herring are seen anywhere. A few stragglers occur on the shoals through
out the summer and 'also at depths of 60 fathoms and more, but the data we have
indicate that the main schools are never in water deeper than 10 to 20 fathoms during
the warmest months. It is possible that the schools are also pelagic at times in
summer, as in Lake Superior.

BREEDING HABITS

In fall the herring migrate toward shore to spawn. Little is known by the fisher
men as to when and where the eggs are laid. In Green Bay,off Oconto, Wis., males
observed on November 17, 1920, were pearled, and about one-third of the females
were nearly ripe. Only a few were spawning. The lifts were light at this time,.
however, which would indicate that spawning had not yet b~gun. R. F. Kleinke,.
at Menominee, Mich., says that the fish usually spawn toward the end of November'
in Green Bay, selecting sand bottom in 10 to 25 feet of water. Most of the spawning'
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grounds, he says, are on the Michigan shore. The Oconto shoals are much frequented
on the Wisconsin side. In Grand Traverse Bay and at Port Washington, Wis., the
fishermen quoted previously inform me that spawning usually is not at its height
until November 20. The fish spawn at these places on sand along shore at depths
of 10 to 25 feet and remain on the spawning grounds into December. Farther south
the spawning season apparently is later, as F. C. Kimball, of Michigan City, says
that herring taken in early December have not yet begun to spawn.

VALUE AS FOOD

The Michigan herring are in no way superior as food to those from Huron or
Superior, except possibly those from the deep water of Green Bay, but good markets
are nearer, and therefore smaller quantities can be marketed with profit. Most of
the herring taken on the western and souther~ shores are sold fresh; but elsewhere,
espe<1ially to the northward, where transportation facilities are not so good, many
are salted.

ABUNDANCE

There are no data on the present abundance of the species, except such as exist
in the minds of the fishermen. In two places, Beaver Island and Gros Cap, the
fishermen say the herring are now commercially extinct, and they are said to be
much less abundant at Grand Haven than formerly. No protection has been
afforded the species in the way of closed seasons, and the size of mesh allowed for
their capture in all States is near the minimum that would take a marketable fish,
and it would not be surprising if the species had been seriously reduced in numbers
everywhere. It appears, however, that in Lake Michigan, as in the other lakes,
those areas in which they were most abundant originally still know them in quanti
ties that foreshadow no immediate extermination.

Leucichthya artedi artedi and artedi ~anitoulinuaof Lake Huron

Five species of herring have been reported from Lake Huron by Jordan and
Evermann (1911)-harengus, cisco huronius, manitoulinus, eriensis, and artedi. The
first two are very unsatisfactorily differentiated from one another by their authors.
They have been separated by very few characters, and these I do not hold to be
valid. (See p. 492.) The two names, then, may be taken jointly to represent the
common herring of Lake Huron. Manitoulinus is a well-differentiated form, but is
known to intergrade with the common herring and is here regarded only as a local
race. The status of albus as the common form of Erie and of eriensis and their
relation to cisco huronius are discussed on page 480, where reasons are given for treat
ing all the forms of the shore herring of the Great Lakes as races under the specific
caption of artedi.

The common herring of Lake Huron resembles very closely the rare blu~-backed

slender variety of Erie. There is present in the North Channel a form (Leucichthys
manitoulinus of Jordan and Evermann; fig. 26) that approaches in shape the common.
Erie type, but in its extreme developmellt it is nearer in its characters to th~ deeP,:"
water nigripinnis of Lake Huron than to any herring in the Great Lakes. The common
forms of the herring of Lakes Erie, Michigan, and Huron are compared in their
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chi ef characters below. The Michigan specimens are given as typical of artedi
because there are only a few available examples of that form from Erie, and:it has
been shown that the forms from the two lakes are probably identical.
Gill rakers on the first branchial arch: HIS:

Erie, albus, (41) 44-48 (53).60 Erie, albus, (3.6) 3.8-4 (4.5).
Michigan, artedi, (41) 46-50 (55).61 Michigan, artedi, (3.3) 3.7-4 (4.4).
Huron, artedi, (40) 45-50 (53).62 Huron, artedi, (3.5) 3.7-4 (4.3).

Lateral-line scales: Pv/P:
Erie, albus, (64) 70-81 (89). Erie, albus, (1.6) 1.9-2.1 (2.5).
Michigan, artedi, (68) 77-87 (94). Michigan, artedi, (1.6) 1.9-2.2 (2.6).
Huron, artedi, (68) 76-86 (98).62 Huron, artedi, (1.7) 2-2.2 (2.6).

L/H: AviV:
Erie, albu8, (4.1) 4.4-4.7 (5.2). Erie, albus, (1.4) 1.5-1.8 (2.1).
Michigan, artedi, (4.1) 4.3-4.5 (5.) Michigan, artedi, (1.4) 1.6-1.8 (2.3).
Huron, artedi, (4) 4.3-4.6 (5).63 Huron, artedi, (1.4) 1.6-1.8 (2.1).

HIE: LID:
Erie, albus, (3.8) 4.2-4.5 (4.9). Erie, albus, (2.8) 3.3-3.7 (4.8).
Michigan, artedi, (3.6) 4-4.2 (4.7). . Michigan, artedi, (3.6) 4-4.9 (5.3).
Huron, artedi, (3.7) 3.9-4.3 (5.1). Huron, artedi, (3.5) 4-4.7 (5.4).

HIM:
Erie, albus, (2.5) 2.7-2.9 (3.3).
Michigan, artedi, (2.5) 2.7-3 (3.3).
Huron, artedi, (2.6) 2.8-3 (3.3).

These figures show that the Huron form is very like the albu8 form of Erie,
except in body depth. The figures indicate that the former has possibly a few more
gill rakers on the average, more scales in the lateral line, a larger eye, and much
less body depth. The Huron fish seem to be very like the artedi of Lake Michigan
and therefore may be given the same name. The inclusion of the extremely developed
North Channel manitoulinu8 with the Huron specimens would lower the minimum
value given in parentheses to the left in the case of LIH, HIE, HIM, Pv/P, AvIV,
and LID. As in every instance cited a proportion is involved, it follows that the
North Channel individuals have a longer head, eye, maxillary, paired fins, and greater
body depth.

The mandible has been found to be longer than the upper jaw- in only 11 per
cent of the Huron specimens and usually is equal or shorter, as in Lake Erie.

The color in life of most Huron specimens is very like that of the blueback of
Erie, namely, deep blue green on the back, though often specimens are seen that
are as pale as the common Erie type. The difference in coloration is particularly
conspicuous when a school is seen swimming near the surface of the lake. A few
will be lighter in color on the back than the rest. This, by the way, is no less true
in any of the lakes. All Huron specimens, however, tend to show more pigmenta
tion, particularly on the back and head. The ventrals, while often immaculate,

60 Figures of Lake Erie albu8 for proportions are based on an examination of 148 specimens rllllgingin length from 225 to 402
millimeters, those for glll rakers on 298, and for lateral·Une scales on 735.

61 Figures for Lake Michigan arledi are given for 148 specimens ranging In length from 225 to 367 mlllimeters, except those for
glll rakers and lateral·Une scales, which are bllSed on 391 fish.

62 Figures for Lake Huron so designated are bllSed on an examination of 343 specimens ranging In length from 125 to 371 mllll
meters. Those figures that deal with proportions are bllSed on an examination of 215 specimens ranging in length from 225 to 371
mlllimeters.

6' From proportional figures for Huron the 20 specimens of manitoulinu8 have been deducted.
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particularly in Saginaw Bay and sQuthward, often show a sprinkling of pigment;
and at the north end of the lake and in the North Ohannel and in Georgian Bay
individuals very frequently show pigment on all the abdominal fins. The herring
taken in the North Ohannel at Outler (subspecies manitoulinus) are considerably
darker than those collected elsewhere. In such individuals the color of the back
in life is blue green obscured by heavy pigmentation, which extends onto the sides
of the body and of the head. The cranium is deep blue black, as is the snout. The
abdominal fins are usually very heavily pigmented, especially on the longest rays,
and the dorsal and caudal are likewise very dark. Specimens are taken frequently
elsewhere in the North Ohannel which show an approach to these melanistic individ
uals, and specimens with heavily pigmented paired fins are not unusual in Lake
Huron, particularly in the northern waters and in Georgian Bay.

All males and probably all females show pearl organs in the breeding season,
which do not differ in their development from those described for the Lake Erie form.

VARIATIONS

Racial variations.-There is a wide variation in all characters exhibited by
specimens from the .same school, as may be seen in Table 71. The specimens from
certain localities often show distinct tendencies to vary in certain directions,
but, with the exception of the Outler herring, none of these. local forms have
varied so far that they are conspicuously different from their neighbors. Many of
these forms, however, would certainly show average differences in certain characters,
but there have been so few specimens collected from any locality (except from Sagi
naw Bay) that it is not possible to give here a serious treatment of these differences.
The fact that most of the characters that would be involved in such a comparison are
proportional expressions, which vary in quality with the size of the individual,
further reduces the significance of a study based on a few individuals. It may be
worth while to point out, however, that what data I have indicate that the individ
uals from the North Ohannel will be found to have proportionally larger heads and
eyes, darker color, and possibly shorter paired fins than those from Lake Huron
proper and Georgian Bay.

I do not agree with the findings of Jordan and Evermann (1911), who, in describ
ing harengus as occurring in Lake Huron but particularly in Saginaw and Geor
gian Bays, state that it differs from cisco huronius of Lake Huron proper and of
Georgian Bay in having a gray color, less cylindrical body, smaller size, and especially
in having a much smaller adipose fin. In point of color I have observed already that
an occasional specimen may have a paler back, be it found in what part of the lake it
may; but I have not been able, in my examination of several thousand individuals,
to confirm the general observations of these authors as to the color differences of the
bay forms and those of the open lake, nor have I been able to find that there were
differences in the degree of lateral compression of the body. As for size, it is true
that the fish in Saginaw Bay and some parts of Georgian Bay are of small size as a
rule, but this is not always the case, for in the fall of 1917 in Saginaw Bay and in
the fall of 1919 at Killarney, in Georgian Bay, I found a run of fish larger than usual.
Furthermore, size Can not be considered in general a specific character, because en
vironmental conditions usually control the average or maximum size of the fish in a
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given locality. In the case of Saginaw Bay, where there has been extensive and
continued operation of nets of a legally fixed mesh, it might be expected that the
average sizeof the fish taken would be reduced. My contention receives the support
of Doctor Van Oosten, also, who finds that most of the herring taken in Saginaw
Bay are very young fish. The adipose fin is a rudimentary character and is too
variable to have specific value. (See Table 71.)

Typical examples of the Outler form are so different from the typical herring
of Huron that they might readily be taken for Ii distinct species; in fact, they are
almost identical with the deep-water blackfin, nigripinnis, in those characters that
can be expressed numerically. They intergrade, however, with the typical herring
of the channel and behave exactly like them, so that there is no doubt that they
belong to the species group artedi. Furthennore, all those characters that have
varied to produce this form are those that a study of artedi elsewhere shows to be
fluctuating. All the herring of Lake Huron 225 millimeters or more in length are
compared below with 20 individuals taken at Outler: li4

Gill rakers on the first branchial arch: HIS:
Huron, (40) 45-50 (53). Huron, (3.5) 3.7-4 (4.3).
Cutler, (43) 44-47 (51). Cutler, (3.7) 3.8-4 (4.2).

Lateral-line scales: Pv/P:
Huron, (68) 76-86 (98). Huron, (1.7) 2-2.2 (2.6).
Cutler, (69) 71-77 (81). Cutler, (1.5) 1.6-1.7 (1.8).

L/H: AviV:
Huron, (4) 4.3-4.6 (5). Huron, (1.4) 1.6-1.8 (2.1).
Cutler, (3.9) 4-4.2 (4.3). Cutler, (1.1) 1.3-1.4 (1.6).

HIE: LID:
Huron, (3.7) 4-4.3 (5.1). Huron, (3.5) 4-4.7 (5.4).
Cutler, (3.4) 3.7-3.8 (4). Cutler, (3.4) 3.5-3.8 (4).

HIM:
Huron, (2.6) 2.8-3 (3.3).
Cutler, (2.5) 2.6-2.8.

It appears from these figures that the Cutler fonn has a longer head, eye,
maxillary, and paired fins, fewer lateral-line scales, and a much deeper body than the
artedi of Huron. The body is also much more compressed and, as has been stated
on page 492, much more pigmented throughout, and there are fewer scale rows.
The shape, as seen from the side, is elliptical as in the others, and the lower jaw is
usually equal to or somewhat shorter than the upper. Ten specimens are compared
extensively in Table 71 in all the characters that can be expressed numerically.

Intergrades with the artedi fonn have been taken at Blind River on November 8,
1917, and at Kagawong, off Clapperton Island, on November 10, 1917. Those
characters in which the two forms differ are given for these specimens in Table 72.
The letter A follows the characters that approach the artedi type, the letter M those
that approach the manitoulinus type.

Size variations.-Herring change but slightly in their systematic characters
with growth. A comparison of the principal proportional characters follows. The
fish are divided according as they are over or under 225 millimeters in length. In
the one group there are 215 individuals, in the other 133. Detailed figures for several

.. Jordan and Evermann (1911) say 01 the type 01 L. manitoulinu8: "Type No. 64670, U. S. National Museum, a specimen 11
inches long from Blind River, North Channel, Lake Huron."
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of these characters are given in Tables 8 to 11, and in Table 71, 10 small specimens
under 200 millimeters in length are compared extensively.

L/H: Pv/P:
Large fish, (4) 4.3-4.6 (5). Large fish, (1.7) 2-2.2 (2.6).
Small fish, (4) 4.2-4.5 (4.8). Small fish, (1.7) 1.9-2.1 (2.3).

HIE: AviV:
Large fish, (3.7) 3.9-4.3 (5.1). Large fish, (1.4) 1.6--1.8 (2.1).
Small fish, (3.6) 3.8-4 (4.3). Small fish, (1.3) 1.6--1.7 (1.9).

HIM: LID:
Large fish, (2.6) 2.8-3 (3.3). Large fish, (3.5) 4-4.7 (5.4).
Small fish, (2.5) 2.7-2.9 (3.2). Small fish, (3.6).4.2-4.9 (5.8).

HIS:
Large fish, (3.5) 3.7-4 (4.3).
Small fish, (3.3) 3.6--3.9 (4.2).

Thus, small herring seem to have proportionally a somewhat larger head, eye,
maxillary, snout, and possibly paired fins, and less depth than large fish of the same
speCIes.

Individuals as small as 160 millimeters have been found to be sexually mature,
and a few have also been found immature at 200 millimeters, but usually specimens
over 170 millimeters have exhibited maturing gonads. A closer relation, of course,
will be found between age and maturity.

COMPARISONS

Artedi resembles closely only nigripinnis. Juvenile examples, however, might
be confused with hoyi. A discussion of the differences between artedi and the other
species of Leucichthys occurring in Lake Huron is given under this heading in the
accounts of the various species.

GEOGRAPHICAL DISTRIBUTION

Herring occur in schools, and these are found out of virtually every port on
Lake Huron, in the North Channel, and Georgian Bay.· No commercial fishing
pperations whatever are conducted for herring from many of the fishing ports, and
from but few are the operations carried on extensively; but whether fished for or
not, the herring schools can not escape observation entirely. Some individuals
always become entangled in the gill and pound nets set for whitefish and trout, while
schools frequently enter harbors, where they may be captured by hand lines, or are
encountered in the open lake. On the Canadian shore very few herring are taken
for market. The catch of herring on the American shore is greatest in Saginaw Bay,
while the region from Thunder Bay to Middle Island ranks second. The rest of the
ports take the fish in relatively insignificant quantities. I have collected specimens
from nearly every port visited. The data for these are given in Table 70 and are
platted in Figure 5.

METHODS OF CAP'l'URE

Herring are caught both in pound and gill nets. They follow the leads of the
pound nets readily, even though the mesh of these leads is so coarse that they could
swim through them easily. I have seen them time and again swimming about in the
pots of the whitefish pounds, the mesh of which is coarse enough to permit them to
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pass out; but they escape only when the pot is lifted. When it is desired to retain
herring in the pounds the mesh of the pot must be reduced to about 2 inches. When
gill nets are used (which is chiefly in the fall, when the fish are most abundant) the
mesh in 2~ to 2% inches, or even 3 inches, depending on the locality. The ques~

tion of the mesh that should be legal for herring has been much agitated. The
fishermen claim that the herring always run small out of certain ports and that for
this reason at these ports nets of smaller mesh are required. I have been able to
collect no data on this subject, but I believe that probably there is no reason to doubt
the statement of the fishermen.

SEASONAL MOVEMENTS

Like the whitefish, the herring schools move inshore in the early fall and out
again in late spring. It is possible that for some localities, at least, there are two such
movements-that the fish come in and go out both in fall and spring instead of
remaining inshore all winter. There are not yet enough data on winter fishing to
decide this point. To what these migrations are due has not been determined, but
the fishermen believe that they are governed by changes in water temperature.
The data collected from the fishermen bearing on these migrations all indicate that
this explanation is at least plausible. These data are summed up in the following
paragraphs:

Data onoccurrence in the herring nets in spring and fall.-At Cheboygan, Mich.,
according to Louis Peets, the herring are in 20 feet of water on sand bottom from
the middle of October until he pulls in his pounds (the last of November). In spring
he finds them on these grounds again, but in diminished numbers. They remain
until about June. Alfred Roberts says the behavior of the species is about the
-same at Harbor Beach, Mich. During June, however, when the main school has left,
a school of larger herring comes in. These fish gill in 2~-inch nets, while for the
-others 2to 2~ inch nets are required. The large fish come in, the fishermen think,
to feed on the "June flies," which are present in swarms at that time of the year.
'The June fly, from the description of the fishermen, seems to be a large Chironomus.
Bert Andrews, of Port Huron, Mich., gives the following account of the species for
that port:

"From the opening of navigation (April 1) until the end of June, and from the
middle of October until ice forms, herring are taken out of Port Huron in pound nets
in 25 feet of water. The largest numbers are caught from November 10 to the end
-of the month. Some are taken in 20 feet of water in gill nets all winter." At Middle
Island and in Thunder Bay, from the middle of October until freezing, the Alpena
:and Rogers boats (according to the statements of the pilots of these boats) set
'2%-inch gill nets in 3 to 5 fathoms on gravel and bowlders. If conditions are favor
able, the Alpena tugs set the nets back for a few lifts toward the end of March or
the first of April. Records of James Morley show that about the middle of May
the herring begin to come into the pound nets in 25 feet of water about Sulphur
Island. They are gone from the end of July to the end of September. From the
end of September until the nets are pulled out (in the middle of November) they
are present again. The quantity taken at Sulphur Island is not great. Records

94995-29-14



496 BULLETIN OF THE BUREAU OF FISHERIES

show great fluctuation in the abundance of the fish in the nets from day to day in
fall and spring and in the date of appearance and disappearance with the season.

The foregoing records are for the main lake, but reports concerning the Saginaw
Bay schools, while more detailed, are little different in character. I am indebted to
John Trudell and John Lixy, of East Tawas, for the records for that port and to
W. P. Cavanaugh and Fabian Willets, of Bay City, for the records for the rest of the
bay. The herring apparently move into the bay from the lake. About the middle
of October the schools begin to appear in the pounds in 10 to 40 feet of water on
clay bottom off East Tawas. A few days later they appear in the pounds on simd at
White Stone Point, and about the first of November they are along the south shore
of the bay. The fish remain at each of the above localities, except East Tawas, to
spawn. At East Tawas only the small fish are left after November 20. Near the
mouth of the bay some are known to remain under the ice. In the spring they are
not found commonly at the south end of the bay. At Point au Gres none appear
until April 20 to 25. At East Tawas they appear by May 15 and stay until July 15.
At the Charity Islands they are said to occur until June 10 to 15. Huge swarms
of small herring 13-'2 or 2 inches long are said to precede the runs of larger ones by
a week in the fall along the shore from E,ast Tawas to White Stone Point. They are
not so common south of the latter point. There are few of these small fish in the
spring. No one has identified these small fish positively, and, they may be species
of Notropis, which abound on the sandy shores of the lake.

There are few sources of data on the behavior of the herring on the Canadian
shore, but such information as has been collected indicates that the Canadian fish
behave as their brethren on the other side of the lake. At Wiarton, in Georgian Bay,
Dan MacDonald says that the herring appear in his pounds in Colpoys Bay at any
time during the fishing season until October, but that the biggest run is during the
month of June. Throughout the season, however, the schools come and go without
apparent reason. The hydrographic map shows only a very narrow shelf along the
shore in this region, which possibly supports little food, and the herring thus ~re driven
to seek food in the open bay. Their absence in the fall is due, no doubt, to the lack of
suitable breeding grounds in Colpoys Bay. The bottom here is chiefly mud. The
race at Cutler (manitoulinus) in the North Channel is occasionally the object of com
mercial fishing operations, particularly in the fall. Alex Purvis, of Gore Bay, who
has fished the Cutler herring, says that one year about November 5 they were taken 2
miles outside of Johns Island, toward Gore Bay, in 8 to 10 fathoms. By the 10th they
were around the islands in Cutler Bay in 12 feet of water. They enter the bay to
spawn and usually remain about three weeks. After spawning they leave abruptly
and are seen no more until the nets are put in in the spring. After the month of May
they are gone once more until the following November. Where they spend the re
maining portion of the year no one knows. It might be inferred from their dark
coloration that they do not stray far from the neighborhood of the Spanish River,
whose muskeg waters empty into the bay.

Data on summer occurrence.-The herring are not followed by fishermen after
they move out of shallow water in June. Only a few casual observations made by
the fishermen and by me are available for the period during which the herring are
offshore. Various fishermen have told me that occasionally they see schools swim-
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ming in the open lake during the summer. They recognize the fish by their blue
green color. The fishermen at Tobermory say that they may be caught in numbers
in August in 14 to 16 fathoms in the channel between Yeo and FitzWilliam Islands in
Georgian Bay. My own records from off Alpena, Mich., in September, 1917, seem to
confirm those of the Tobermory fishermen. On September 8, 1917, I found It few
small individuals (of which nine were preserved) in the 172-inch nets at 30 fathoms
(record 6). On September 10, 3 and 12 specimens were entangled in 472-inch nets
set at 20 and 15 fathoms, respectively (records 7 and 8). On September 12 one was
taken in 15 to 17 fathoms (record 9). On September 14 eight were taken in these
nets at 24 fathoms (record 10). On September 17 three were taken at 15 fathoms
(record 11). On both September 22 and 26 six were taken in 17 fathoms (records
12 and 13). On September 20 and 25 herring were found in the stomachs of trout
taken from 10 to 15 fathoms off Alpena. On September 5 they had not yet come as
shallow as 3 fathoms (record 5). On September 24 a gang of 2%-inch nets set
from the can buoy to Sulphur Island in 8 to 10 fathoms three nights out got about
300 pounds of herring (record 14). On September 27, in the same place, 1,200
pounds were taken. On October 14,1917, two herring were taken at 35 fathoms off
Rogers, Mich., in a gang of 2%-inch nets (record 3). These two individuals were
the only ones taken, and their occurrence at this depth has no significance. It is
possible, of course, that these specimens, as well as the occasional specimens previously
mentioned, may have become entangled in the nets while the latter were being set or
lifted; but in that case it might be expected that they would be found regularly in the
chub lifts, also, lIDless, of course, the schools do not venture offshore as far as the
chub grounds. .

The records of the fishermen covering fishing operations for the herring thus
show that they begin to come in to 20 to 30 feet of water in numbers sufficient for
commercial purposes about the middle of October. They are caught then until the
nets are pulled out on account of the weather, the last of November or the first of
December. Probably they remain under the ice all winter on these grounds. The fact
that a few are taken in the gill nets under the ice off Port Huron and in Saginaw Bay
seems to warrant this assumption. In the spring, as soon as navigation opens, the
nets take them on the same grounds as in the fall. The length of time during which the
schools remain on the shoals varies with the locality. At Cheboygan and Cutler they
are gone about June 1. At Port Huron, Harbor Beach, and Saginaw Bay they remain
until about the last of June. At Alpena they may stay until the end of July. Of
course, here as elsewhere on the lake an occasional specimen may be taken on the
shoals almost all summer. After leaving the shoals the herring probably swim near
the surface, as do the trout in June and July, and repair later to deep water. In
August they are known at 15 to 16 fathoms between Yeo and FitzWilliam Islands and
at similar depths off Alpena from September 10 to 26. A few records of the fishing
tugs show them moving into 8 to 10 fathoms toward the end of September. Thirty.;
five fathoms is the maximum depth from which the species is known in the lake. Two
specimens were taken at this depth from a gang of chub nets off Rogers on Octo
berl4, 1917.
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BREEDING HABITS

The fall inshore migration is for the purpose of spawning. However, the fishermen
can give no information as to when the fish actually deposit their eggs. Certainly
they spawn in November, for a few males taken at Bay City on October 25, 1917,
showed indications of pearls and females were nearly ripe, and the males taken at
Cutler on November 11, 1917, were heavily pearled, while the two females were
spawning. The herring fishermen say also that the catches are heaviest in November,
which indicates that the individuals of the school are more numerous or more easily
captured than usual. According to the majority of the reports, gravel -or sand are
preferred by the spawning fish.

VALUE AS FOOD

The flesh of the herring is dry and is considered by some as flavorless. Others find
it very palatable. Whatever mayor may not be its merits in this respect, the fisher
men until recently received only 2 or 3 cents per pound, or less, for herring, and con
sequently they did not set nets for them when other fish were available.

ABUNDANCE

In view of the fact that market conditions have not encouraged the capture of
herring, it appears their numbers have not been reduced seriously. At least in
Saginaw Bay, where fishing has been most intensive, the fishermen report no decrease
in late years. There is no doubt, however, that fish are much scarcer now than they
were 25 years ago, and it is certain also that many more and better nets are being
used from year to year. There are, of course, "off seasons" when, for various
reasons, not many fish are taken in the bay, but on the whole there have always been
plenty of herring to be had. This is true in spite of the fact that the fish have not
been protected by a closed season and that few plants of fry have be"en made. There
are, it seems, immense areas in the bay that are suitable breeding grounds for the
species.

FOOD

From the examination (made by Carl L. Hubbs, of the Michigan University
Museum) of the stomachs of 78 individuals collected in gill nets at an average depth
of 10 fathoms off Alpena, Mich., from September 20 to October 16, 1917, plankton
Entomostraca are found to comprise the bulk of the food. Two specimens taken
in gill nets off Blind River, Ontario, on October 12,1917, had eaten only Entomostraca.
Thirty specimens collected from pound nets set in 5 fathoms off Bay City, Mich.,
on October 23, 1917, were feeding chiefly on larval May flies (Hexagenia). Other
articles of food ingested in insignificant quantities by the Alpena and Bay City fish
include larval Chironomidre, Corixidre, and Trichoptera, Asellus, fish scales, fishes,
wood fragments, and algre. Stomachs of 50 specimens taken in the summer of 1921
in Douglas Lake, Cheboygan County, Mich., and 50 specimens from Portage Lake,
Washtenaw County, Mich., taken from July 1 to 15, 1920, in 7 to 10 fathoms, yield
the same findings as in the case of the Alpena fish. F. M. Gaige, of the Michigan
University Museum, reports that on September 26, 1910, the stomachs of helTing
taken by the fishermen off the Charity Islands in Saginaw Bay were full of the winged
ants that abounded in swarms at that season.
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The food of the herring varies, no doubt, with the season. When the schools are
inshore they probably feed heavily on the larval insects that are present in the shallow
water and on such other items of food as come in their way. At such times they
are known to take the hook. Small spoons, pearl buttons, or minnows are the
commonest baits used. At other times their food is probably largely plankton
organisms, as they are not known to migrate in Lake Huron to the depths inhabited
by Mysis, the chief food element of the deep-water Leucichthys, and no insect larvre
occur except along the shores.

Leucichthys artedi artedi and artedi albus of Lake Superior

The herring population of Lake Superior is constituted of the two types that
are found in Lake Erie, except that the elongated terete form, which is rare in Erie,
is the most abundant, and the deeper-bodied form, which is the predominating form
of Erie, probably is confined to the warm bays on the north shore. In general, the
systematic characters of the forms that occur in the two lakes are not very different.
All collected specimens of both races are grouped together for each lake in the com
parisons of the various systematic characters given below. There are available so
few specimens of the rare types in both lakes that it does not seem worth while to
separate them for comparison more than has been done in Tables 67 and 74, where
20 large albu8 and 10 large artedi for Lake Erie and 4 large albu8 and 6 large artedi
for Superior are analyzed in detail.
Gill rakers on the first branchial arch: HIS:

Erie, (41) 44-48 (53).65 Erie, (3.6) 3.8-4 (4.5).
Superior, 38 (41) 45-48 (53).66 Superior, (3.4) 3.6-3.9 (4.3). "

Laterial-line scales: Pv/P:
Erie, (64) 71-81 (89). Erie, (1.6) 1.9-2.1 (2.5).
Superior, (72) 84-93 (105).66 Superior, (1.7) 2-2.2 (2.8).

L/H: • AviV:
Erie, (4.1) 4.3-4.7 (5.2). Erie, (1.4) 1.6-1.8 (2.1).
Superior, (4.1) 4.3-4.6 (5.1). Superior, (1.3) 1.6-1.8 (2.3).

HIM: LID:
Erie, (2.5) 2.7-2.9 (3.3). Erie, (2.8) 3.3-3.7 (4.8).
Superior, (2.5) 2.7-3 (3.1). Superior, (3.7) 4.3-5 (5.9).

The data indicate that the Superior artedi has much less body depth and more'
lateral-line scales than the albu8 of Erie. The pectorals also are somewhat shorter'
and the snout usually a trifle longer. The counts indicate that the fin rays are, on
the average, more numerous in the Superior fish, but these characters have not been
investigated more closely than has been shown in Tables 6/7 and 74. The scale rows,.
of course, are also more numerous in the artedi form, wherever it may occur.

Comparing the two types of the two lakes with one another, it appears that the
Superior artedi race probably has more lateral-line scales than individuals of that
type in Lake Erie. Individuals of the albu8 of Superior can be matched exactly

II These figures for Lake Erie are given for 313 specimens ranging In length from 128 to 402 millimeters. Those for scales are
based on 750 specimens of the same size range, but all figures for proportions are based on only 163 of the specimens 225 millimeters,
or more In length.

64 These figures for Lake Superior are based on an examination of 257 specimens, which range.ln length from 135 to 435 mUll.·
meters. All figures dealing with proportions are given only for the specimens of this group 225 millimeters long or longer, which"
are 185 In number.
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with Lake Erie specimens, except that the eye regularly may be a trifle larger in the
former.

The color in life is like that of the Erie form, except that the deep blue green is
the commonest shade. As in Lake Huron, fish with pale backs occur in any school.
The body, especially the back and the cranium, is also more heavily pigmented as
a rule. The fins average a trifle darker, too, except possibly the ventrals and the anal.

Pearl organs are developed in the species, but the specimens obtained in Thunder
Bay on November 25, 1922, were so rubbed in transit that the extent of the develop
ment of nuptial adornment could not be ascertained. It is probably no different
from that described for the species in the other lakes.

VARIATIONS

Racial variations.-There are two types of herring in Lake Superior, as there
are in Lake Erie-the elongated, subterete form and the deeper, more compressed
one. The latter closely resembles the common Erie type and occurs commonly,
so far as is known, only in the shallow, warm bays at the north end of the lake.
(Hankinson, 1916, PI. XXVIII, A, gives a photograph of a specimen taken off White
fish Point, Mich., on the south shore.) These bays, however, are connected freely
with the main lake, and the long, slender type is therefore also of common occurrence
in their waters, as are, of course, intergrades between the two. Infact, typical albus
have not been found as commonly as the others, as will appear from the figures below.
No careful study has been made of the races of herring in this or any other area, but
in comparing 135 specimens from the north bay region with 118 specimens taken in
the main latte on the eastern and southern shores,67 certain tendencies of variation
are indicated, which are expressed in some measure by the following:

Lateral-line scales:
North bays, (72) 79-93 (100), with 19 per cent less than 80.
Lake, (76) 84-92 (105), with 1 per cent less than 80.

Pv/P:
North bays, (1.6) 1.8-2.2 (2.6), with 30 per cent less than 2.0.
Lake, (1.8) 2.1-2.3 (2.5), with 9 per cent less than 2.0.

AviV:
North bays, (1.5) 1.6--1.8 (2), with 16 per cent less than 1.6.
Lake, (1.3) 1.6--1.9 (2), with 6 per cent less than 1.6.

The figures show that the range is about the same for both groups, but this is
due to the fact that the "north bays" group is made up of all fish that have been
collected on the north shore, regardless of whether they probably were regular in
habitants of the bays; and the figures are interesting only inasmuch as they show
tendencies of the bay fish to vary in the direction of the common Erie type. In
Table 74 the first five specimens in the group of individuals 225 millimeters or more
in length, four of them albus and one artedi, are from the north bays; the other five
are artedi from the open lake. These two groups also show a difference in those
characters that have been mentioned above and indicate further that the northern
fish are deeper bodied.

17 Neither group contains specimens assorted according to size, but the proportion 0(3 peclmens under 220 millimeters In length
is about tbe same (or both.
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Size variations.-In Table 74, 10 specimens less than 200 millimeters in length
and 10 specimens more than 225 millimeters in length have been compared extensively,
and in Tables 8 to 11 all the individuals less than 225 millimeters are compared in
certain characters with those of 225 millimeters or more. Figures for the more
important systematic characters that can be expressed numerically are abstracted
below:
L/H: Pv/P:

Large fish, (4.1) 4.3-4.7 (5.2). La~ge fish, (1.7) 2-2.2 (2.8).
Small fish, (4) 4.2-4.6 (4.8).

HIE: Small fish, (1.6) 1.9-2.2 (2.3).
Large fish, (3.6) 4.1-4.4 (5.1). AviV:
Small fish, (3.4) 4-4.2 (4.5).

HIM: Large fish, (1.3) 1.6-1.8 (2.3).
Large fish, (2.5) 2.7-3 (3.1). Small fish, (1.4) 1.5-1.8 (1.9).
Small fish, (2.5) 2.7-3 (3.2). LID:

HIS:
Large fish, (3.4) 3.6--3.9 (4.3). Large fish, (3.7) 4.3-5 (5.9).
Small fish, (3.5) 3.6--3.9 (4.1). Small fish, (4) 4.6-5 (5.2).

A study of these tables shows that the differences between the two groups is
slight. The head and eye are proportionally somewhat larger and the depth some
what less in smaller individuals. The paired fins possibly are also a trifle longer.

No specimens smaller than 190 millimeters have been found to be sexually
mature, and the majority of those under 200 millimeters have been immature.

COMPARISONS

Typical artedi may be distinguished readily from any other Leucichthys in the
lake. The differences between artedi and the other species of Leucichthys are given
under the heading II Comparisons" in the accounts of these species.

GEOGRAPHICAL DISTRIBUTION

The herring of Superior occur in schools, as in the other Great Lakes, and the
species is as widely distributed in Lake Superior. At Bayfield, Wis., and Port
Arthur, Ontario, they are so abundant that extensive fishing operations are con
dueted for them during the falli and at several other ports, particularly along the west
shore, they are taken at some time of the season in commercial quantities. Speci
mens have been collected from everyone of the 12 ports visited. The data for these
are given in Table 73 and are shown platted on the map of the lake in Figure 3.

MODE OF CAPTURE

Virtually all herring caught in the lake are taken by means of gill nets. Except
in Michigan, where 2%,-inch nets usually are employed, the regulation mesh is 272
or 2% inches. The nets are used on the bottom, as in the other upper lakes, except
in the western waters, where it has been the custom for several decades to float them
below the surface. This practice has been followed not only in summer but also in
fall. The descent into deep water on the western Minnesota shore is precipitous
virtually everywhere, and this hydrographic condition no doubt has forced the
herring to a more strictly pelagic life than in localities where shoals obtain. The



502 ULLETIN OF THE BUREAU OF FISHERIES

methods of floating nets are in principle like those employed on Lake Erie, but it is
interesting that they were put into practice first oil Lake Superior and were arrived
at independently on the other lakes.

SEASONAL MOVEMENTS

The herring schools appear to spend more of their time near the surface in Lake
Superior than in the other lakes, probably because its water is colder, and the seasonal
inshore movements are not so pronounced. However, there is a definite congregation
of the species on the shores in late fall, and it is at this time only that the schools become
the object of intensive fishing operations.

Data on occurrence in the herring nets injall.-At Grand Marais, Mich., according
to William Doolan and Charles MacDonald, the herring come ashore on sand toward
the end of October and remain until the ice forms in early December. At times, at
least, in the fall they are in water as shallow as 3 or 4 fathoms. They are seen seldom
under the ice, the fishermen say. At Marquette, Mich., the schools come ashore
east to northwest of the city on sand bottom, according to Will Parker. They are
present in commercial quantities about November 10 and rem8lin until about the
first week in December. At first they are in 8 to 9 fathoms of water but later move
out to 14 or even 20. The account given for Ontonagon, Mich., by Earl Couture, and
for the Apostle Islands, Wis., by M. B. Johnson, of Bayfield, are virtually the same
as for Marquette, except that around the Apostle Islands the fish frequent somewhat
shallower water. James Scott informs me that at Grand Marais, Minn., the fisher
men begin commercial operations about the 1st of October. The nets are floated
offshore at that time, about 4 fathoms below the surface. The lifts are heaviest in
November, and during this month the nets are lowered to about 7 fathoms. Fishing
is discontinued in early December. In Thunder Bay, out of Port Arthur and Fort
William, Ontario, the schools begin moving in from the west between Pie Island and
the mainland about the middle of November and spread northward and eastward.
They remain until early December and depart then rather suddenly over the same
course. While in the bay they are taken at depths of 6 to 25 fathoms on mud and
clay bottom. Commercial fishing operations for the species in Thunder Bay date
from the Great War, and almost incredible quantities were taken by the virgin
fisheries. John and Lew Maloney, James and Frank Gerow, and Oscar Anderson,
of Port Arthur, affirm the correctness of the above account.

Data on occurrence at other seasons.-At Marquette, Mich., W. A. Morrison says
the herring are present in commercial quantities in his pound nets in 30 feet only for
a short period in late June. At Grand Marais, Minn., according to the testimony of
James Scott, they are 'fished for during the year in floated nets a mile or more offshore,
except, of course, in the fall and for a short period in late July and early August,
when they are hard on the beach. On July 17 and 18 schools of young of the year
were seined by me at the lllouth of the Devils Track River and in the Grand;Marais
Harbor (records 13 and 14). No older individuals were included in the seine
hauls, but they could have avoided the net easily. Hankinson (1914) got fingerlings
on the beach at Whitefish Point in mid-August, 1913. Fishermen out of most of the
ports visited believe they have seen schools of,therring swimming near the surface
in the open lake during the summer months, and those who fish pound nets for trout
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and whitefish have recollections of seeing herring in the pot before the net is lifted
during most of the pound-net season. As no herring are taken for commercial pur
poses during the summer, nothing else is known of the abundance of these fish at
that season.

My records show that occasional specimens occurred in the pound nets on the
north shore of the lake in Black Bay on July 20, 1922, in Moffat Strait and off Armour
Point on August 10, 1922, on the east shore in Batchawanna Bay on June 17, 1922,
and on the south shore in Marquette Bay on August 9, 1921 (records 15, 24, 25,
29, and 5). During the summer season my 2~ and 2% inch nets, which were set for
deep-water Leucichthys, recorded a few stragglers at depths of 10 to 100 fathoms,
namely, on June 14, 1922, 10 miles NW. by W. 7i W. of Point Iroquois Light in
Whitefish Bay in 38 fathoms (record 1); on August 5,1921,31 miles N. % E. and on
August 11, 1921, 18 miles NE. by N. of Marquette, Mich., in 100 to 80 fathoms
(records 4 and 6); on August 24, 1921,21 miles west, and on August 25, 1921,6 miles
NNW. of Ontonagon, Mich., in 15 to 45 and 20 to 38 fathoms, respectively (records
9 and 10); on July 11, 1922, between Cat and South Twin Islands in 15 to 20
fathoms (record 11); on July 17, 1922,20 miles NE. by E. of Duluth, Minn., in 30 to
40 fathoms (record 12); on September 15, 1923, off Silver Island in 14 fathoms and
in Thunder Bay off Thunder Cape in 31 fathoms; on September 17, 1923, in Thunder
Bay inside the Welcome Islands in 11 fathoms; on September 19, 1923, in Thunder
Bay off Sawyer Bay in 49 fathoms (records 17 to 20); on October 4, 1921, off Bread
Rock in 80 to 90 fathoms (record 22); on September 25, 1923, in Moffat Strait in
13 to 14 fathoms (record 26); and on June 26, 1922, offAlona Bay in 60 fathoms (rec
ord 28). A few specimens were taken, also, entangled in the 4~-inch trout nets on
August 16, 1921, 54 miles W. by N. of Ontonagon, Mich., in 25 to 80 fathoms;
on June 19, 1922, in 15 to 35 fathoms, 6 miles northeast off the east end light of
Michipicoten Island (records 8 and 27).

It has been pointed out before on preceding pages that fish may become entangled
in the netting while it is sinking to the bottom, and the occurrence of individuals of
the species in nets at extreme depths is therefore possibly accidental. Whether or
no, many instances can be cited of stragglers of a shallow-water form occurring out
side their normal depth range, and it would not be surprising if it were found that the
herring at times do frequent profound depths.

All the accumulated data show that the herring come ashore in the fall and are
present in commercial quantities from about the first or middle of November until
early December. (It is noteworthy that the migration is later than or as late as in
the lower lakes of the Great Lakes series, where the water probably cools more
slowly.) In most localities they depart ftom the shores before winter and generally
are not pursued thereafter until the following fall on account of the presence of more
valuable species. An inshore migration in early summer is reported for some locali
ties, and it is probably general, but at any rate the consensus of opinion of the fisher
men and the meager data I personally have collected indicate that the schools do
not go far below the surface during the warmer months. In the lower lakes the her
ring avoid the shoals only in. the warmest weather and in winter, but in Superior the
shoals probably seldom become warmer than is pleasant for them, and for this reason
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they can be caught, in some numbers at least, in the pound nets all summer. There
is probably also a close relation between temperature and their food, but this matter
is not yet understood.

It may be seen from Table 13 that the waters of Lake Superior probably never
become very warm, compared with those of other lakes in the same latitude. The
warmest temperatures, it appears, are recorded from Black Bay, Simpson Channel,
and Moffat Strait, where conditions are much more tempered than in the open lake;
but even here the highest surface reading of 16.3° is less tharr one of 19.5° recorded
from a location in Lake Nipigon some 75 miles farther north two weeks earlier in
the seaso-n. It is seen, also, that the temperature, even in midsummer, drops off
rapidly below the surface, except in Black Bay, which is so shallow and isolated that
its conditions approach those of an inland lake, so that at 4 fathoms in Moffat Strait
and Armour Harbor the temperature readings are 9.7° and 9.8°, and at 5 fathoms
in Simpson Channel the thermometer reads 6.6° (records 22, 25, and 15). It is
apparent, then, that the herring do not have to undertake a very extensive vertical
migration to find cold water, and that if food is present near the surface there are
probably no other physical factors that deter them from taking advantage of it.

BREEDING HABITS

The inshore fall migration is for the purpose of spawning. The grounds fre
quented by the largest schools are those around the Apostle Islands and in Thunder
Bay. Apparently there are also favorable areas for spawning along the Minnesota
shore, but they must be quite restricted in area and must extend along the shore.
There are doubtless many grounds of less importance than these all along the lake
shore. The bottom frequented varies from clay and mud in Thunder Bay to gravel
and bowlders along the Minnesota shore. Sand is selected commonly on the south
shore, probably because the shoals are sandy in this area. The depth of spawning
varies, according to the fishermen, from a few feet to 25 fathoms. The statement
of James Scott that the nets are floated during the spawning season 7 fathoms below
the surface indicates that possibly spawning takes place off the bottom. The
apparent indifference of the species to the character of bottom may support this view.
The spawning season usually embraces about the last two weeks of November.

VALUE AS FOOD

The herring of Lake Superior are, in large measure, salted in kegs, but some
are frozen for consumption in the fresh state. The quality probably is not materially
different from that of the Michigan or Huron varieties.

ABUNDANCE

The herring fisheries around the Apostle Islands are old and are famous through
out the lake region for their productiveness. Those in Canadian waters, situated
chiefly in Thunder Bay, are not much more than 10 years old. In years past the
herring have been taken in quantities sufficient only to supply the demands of a class
d trade that wanted cheap salt or fresh fish, and the prices paid the fishermen have
been so low that they could afford to fish only because fish could be captured easily
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and abundantly. Even under such conditions the herring have been much reduced
in numbers, and with the increased effort that is certain to accompany the ever
increasing prices paid for these fish the species 5tande in danger of being decimated.

Leucichthys artedi of Lake Nipigon

The Lake Nipigon herring is similar to the Erie form, except that it is not known
to grow so large. The largest specimen seen by me measured only 253 millimeters,
while in Lake Erie individuals of more than 300 millimeters are common. The
principal characters of systematic value that can be expressed numerically are
compared below for the forms of the two lakes. On account of the small size of the
Nipigon specimens the group of less than 225 millimeters is compared with the simi
lar group from Erie (all of them necessarily albus, as no small artedi were collected in
Lake Erie) in those characters that are expressed in proportional values. Figures are
given also for a similar group of artedi from Lake Michigan.
Gill rakers on the first branchial arch: HIS:

Erie, (41) 44-48 (53).5S Erie, (3.6) 3.7-4 (4.2).
Michigan, (41) 46-50 (55).5g Michigan, (3.4) 3.6-3.9 (4.1).
Nipigon, (41) 46-49 (53).60 Nipigon, (3.6) 3.7-3.9 (4.2).

Lateral-line scales: PvIP:
Erie, (64) 71-81 (89). Erie, (1.6) 1.8-2 (2.2).
Michigan, (68) 77-87 (94).5g Michigan, (1.6) 1.8-2.1 (2.5).
Nipigon, (65) 71-76 (81).60 Nipigon, (1.5) 1.6-1.8 (2).

L/H: AviV:
Erie, (3.9) 4.2-4.4 (4.7). Erie, (1.3) 1.4-1.6 (1.8).
Michigan, (4) 4.2-4.5 (4.6). Michigan, (1.3) 1.5-1.7 (2).
Nipigon, (3.9) 4.1-4.3 (4.6). Nipigon, (1.3) 1.5-1.6 (1.7).

HIE: LID:
Erie, (3.7) 3.9-4.1 (4.4). Erie, (2.8) 3.6-4 (4.3).
Michigan, (3.5) 3.7-4 (4.3). Michigan, (4.1) 4.4-5 (5.8).
Nipigon, (3.5) 3.7-4 (4.1). Nipigon, (3.8) 4.1-4.6 (5).

HIM:
Erie, (2.5) 2.6-2.8 (3.1).
Michigan, (2.4) 2.7-3 (3.1).
Nipigon, (2.6) 2.7-2.8 (3).

The figures show that the Nipigon race has, on the average, fewer lateral-line
scales, less body depth, and longer pectoral fins than the albus form of Erie. The
other differences can not be called significant in view of the disparity in the size of the
specimens in the two groups. In respect to other characters given for the typical
form under the general description the Nipigon form agrees rather closely, except that
possibly the jaw tends to be a trifle longer and the fin rays tend to be slightly more
numerous. Compared with small specimens of the artedi type of Michigan, which are
probably very like those that might be found in Lake Erie, the Lake Nipigon race has
still fewer lateral-line scales and still longer pectoral fins and probably also longer
ventral fins than albus, but its body depth is greater on the average.

18 The number of Erie fish examined to obtain the figures for gill rakers Is 313, for lateral-line scales 750. The proportional figures
are given for 125 Individuals between the length limits of 128 and 224 millimeters, most of them more than 190 millimeters.

II Figures for Lake Michigan so marked are based on an examination of 391 specimens ranging In length from 127 to 367 milli
meters. All figures for proportions are given for the specimens less than 225 millimeters In length, 150 In number.

10 Figures for Lake Nipigon so designated are based on an examination of 84'llpeolmens ranging In size from 138 to 253 millimeters.
In other computations pertaining to Nipigon speolmens 71 Individuals ranging up to 225 millimeters are represented. most of them
less than 100 millimeters long.
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The color in life was not recorded. Fish observed swimming around the dock at
Macdiarmid showed the characteristic blue green color on the back, and it is likely
that the two forms are not very different in coloration. Preserved specimens from
which all color has faded are only a trifle darker on the dorsal surface, and the fins
also somewhat more pigmented. The anal and the ventrals frequently show more
or less pigment.

No specimens were seen during the breeding season, and it is not known that
pearl organs are developed. It is probable, however, that they are, and their develop
ment is not likely to differ from that exhibited by the species in the other lakes.

VARIATIONS

Racial variations.-So few specimens have been collected from any part of the
lake that nothing can be said about the development of local races. No tendencies
to vary in a definite direction are indicated by any of the specimens that I have seen.

Size variations.-Only 13 individuals 225 millimeters or more in length have been
collected, and none of these are more than 253 millimeters long, so that it is not
possible to form two contrasting size groups. The meager data given in Tables 8
to 11, where the specimens of 225 millimeters or more in length are compared in
several characters with the group of smaller individuals, and Table 76, in which two
specimens of less than 200 millimeters are compared extensively with eight of more
than that limit, do not indicate any changes with growth, unless it be that the eye
becomes relatively smaller. Specimens usually are sexually mature at 165 millimeters
and occasionally even at 140.

COMPARISONS

In external characters artedi is very like nipigon. Apparently it does not grow
so large as this form, which often is found over 300 millimeters in length, as compared
with the largest collected artedi at 253 ·millimeters. The most trenchant difference
between the two species, however, is the number of gill rakers on the first branchial
arch, which in artedi are not known to number more than 53, while in nipigon no speci
mens are known with less than 54. The eye in artedi appears also to average dis
tinctly larger. There are no specimens with a higher value for HIE than 4.1, and
only two specimens of nipigon with a lower value than 4.1. The artedi, however, are
on the average much smaller than the nipigon, and in specimens of comparable size
the differences probably would not be so well marked. The maxillary, snout, and
paired fins also average shorter in artedi, and the body has much less depth. No
collected specimens of artedi have a value for LID less than 3.8, while 66 per cent of
the tullibees have a value less than 3.8. These characters may be compared better
by consulting Tables 76 and 80, in which 10 specimens of each species are analyzed in
detail. The fins of artedi, especially the paired fins and the anal, show less pigment
than in nipigon, in which form almost all are invariably and often considerably pig
mented. Another valuable criterion for separating· the species is the state of the
sex organs. No specimen of nipigon has been found to be sexually mature under 250
millimeters in length, while artedi usually is mature at 165 millimeters or less.

A discussion of the differences between artedi and the other species of Leucichthys
in the lake is given under the heading" Comparisons" in the accounts of these species.
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As in the other lakes, the herring of Lake Nipigon move in schools, and these
schools are seen often off the dock at Macdiarmid. No commercial fishing operations
whatever are conducted on Lake Nipigon for herring, or for any other species of
Leucichthys, for that matter, and all that is known about the occurrence and distri
bution of the species in the lake has been learned from the employment of small
meshed nets by the University of Toronto investigators and me. The data from
these nets indicate that herring occur throughout the lake at suitable depths. The
locations in the lake from which specimens have been obtained are given in Table 75,
and they are platted in Figure 2.

SEASONAL MOVEMENTS

Nothing is known about seasonal movements, as the University of Toronto
investigators always have been engaged only in summer and have made no particular
efforts to study the habits of herring. Sets of nets were made during the summer,
however, at all depths to 65 fathoms, and it is interesting to note in Table 75 that
between July 16 and September 11 in several seasons no numbers of individuals were
taken in the netting at depths of more than 15 fathoms. The deepest set that showed
herring was made by me off Macdiarmid in 30 fathoms on July 28,1922, and only one
individual was present among dozens of other Leucichthys (record 1). It is
probable, then, that the species at no time frequents great depths and during the
summer either traverses the surface waters of the open lake, as in Lake Superior, or
sinks to depths of 15 fathoms or less. The schools, in that case, without doubt come
ashore in fall to spawn.

BREEDING HABITS

Nothing is known of the time of spawning, but none of the individuals collected
as late as September showed well-developed sex organs, and the two specimens taken
on October 26, 1922 (record 21), were not yet ripe. The spawning season is probably
in late November, as in Lake Superior, and the spawning grounds are probably in
shallow water, as is usual for the species.

Leucichthys artedi artedi and artedi I;llbus of Lake Ontario

The artedi of Ontario are variable, as in Lake Erie, and the same two types are
represented, namely the terete blueback and the deep, more compressed form. The
latter, however, is usually always elliptical in side view in Lake Ontario. The differ
ence between the two types in Lake Ontario is largely in this aforementioned body
shape and color, and as these characters, excepting the length-depth ratio (LID), do
not lend themselves to numerical expression, the characters that can be expressed
thus may be combined for both types for comparison with the combined types for
Lake Erie. The races may be compared better and in more detail in Tables 67 and
78, where 20 large albus and 10 large'artedi for Lake Erie and 10 large specimens near
est the artedi type and 10 nearest the albus type for Lake Ontario are analyzed. The
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two types of Ontario are discussed further under the section "Variations." Tho
various characters of systematic value are compared below:

Gill rakers on the first branchial arch: HIS:
Erie, (41) 44-48 (53).61 Erie, (3.6) 3.8-4 (4.5).
Ontario, (41) 46-50 (54).62 Ontario, (3.4) 3.7-4 (4.5).

Scales in the lateral line: Pv/P:
Erie, (64) 71-81 (89). Erie, (1.6) 1.9-2.1 (2.5).
Ontario, (66) 73-82 (89). Ontario, (1.7) 1.9-2.1 (2.5).

L/H: AviV:
Erie, (4.1) 4.3-4.7 (5.2). Erie, (1.4) 1.6-1.8 (2.1).
Ontario, (3.7) 4.3-4.7 (5). Ontario, (1.3) 1.5-1.8 (2).

HIE: LID:
Erie, (3.8) 4.2-4.5 (4.9). Erie, (2.8) 3.3-3.7 (4.8).
Ontario, (3.9) 4.1-4.4 (4.9). Ontario, (2:9) 3.6-4.3 (5).

HIM:
Erie, (2.5) 2.7-2.9 (3.3).
Ontario, (2.5) 2.7-2.9 (3.3).

It appears from the foregoing that the composite collections have similar char
acters. Only the body-depth ratio appears to be different in the two forms, Erie
fish averaging deeper.

The color in life is, in general, like that of the Erie form. The deep-water indi
viduals average paler than those from shallow water, even though they may, in other
respects, be exactly like them, and often show pinkish bases to the fins, especially the·
abdominal ones. It is possible that the presence of the pinkish color is due to conges
tion caused by the constriction of the net threads. The shoal form is colored about
like the Erie blueback.

The males and at least some females develop pearl organs in the breeding season.
Specimens collected off Bronte, Ontario, on November 23, 1917, show pearls that
differ in development in no material way from those described for the typical form.

VARIATIONS

Racial variations.-There are two more or less distinct types of herring in Lake'
Ontario, as in Lake Erie. While in Lake Erie the slender blue-backed type is compar
atively rare and the herring population is constituted primarily of deep, somewhat
compressed individuals, the reverse is the case in Lake Ontario, except that the deep
form is much more abundant, relatively, than the Erie blueback. The most typical
specimens of this deep-water variety have been taken on the spawning grounds of the
west shore of the lake (records 1 and 2). The most typical specimens of the shoal
type are those from Wellers Bay and South Bay (records 5 and 7). The rest are
more or less intermediate. This deep-water form has a deeper, somewhat more com
pressed body and averages paler in color than the herring from the shoals, but a com
parison of other characters shows no important differences. Its appearance, therefore,
is quite like that of the typical albus of Erie. The other herring of the lake are about

01 These figures for Lake Erie are based on an examination of 313 speclm~ns ranging in length from 128 to 402 millimeters. Those
for scales are based on 750 specimens of the same size range, but figures for proportions are based only on 163 of the specimens 225
millimeters or more long.

o. These figures for Lake Ontario are based on an examination of 254 specimens ranging in length from 155 to 366 millimeters.
Those for scales are given for 266 specimens of the same size range. All other figures are based on an examination of 205 individuals
ranging In length from 225 to 366 millimeters.
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like the Erie bluebacks, except that, on the average, they probably have somewhat
longer paired fins.

Size variations.-Very few small herring have been examined, and these are from
varied situations in the lake, so that nothing can be stated conclusively about the
changes with growth; but a comparison of the characters in Tables 8 to 11 for large
and small individuals indicates, as is to be expected, that the head and eye are larger,
relatively, and the paired fins longer in the small individuals. Other data indicate
that the maxillary and snout are relatively somewhat longer in small fish and the body
depth less. Ranges of values for the characters follow:

L/H: Pv/P:
Large fish, (3.7) 4.3-4.7 (5). Large fish, (1.7) 1.9-2.1 (2.5).
Small fish, (3.9) 4.1-4.4 (4.6). Small fish, (1.6) 1.8-2 (2.2).

HIE: AviV:
Large fish, (3.9) 4.1-4.4 (4.9). Large fish. (1.3) 1.5-1.8 (2).
Small fish, (3.8) 4-4.2 (4.4). Small fish, (1.2) 1.4-1.6 (1.7).

HIM: LID:
Large fish, (2.5) 2.7-2.9 (3.3). Large fish, (2.9) 3.6-4.3 (5).
Small fish, (2.5) 2.6-2.8 (3). Sma]] fish, (3.4) 3.7-4.4 (4.8).

HIS:
Large fish, (3.4) 3.7-4 (4.5).
Small fish, (3.6) 3.8-3.9 (4.2).

All the specimens collected, even the smallest one of 155 millimeters, were
sexually mature.

COMPARISONS

A discussion of the differences between artedi and the other species of Leucichthys,
except nigripinnis, occurring in Lake Ontario is given under the heading" Compari
sons" in the accounts of these species.

From nigripinnis the species probably was distinguished chiefly by the more
elliptical ol1tline of the body, as seen from the side, by its firmer and drier flesh, and
by its shorter maxillary, snout, and paired fins. Nigripinnis spawned a month
later, also.

GEOGRAPHICAL DISTRIBUTION

Herring occur throughout the lake, though only in a few localities are they
abundant enough to be commercially important. The largest catches are made in
the deep water at the western end of the lake and in shallow water at the east end,
from the Bay of Quinte region to as far west as Sodus Point on the New York shore.
They occur in the eastern waters in relatively deep water during the summer and
are fished for to some extent. Specimens have been collected at many ports. The data
for these are given in Table 77 and are shown platted on the chart in Figure 7.

METHODS OF CAPTURE

Virtually all of the herring in the Canadian waters are taken with gill nets.
These nets have been of 27'2-inch mesh in the western waters and of 3-inch mesh
elsewhere. In New York waters gill nets, which must be of 3-inch mesh, are employed
widely, exclusively when the fish are off the shore; but when the fish come ashore to
spawn, especially in Chaumont Bay and Sodus Bay, they are taken lar.ge1y by trap
nets. These nets may be floated even at that season.



510 BULLETIN OF THE BUREAU OF FISHERIES

SEASONAL MOVEMENTS

As in the other lakes, the schools of herring in Lake Ontario move inshore in
spring and fall. There is no evidence to indicate that they remain inshore during the
winter, and on account of the violence of currents in the lake to depths of 30 fathoms
and more, even in summer, it is not likely that any numbers of herring brave the
turbulent conditions that must obtain often on the shores in winter. -

Data on occurrence in the herring nets in spring and fall.-In the western waters
of the lake, off the ports from Niagara, N. Y., to Bronte, Ontario, and also somewhat
farther eastward, the principal herring is the deep-water .form. These fish, according
to the testimony of many fishermen, replaced the "cisco" (probably Leucichthys hoyi
and nigripinnis) which supported a fishery since about 1860. These ciscoes declined
in abundance toward the end of the century, and the fishermen are of the opinion that
the territory formerly occupied by them has been taken over by the blue-backed or
shore herring. The deep..,water fish are little different from their shore relatives
except that they are fatter (see p. 508), and the fishermen may be right in their postulate
that they are descendants from them. At any rate, shore herring are not common
along the west end, but some do occur along the shores and in Burlington Bay in
October and November, and some few again in April and May. The deep..water
form is now taken most abundantly in fall, when it settles to the bottom to spawn.
The schools move within a few miles of shore in 15 to 30 fathoms of water about
October 1 and are densest in November. The catch usually drops off abruptly -after
early December, but sometimes enough fish remain on the grounds to permit the
continuation, of fishing operations through the winter.

Latterly the herring catches have dropped off and winter fishing has been dis
continued for the most part. These fish are not taken in summer. The fishermen
have suggested that they swim off the bottom at that season, and, as. will be seen
later, this explanation is probably sound. At Brighton, Ontario, according to
Harry and W. A. Quick, the herring come onto the shoals around Octbber 1 and
by November 1 enter the Wellers and Presque Isle Bays and also the Bay of Quinte.
They are said to remain until the bays freeze. In the spring they are again present
on the shoals during the month of May but do not enter the bays at this time. At
Sandy Pond, N. Y" according to Perry Bartlett, the fish come onto the lake's shores
in early October and enter the Sandy Ponds in early November. They return to the
lake after spawning, in early December, and do not come ashore again in spring.
At Sodus Point, N. Y., Hurd Doville says the herring schools come ashore around
October 1 and move into Sodus Bay and onto the beaches about November 1. The
fish leave the bay abruptly after spawning, and Mr. Doville says that from 1914 to
1920, seven years for which he has records, the date of departure was between
December 3 and.5, regardless of weather conditions. A few enter the bay again in
spring when the ice leaves, but they are more numerous on the beaches in water as
shallow as 20 feet. They remain only about three weeks and are gone by the middle
of May into deep water, where they may be taken occasionally during July. In
and about Chaumont Bay many herring come ashore to spawn, as in Sodus Bay.
At Wilson, N. Y., herring formerly were at 15 to 20 fathoms in October and November,
according to Timothy Wilson, but commercial fishing has been abandoned practically
at this port in the last 25 years, and now very few are taken.
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Data on summer occurrence.-The herring are not followed in the spring because
other fish can be taken in greater quantity at that time, and the only data we have
on the location of the herring schools in sUIhmer are from the east end of the lake.
On Lake Ontario few fishermen claim ever .to have seen herring swimming at the
surface in the open lake, a .phenomenon not uncommonly witnessed in the upper
lakes where the water is cooler, and the belief is held generally that these fish sink
to the bottom and remain there during the warm months. On the eastern New
York shores, off Sandy Pond, Selkirk, and Port -Ontario, within the last 10 years,
and within the last two years off Oswego, the fishermen have taken to herring fishing
when the whitefish fell off or they employed herring nets along with the whitefish
nets. The herring are found, according to Perry Bartlett, Garry Tifft, and Jacob

-Fickeis, fishermen at the aforementioned 'ports, from May, when the nets are put
in, to about September in 20 to 30 fathoms of water and even deeper. The lifts
during July and August are best, and the herring run large, as nets of 3-inch mesh
are used exclusively. Lifts examined by me off Selkirk on July 11, 1921, in about
30 fathoms, and off Sandy Pond on August 24, 1923, at about the same depth,
showed herring to occur in these waters in abundance. A lift witnessed on September
1, 1923, off Oswego in 30 fathoms had few fish, although Mr. Fickeis said that in
August the lifts had been so heavy that it had been impossible to dispose of the fish
caught. About September the lifts drop off in the deep water, and the fish appar
ently rise above the bottom at that season. Mr. Fickeis used a number of deep
bull nets employed on Lake Erie, which fish up to 25 feet above the bottom, and on
September 1 it was only in these nets that any quantity of herring was taken.

The occurrence of herring in abundance at depths of 30 fathoms is unlmown in
any other lake except Erie, where it is known that they occupy the maximum depths
of 30 to 35 fathoms in December; but this situation may be accounted for by the
peculiar limnological conditions in Lake Ontario. In none of the other lakes are
nets in danger during a blow in 30 fathoms, and except in the colder months such
nets usually would show no influence of the wind. In Lake Ontario, on the other
hand, summer breezes may demolish netting by the induced currents at depths of
30 fathoms. Nets lifted on August 24, 1923, off Sandy Pond from 30 fathoms, after
one of the breezes usually experienced in late summer, were practically destroyed
by the debris that the currents swept into them. Tree trunks 10 feet long and
4 inches and more in diameter were among the detritus. The force of the currents
is greatest in the shallow water and no doubt diminishes toward the deeper water,
so that to escape these unsettled conditions the herring may seek refuge in water
deeper than in the other lakes. Unfortunately, no temperature readings' were taken
anywhere on Lake Ontario, so that it is not lmown whether temperature is a factor
in this depth migration of the herring. The maximum depth to which individuals
migrate is not known, but a few specimens were taken in 3 to 3~ inch gill nets lifted
on :August 30, 1923, off Sandy Pond, N. Y., from 60 fathoms, and on September 4,.
1923, off Oswego, N. Y., from 70 to 75 fathoms (records 9 and 12).

The records of the fishermen covering commercial-fishing operations for the her
ring thus show that they begin to move ashore in commercial qUaIitities in early
October and that they continue on these grounds until the ice forms in early December.
The deep-water form at the western end of the lake comes no nearer shore than 1&
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to 30 fathoms in the fall, but elsewhere the migration is onto the shoals and into the
bays. None of the fish are known to remain in shallow water during the winter,
and only at a few ports are they known to return to shallow water again in the spring,
though it is probable that the onshore movement at that season is general. At
Bronte and Brighton, Ontario, and at Sodus Point, N. Y., some fish are present on
the shoals in May. In summer the herring at the west end are said to swim off the
bottom and are not fished for, while those at the east end congregate at depths of
20 to 30 fathoms and even to 75 fathoms from May to September, where they are
taken at times when market conditions are favorable or when no other species of
fish is to be had in marketable quantities. There are no fishing operations of any
consequence on the American shore except· at the eastern end of the lake, and on
the Oanadian shore fish other than herring occupy the attention of the fishermen
except in the fall.

BREEDING HABITS

The inshore migration in the fall is for the purpose of spawning. Except for
the deep-water form at the western end of the lake, which spawns at depths of 15
to 30 fathoms presumably on clay bottom, the herring elsewhere spawn on the shoals
anQ. in the bays as shallow as 10 feet. The bottom selected is sand, as a rule, though
in the bays pond conditions obtain and the bottom is usually carpeted with the last
previous summer's growth of Myriaphyllum, Oeratophyllum, and .Utricularia. The
time of spawning is usually from the middle to the last of November, and the season,
according to the fishermen, lasts about 10 days.

Hurd Doville, who has fished herring in Sodus Bay for the last 15 years, says
that the larger males appear first on the grounds, and after spawning is nearly finished
there is a run of small males. The fish are caught best in gill nets when spawning,
and Perry Bartlett says usually they are taken at the bottom of the netting at this
time, which indicates that they spawn near the ground. After spawning, the fish
leave abruptly. It is not known definitely when the young, which are hatched in
the bays, enter the lake.

VALUE AS FOOD

The western deep-water herring are of the same quality as those of Lake Erie
.and often are prepared smoked on account of their oily flesh. Other herring are less
fat and are not esteemed generally, but there is some demand for them locally, and
at certain seasons they can be disposed of to advantage in the New York markets.

RELATIVE ABUNDANCE

Herring have been fished for on Lake Ontario for more than 50 years. In the
western waters there has been a decrease in their numbers, according to statistics
and according to the testimony of fishermen. The herring fisheries now exploited
in the Bay of Quinte region and in the eastern American waters are of relatively
recent origin, and ill the last decade they have become of great importance in the
fisheries of the lake. Perry Bartlett is of the opinion that there has been a decline
in the number of herring at Sandy Pond. Hurd Doville, who has fished them at
Sodus Bay for the last 15 years, says the runs have not been good for the last five falls.
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George Jones, a fisherman at Sodus, says that at one time the herring disappeared
entirely for a number of years from Sodus and returned later in abundance, and the
fishermen are now expecting them to disappear once more.

LEUCICHTHYS NIPIGON Koelz

Leucichthys nipigon, l(oelz, 1925, pp. 1-3, Lake Nipigon; Dymond, 1926, pp. 61-62, PI. II, Lake
Nipigon.

This species is not known to occur in any of ·the Great Lakes proper, but speci
mens have been seen from Lake Winnipeg and from Black Sturgeon Lake near Lake
Nipigon. (Fig. 28.)

The type is a male specimen (catalogue No. 87092, U. S. National Museum)
282 millimeters in length to the base of the caudal, collected in Lake Nipigon off
Macdiarmid at a depth of 30 fathoms on July 28, 192,2.

The fish grows to a larger size than any species of Leucichthys seen from the
Great Lakes, though it is possible that when these waters were virgin, as Lake Nipi
:gon now is, some individuals of the larger species in the Great Lakes equaled those
·of this form in this respect. The largest specimen I have seen is from the University
()f Toronto collection and measures 447 millimeters. Examples longer than 300
millimeters are common. The flesh appears to be dry, like that of lake herring
(artedi), and the shape of the body is very close to that of the deep-bodied, compressed,
tullibee type of this form; namely, it is elliptical in outline as seen from the side.
In the case of the largest examples, however, the anterior dorsal contour may rise
rather sharply at the occiput over two-thirds its course and then continue to the
dorsal insertion with little further elevation. The body is relatively very deep,
especially in the larger individuals, and is moderately compressed; the depth is
contained in the total length 3.5 [(3) 3.3-3.8 (4.1)] 63 times. The body width has
been so altered by artificial compression that in the preserved material at hand it
does not appear worth while to record the proportional relations of this character.
The head is moderately elongated and is contained 4 [(3.8) 3.9-4.1 (4.5)] times in
the total length. Its dorsal profile is nearly straight usually. The premaxillaries
are directed forward and make an angle of about 55° with the horizontal axis of the
head. The snout is eontained 3.8 [(3.3) 3.5-3.8 (4)] times in the head length; the
eye 4.4 [(3.8) 4.4-4.6 (5.2)] times; and the maxillary 2.7 [(2.5-2.7 (3.1)] times.
The mandible in the type is equal in length to the upper jaw, but in the paratypes
it is often somewhat longer or shorter. The gill rakers on the first branchial arch
number 19 + 37 [19-21 (24) + 35-37 (43) = (54) 56-59 (66)]. The scales in the
lateral lines are 75 [(68) 72-77 (82)] in number. Scale rows 64 around the body just
in front of the dorsal and ventrals number 42 [(41) 43-45]; just in front of the adipose
and anus, 33 [(32) 33-34 (35)]; around the caudal peduncle at its commencement,
23 [(23) 24-25 (27)]. 'The pectorals are very long, being contained in the distance
from their insertion to the ventrals 1.8 [(1.4) 1.5-1.7 (1.9)] times. The ventrals also
are long. Their length divided into the distance from their origin to the insertion
of the anal equals 1.6 [(1.3) 1.4-1.5 (1.7)]. There are 10 [10-11]64 dorsal rays,

81 These and unmarked figures are based on measurements of 43 paratypes ranging in length from 220 to 447 millimeters.
o. Ten speeimens.
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12 [11-12 (13)] 64 anal tays, 12 [12 (13)],64 ventral rays, 15 [(15) 16-17 (18)] 64 pectoral
rays, and 8 [8-9 (10)] 64 branchiostegal rays.

The appearance of the species in life is silvery, with the underlying tints of green
and the superficial iridescence that characterize all the Great Lakes forms of Leu
cichthys. Preserved specimens show moderate pigmentation on the back but
heavier pigment on the cranium. The prenarial region is often nearly black, as is
the tip of the mandible. The preorbital area and the maxillary also are always pig
mented. The dorsal and caudal fins are widely margined with smoky, the hue
being deepest on the short rays of the caudal. The paired fins and the anal always
show more or less of pigment.

No breeding fish have been seen, and it is not known that pearl organs are
developed in the breeding season, but it is likely that they are.

VARIATIONS

Racial variations.-Very few specimens have been examined, and it is not pos
sible to state from the material at hand whether there are races within the species.

Size variations.-Sixteen of the forty-four specimens are less than 300 milli
meters in length. A comparison of these with the larger fish indicates that the head,
eye, maxillary, and paired fins become proportionally smaller with growth and the
body depth increases proportionally. The figures follow:
L/H: Pv/P:

Large fish, (3.9) 4-4.1 (4.5). Large fish, (1.5) 1.7-1.8 (1.9).
Small fish, (3.8) 3.9-4 (4.1). Small fish, (1.4) 1.5-1.6 (1.8).

HIE: AvIV:
Large fish, (4.4) 4.6-4.8 (5.2). Large fish, 1.4-1.6 (1.7).
Small fish, (3.8) 4.2-4.4 (4.5). Small fish, (1.2) 1.4-1.5 (1.6).

HIS: LID:
Large fish, (3.3) 3.5-3.8 (4). Large fish, (3) 3.3-3.6 (3.7).
Small fish, (3.5) 3.7-3.8 (4). . Small fish, (3.5) 3.8-4 (4.1).

HIM:
Large fish, (2.5) 2.7-2.8 (3.1).
Small fish, 2.5-2.8.

All but one of the specimens under 300 millimeters have been found sexually
immature.

COMPARISONS

A discussion of the differences between nipigon and the other species of Leu
cichthys occurring in Lake Nipigon is given under the heading "Comparisons" in
the accounts of these species..

GEOGRAPHICAL DISTRIBUTION

The data from my nets and those of the University of Toronto investigators set
during the summers of 1921, 1922, 1923, and 1924 are given in Table 79 and platted
on the lake chart in Figure 2 and indicate that this species is found throughout
Lake Nipigon.

BATHYMETRIC DISTRIBUTION

Very little is known about the depth preferences of nipigon. The data that
we have are obtained, for the most part, from the use of nets that were of too large

.. Ten specimens.
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mesh to gill any but extreme examples-namely, the 47\;-inch whitefish nets. Some
nets of 27\; and 2%, inch mesh were set by me on July 26, 1922, off the source of the
Nipigon River in 10 to 15 fathoms (record 10) and took 11 individuals along with 129
other Leucichthys, and a set made on July 28, 1922, off Macdiarmid in 30 fathoms
(record 1) took only 3 out of 251. The same nets set on July 28, 1922, off Livingston
Point in 56 fathoms took no individuals of the species. What data we have, there
fore, indicate that the species is found in shallow water during the summer, at least.
Dymond (1926) also suggests that it is a shallow-water form.

BREEDING HABITS

Nothing is known about the breeding habits of the species. None of the speci
mens taken from July to October showed sexual glands either ripe or recently spent,
so that the spawning season must fall later than October and earlier than July.

Genus COREGONUS Linnaeus

The Great Lakes fish of the genus are relatively large. They are usually imma
ture under 2 pounds and attain a weight of more than 20 pounds. The body is
~ompressed laterally; its width is equal to about 50 per cent of its depth. The pre
maxillaries are wider (dorsal-ventral measurement) than long and retrorse in position.

A B
FIG. 27.-0penings of Bnostril in Prosopium (A) Bnd in Coregonus (b)

The two openings of each nostril are separated by two flaps. (Fig. 27.) The exposed
area of the scales of the lateral line is not conspicuously smaller than that of those of
the adjacent rows. The gill rakers on the first branchial arch are usually less than 32
and more than 20. Vestigial teeth are usually present on the premaxillaries, pala
tines, mandible, and tongue. The prefrontal bone is moderately developed, more
than in Prosopium but less than in Leucichthys. The carina of the frontals extends
to the frontal-parietal suture.

COREGONUS CLUPEAFORMIS Mitchill

THE WHITEFISH (FIG. 29)

SaZmo eZupeajormis Mitchill, 1818, p. 321, Sault Ste. Marie.
Coregonus cZupeijormis Evermann and Smith, 1896, pp. 297-301, pI. 17, Great Lakes.
Coregonus cZupeajormis Jordan and Evermann, 1911, pp. 35-37, fig. 19, PI. VI, Great Lakes except

Erie; Dymond, 1926, pp. 55-57, Lake Nipigon. ' .
SaZmo otsego Clinton, 1822, pp. 1-6, fig., Otsego Lake.
Coregonus Zabradoricus Richardson, Evermann and Smith, 1896, pp. 302-305, pI. 19, Great Lakes;

probably also Richardson, 1836, Labrador. .
Coregop,u8 8apidis~mt{.s Agassi2l, 1850, pp. 344-348, Lllt~(l Superior.
Coregonus latior Agassiz, 1850, pp. 348-351, Lake Superior.
Coregonus neo-Hantoniensis Prescott, 1851, p. 343, Lake Winnepesaukee.
Coregonus aZbu8 LeSueur, Jordan and Evermann, 1911, pp. 37-38, PI. VI, Lakes Erie and St. Clair;

not of LeSueur, 1818.



516 BULLETIN OF THE BUREAU OF FISHERIES

The whitefish was described originally from a epecimen taken in St. Marys
River below the falls. The type is not known to exist.

The whitefish is distributed generally throughout the Great Lakes. It is the largest
and most valuable of the coregonids. The maximum size attained varies with the
locality, but from the most favorable areas individuals have been reported weighing
26 pounds or more. Such large fish are now rare everywhere. In most of the lake5
the largest fish now caught weigh 8 or 10 pounds, and bm few examples so large are
obtained annually. The species inhabits by preference the shallower water and
spawns in late faU. In all of the bodies of water except Erie and Ontario the white
fish races are quite similar in appearance. Those from Lakes Erie and Ontario tend
to have proportionally deeper bodies, and the Erie race is distinguished further by
having, on the average, lewer lateral-line scales and probably fewer pectoral rays and
scale rows. .

A description of the Lake Michigan form is given as typical for the sake of uni
formity of arrangement of the various section~ of the text, most of the other types.
of Great Lakes coregonids having originated in that lake. The whitefish of Lake
Huron, which the St. Marys River fish probably most nearly resembles, is, moreover,.
virtually identical in its characters with the whitefish of Lake Michigan.

Coregonus clupeafor.mis of Lake Michigan

The body is compressed, fusiform, and rather elongate, with its greatest depth
through a point just in front of the dorsal. This dimension varies considerably, but
for specimens under 40 centimeters in length it is contained (3.3) 3.9-4.3 (4.8) 65

times in the total length. Larger fish, especially the females, certainly would aver
age deeper. From the occiput the dorsal profile curves upward to the insertion of
the dorsal fin. In specimens up to about 272 pounds in weight (about 420 milli
meters long) the rise of this curve is even and gradual, but in larger specimens its
cranial half rises more rapidly than the caudal, while the caudal half continues with
little further elevation. Thus, the predorsal profile becomes more convex in large
fish, wherefore the fishermen often call them "bowbacks." The base of the dorsal
usually is somewhat inclined caudally toward the lateral line. It often lies below
the general level of the back. The contour line between the dorsal and the adipose
is nearly straight. The ventral profile descends in a gentle curve from the tip of the
mandible to the ventralsand then rises in a sharper curve to the caudal peduncle.
The head, viewed from the side, is relatively small and of little depth and varies in
shape from obtuse triangular to acute, according to the shape of the snout. Its
length is contained (4.2) 4.4-4.8 (5.3) times in the length of the fish. Its dorsal
profile varies from a nearly straight line to a faint double curve. In the latter case
the curve is convex from the tip of the snout to a point above the caudal margin of
the eye and concave from the latter point to the occiput. The convexity of the
anterior dorsal contour is often very pronounced in large individuals. The ventral

61 These and succeeding figures (unless otherwisemarked) are b!lSed on an examination of 126 specimens ranging In length from
179 to 483 millimeters. All but two of these are less than 2 pounds in weight, such specimens having been selected for reasons 0'
economy and convenience. In the proportional vallJes given for these specimens, therefore, it should be borne In mind that larger
specimens may regularly have values, particularly for L/lI and lI/E, that will not fit in the nsual range of these values given for
the smaller fish, and which may even fall outside the extremes here recorded. The changes accompanying growth are considered
In a succeeding paragraph.



BUI~L. U. S. B. F., 1928. (Doc. 1048.)

FIG. 28.-Lcltcichlliys nipigon Koelz, the tullibee. Male (type), 282 millimeters long, taken in Lake Nipigon in Orient DIIY in 30
[llthoms on Jnly 28, 1922

FIG. 20.-COl'Cg01l'l/8 cll/.1JC!I[orlllis Mitchill, the whiterIsh. Immature rIsh, 305 millimeters long, tllken in LlIke Duron in 'l'hunfler
Bay in 8 to 10 Fathoms on September 24, 1917

FlO. 30.-Pl'o.wpiulII ljlwtlri/!llrmlr Richardson, the pilot. Female, 275 millimeter: long, tnken in I.ake Duron oIT the Duek Islllnds
ill 2 [nthoms on Oetober 22, 1919
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profile of the head is straight. The cheeks are nearly flat, converging slightly in a
downward direction. The dorsal surface is triangular. The sides of the triangle
converge gradually from its base at the occiput, so that the snout is not sharply
compressed and its apex is rounded in front by the retrorse premaxillaries. The
width of the head through the nares is about 22 to 23 per cent of its length. A heavy
median keel, becoming heaviest in the center of its course, runs from the occiput to
the premaxillaries; as a result, the cranial surface is distinctly convex from side to
side. The ventral surface is like the dorsal, but nearly flat from side to side. The
branchiostegal membrane is supported by (8) 9-10 rays. Their proximal margins
run in a nearly smooth line with the outer lateral margin of the longest ray, so that
the entire figure is saber shaped. The borders of the isthmus are only slightly con
vergent and join the mandible without uniting. The mandible is not conspicuously
compressed. The premaxillaries are wider (dorso-ventral measurement) than long
and are retrorse in position, making the mouth inferior. The extent of their back
ward slant determines the shape of the snout, which may be elongate and tapering
or nearly truncate. Its length is contained in the head length (3.2) 3.4-3.7 (4.1)
times and is nearly equal to the short maxillary, which is contained (3) 3.2-3.4 (3.8)
times. The maxillary is always pigmented and seldom extends beyond the anterior
edge of the pupil. The eye is relatively small, decreasing conspicuously in relative
size with age, and is contained between 3.8 and 5 times in the head in the specimens
examined. For specimens under 250 millimeters in length the value is usually 3.9-4.3;
in specimens 250 to 350 millimeters long 4.4-4.8, and in larger fish more than 4.8.
The pupil is roundish, with usually a conspicuous angle in front, from which charac
teristic the name Coregonus has been applied to such fishes. The gill rakers on the
first branchial arch are (9) 10-11 (12) + (14) 16-17 (19) = (24) 26-28 (30).66

The scales in the lateral line number (74) 81-88 (93).67 Scale rows 68 around
the body just in front of the dorsal and ventrals number (46) 48-50 (52); in front
of the adipose and anus, (36) 37-39 (40); around the caudal peduncle at its com
mencement,25-27 (28). The length of the pectorals in contained (1.5) 1.7-2 (2.3)
times in the distance from their origin to that of the ventrals. The ventral length
is contained (1.3) 1.5-1.8 (2) times in the distance between their origin and that of
the anal. The adipose is scaled often to one-third its extent and is variable in size.
There are (10) 11 (12) 68 dorsal, ventral, and anal rays and (14) 15-16 (17) 68 pec
toral rayS. (See also fig. 12.)

The color in life has been recorded incompletely but is not different from that
given under this heading for the Lake Superior form.. -

COLOR IN ALCOHOL

Most of the specimens preserved show the entire dorsal surface suffused with a
more or less smoky, sometimes nearly black, hue, which diminishes in intensity to
the lateral line and is absent below it, though pigment dots are present to the
belly. The hue on the back is often darkest in front of the nares, descending onto
the retrorse premaxillaries but usually stopping abruptly before reaching their

.. One-hundred and fifty-one specimens.
" One hundred and ninety-one specimens.
01 Twenty specimens.
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cutting edge. Pigment dots usually are grouped in bands around the free margins
of the scales, the bands showing best below the lateral line where the dusky hue
is absent. Above the lateral line and on the back there are often, especially in fish
over 300 millimeters in length, one or two or more well-defined dots of pigment
lying below each scale near the center of its exposed surface. There is no pigment
on the belly. The sides of th~ head are pigmented throughout, most heavily in the
preorbital area. The mandible is white. All fins are more or less smoky in color
throughout, but the ventrals are usually darkest and the pectorals are possibly
the palest. The fish caught off Port Washington, Milwaukee, and Michigan City
show comparatively very little pigment. The back is not smoky, there are no bands
around the free margins of the scales below the lateral line, and the abdominal
fins are usually immaculate. These unpigmented fish are among the smallest speci
mens in the collection, and it is possible that pigmentation increases with age.
Specimens equally small, however, and which show decided pigmentation, were
taken in Grand Traverse Bay and around the South Manitou Island.

Pearl organs very likely are developed in the breeding season by sexually
mature individuals, as in other lakes. Few specimens taken at that time have been
examined, but it is probable thatlthe development of the pearls is not different
from that recorded for Lake Huron specimens.

VARIATIONS

Racial variations.-So few specimens have been collected from anyone port
that nothing can be said of race differentiation. No conspicuous features are exhibited
by any of the fish collected from~various locali.ties, except that pointed out in the
preceding paragraph, namely, that specimens south of the island region are less
pigmented. .

Size variations.-In Table 82, 10 specimens of various sizes are compared in
detail. The collected specimens, divided into two size groups at 300 millimeters,
show, like specimens of the table, that changes with growth evidently concern
principally the relative size of the eye and to less extent that of the head.

GEOGRAPHICAL DISTRIBUTION

All records indicate that originally the whitefish occurred in abundance all
along the shores of Lake Michigan and around the islands to the north. At present
it has been so reduced in numbers that over most of the shore line it. is C0IrlIrl.er
cially insignificant, and only in the northern sector of the lake is it still the object-of
special fisheries.

Specimens have been collected by me from several ports. Complete data for
these are given in Table 81 and are platted on the chart in Figure 4.

METHODS OF CAPTURE

The principal methods of capturing whitefish are by meanS of pound nets and
gill nets, the latter of about 472-inch mesh. In the northern sector of the lake,
north of a line drawn through Frankfort and Escanaba, both pound and gill nets
are used, the latter chiefly on grounds in more than 10 fathoms and on the spawning
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grounds in the spawning season. The catches during the spawning season are the
heaviest, though at other seasons some quantities of whitefish are taken also; but
the catches at other times are mixed with trout usually, and few fishermen could
operate large-meshed, gill nets if they were dependent on their catches of whitefish.
Elsewhere in the lake there are now virtually no spawning grounds where numbers
of whitefish can be gilled, and the whitefish thus taken are stragglers among the
trout. The pound nets in the north depend for their suceess largely on the white
fish, though in Grand Traverse Bay rough fish, trout, etc., are a considerable factor
in the profit of the fishermen. In other parts of the lake whitefish are chiefly of
lesser importance bec,ause of their relative and absolute scarcity, and the pound
nets are found profitable on account of the variety of fish taken and the better price
that can be realized for the rough fish, due to proximity to the markets.

There is a notion widely current over the Great Lakes, based on the observa
tion that gill nets do not take whitefish successfully in shallow water; thnt there are
two kinds of whitefish, one of which will lead into the pound net and one that will
gill only. An exposition of the principle on which the two types of apparatus depend
for effectiveness affords an explanation for this belief. In Lake Michigan pound
nets are fished only from shore to depths of about 50 feet, due to the expense of
splicing the stakes used in holding the pots in de~per water. In Lake Huron nets
sometimes are set to 90 feet, but for the most part all pounds everywhere on the
Great Lakes are set within the first-named limit. In this shallow water, in the
daytime at least, the netting is probably always visible to the fish, and the success
of the pound net is due to the ability of the fish to detect the presence of the netting
and to avoid it. Thm, when the fish encounter the leads of the pounds (which, by
the way, are usually coarse enough to permit them to swim through them), some,
at least, follow them and thus eventually find themselves in the pot, from which
there is little chance of escape. If they did not sense the presence of the lead they
would swim through it. The hordes of herring and other small fish that often fill
the pots in summer and that remain in the pot until, on lifting, they are frightened
through its meshes, illustrate the tendency offish to keep free from contact with
the netting. The success 6£ the gill net, on the other hand, depends on its being
unobserved by the fish, else the fish would follow along the me!'hes and not become
gilled. Thus, the effectiveness of the gill nets probably declines directly as that of
the pounds increases, and therefore gill nets are not successful in shallow water.
Even in deeper water many of the gill-net fishermen believe that their lifts are heavier
in the dark of the moon, while many pound netters expect better catches in the
light of the moon. At times when' gill nets make good catches in shallow water
(namely, during the spawning season) the fish may enter the nets in the excitement

,of the mating act.
SEASONAL MOVEMENTS

tilre the rest of ,thecoregonids, the \Yhitefish travel in schools, as shown by the
fact that a gang of gill nets may catch all its whitefish in one or two boxes of nets;
or by the fact that only one pound Of half a dozen in the same neighborhood may
take the fish. Many fishermen claim"also, ,to, have seen, thes,e schools, along the
shores. The schools, it~ppears, are local 'iIi their habits and'do not wander over

94995-29-15 '
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wide stretches of the lake. Evidence of this habit is derived from the facts that
often the individuals from certain localities exhibit characteristics different from those
possessed by individuals of a neighboring locality, and that when certain grounds
are exhausted the abundance of the fish on grounds a few miles distant is undiminished.
Earlier authors (Milner, 1874; Rathbun and Wakeham, 1897) made observations of
the same sort and arrived at the same conclusion.

In the main, the movements of the fish· are. the same all over the lake. The
schools move onshore and offshore like the other shallow-water coregonids, and the
causes of the migrations are as little understood for the whitefish as they are for the
others. The fishermen believe that temperature plays an important r61e in deter
mining these movements, and the data presented appear to confirm this belief.
Milner (1874a) mentions as a probable cause of the inshore movements in summer
the presence of more oxygen in the shallower waters. Other writers have suggested
that food may be more abundant on the shoals. Probably several factors work
together to determine the movement of the fish, all of which are affected by the
temperature.

I have collected data from the fishermen on the movements of the whitefish from
most of the ports into which they are commonly brought. In Table 83 are given
these data so far as they concern the pound nets.

Datafrom the pound nets.-The pound net,s once set remain until pulled out at the
end of the season or until blown out by storms, while gill nets are moved in and
out at the option of thefi~hermen. Hence the data from the pounds show the
occurrence of the fish at a given location during a fishing season, and the data for one
location maybe compared with those for another. The depth given iIi the third
column is the depth in which the pot of the net is located. The leads of the pound
run shoreward and often extend to the shore. Thus, the catch of any net pre5um
ably is a fraction of the fish that occur in the area between the shore and the pot.

The data in the table indicate that the fish do not enter the nets at tho various
points along the shore at the same season. In some areas they are on the shoals
as soon as the nets are set in May (Traverse Oity, Beaver Island), and in others they
may not appear until early July (South Manitou and Fox Islands), or not at all
until September (Northport). In the extreme southern end of the lake they are
most abundant in late May and early June (Michigan Oity), but at other points
July seems to be the best month. Off Michigan Oity the schools are gone about the
middle of June, off Traverse Oity about the first of July, and elsewhere about the
first of August. Their return in the fall varies from early September to early October.

The catches of the pound nets are determined closely, all the fishermen agree,
by the character of the weather. Meteorological conditions determine the time of
their appearance on and disappearance from the shoals. Thus, the dates given: in
the table are only averages, and a variation of a week or more may be looked for
from year to year, according as the summer is early or late, long or short. Even
when the season is at its height, unfavorable water currents may drive the fish from
the shoals temporarily. The currents, to be favorable, must be of moderate intensity
and of low temperature. .
. .Data (rom .thegill nets.-Gill nets now are set for whitefish only in the n:~rthern
part of the lake, but during most of the season the profits from these nets are· deter-
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mined as much by the trout that they take along with the whitefish. In the southern
part of the lake the trout outnumber by far the whitefish, and as the trout here
frequent deeper water than in the north, such few whitefish as still occur along the
shores are not taken often in the gill nets. Out of most of the ports (Manistee,
Frankfort, Northport, St. James, Traverse City) the nets find the whitefish in 20
to 30 fathoms when the ice leaves in April. By the middle of June the nets are, on
an average, 10 fathoms shallower, and they are left at this depth for the summer.
The gangs usually are moved in and out, according as the fish are found best at the
deep or shallow ends of the gangs. During the last of August and early in September
few whitefish are found anywhere, and it is not known whether they swim off the
bottom at this season or avoid the nets. When the water begins to cool they are
found again, and from late October until the spawning season is over they may be
taken still nearer the beaches. In the fall the fish move in and out from day to day.
Some whitefish are taken through the ice at depths of 10 to 20 fathoms.

The data from the two types of apparatus show the same habits for the white
fish. As soon as the ice leaves the fish ·are driven to the deepest water in which they
ever are taken abundantly, namely, 20 to 30 fathoms. Individuals stray into deeper
water occasionally during any season, and specimens have been caught in 60 fatholns
or even deeper. One such is recorded from off Charlevoix, Mich., in Table 81.
When the water begins to warm they approach the shores, and in July, in most
localities, they are taken most abundantly in the pounds at depths of 16 to 65 feet
(3 toll fathoms). In July and August the gill nets take them best at 10 to 20
fathoms. In fall they come ashore again and are taken best first by the pound nets
and later, when they are spawning, by the gill nets. During the winter they probably
remain near shore under the ice, but when the ice breaks they are driven to deeper
water, possibly by the heavy shore currents at this time or in quest of food.

BREEDING HABITS

The time of spawning varies from year to year, but almost everywhere it begins
sometime between November 15 and December 15. The season continues for about
two weeks. The fishennen believe that the water must cool before the fish will
spawn, and as some seasons are warmer than others, a variation in dates is to be
expected. All the fish that gather on the various grounds do not spawn at the same
time, in a given season, even in the same general area. Some of the interesting
variations in the time of spawning for the vicinity of Grand Traverse Bay have been
reported to me by John Greilick, of Traverse City, Mich., and B. Peter Anderson,
of North,port, Mich., and for the northern island~byJames and W. J. Gallagher and
Dennis ~nd Hugh Boyle, of St. James, Mich. Their observations have been con
firmed by other fishermen. The spawning season of the whitefish in Grand Traverse
Bay, at Mission Point, is two weeks later than at the Grand Traverse Lighthouse
Point.. Those at Tucker Point spawn still later than the Mission Point fish. Off Hog
Island the whitefish may spawn in late October, while on Boulder Reef and off the
Fox Islands the seasonwill be a month later. The trout schools also are known to
have varied spawning times in this area.

. Spawning grounds are scattered all along the shores of the lake, but the most
Unportant are at'the northern end of the lake on the reefs around the islands. Boulder
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Reef and the Fox Island Reef are among the largest areas frequented by spawning
whitefish. The bottom varies with the locality and may be gravel, honeycomb
rock, or small stones. Sand or clay appear in general to be. avoided now, though
when the species was commoner some individuals may have been forced to spawn in
such locations. The depth at which spawning takes place is from 1 to 10 fathoms,
according to the fishermen. Earlier in the season some of these grounds are used
as spawning places by the lake trout, but the whitefish do not spawn on all the trout;.
spawning grounds. Possibly some have unsuitable bottoms, though the fishermen
do not know that there are differences between the trout grounds they visit and those
that they do not.

Nothing definite is known of the spawning behavior of the whitefish, but several
fishermen from different localities say that during the breeding season they have seen
areas of the bottom on the spawning grounds cleaned of silt, such areas often being a
square foot in extent. Whether these spaces actually are cleaned as sites for the eggs
or whether they are the result of the body movement of the fish while spawning is not
known. That the fish spawn by jumping out of the water, as has been described for
pen fish, has been observed by no one anywhere on the lakes to my knowledge; and
it is likely that these fish were trying only to escape from their pens, and, being
ripe, their violent movements forced the eggs out.

The size of the whitefish at spawning varies with the locality. Among the largest
spawning fish are said to be those of Jo Smiths Reef northwest of Hog Island, while
those on the Fox Island Reef are among the smallest. It appears that the white~

fish in Lake Michigan begin to spawn while still small, and most fishermen have seen
individuals that were sexually mature at 134 to 172 pounds in the round. Two male
specimens weighing 10 and 13 ounces, taken off Algoma, Wis., and South Manitou
Island late in July, were sexually mature. Scale examinations show, however, that
these fish are in their fifth year and therefore are dwarfs. Study probably will shoW'
that maturity is a question of age rather than of size.

VALUE AS FOOD

The flesh of the whitefish brings a price, on the market, greater than that of
any other lake fish except the sturgeon. Its value as food has been recognized fully
since its existence in the lakes has been known.

ABUNDANCE

In consequence of its food value, the whitefish, in the earlier days, was sought
for the markets with the aid of every device that human ingenuity could invent. At
no season was the pursuit relented, and no fish were too small t~ be taken. The
smallest, together with the herring and the sturgeon, often were c~rried out onto tM
beach because they were so numeroU8 that they interfered with the capture of the
larger ,whitefish. Though originally whitefish were .found in incredible abundance aU
along the shores of the lakes (in fact, it is said that the. species .~as the pre~omina?,-~
one on the shoals), they could not endure long such drams on therr' numbers.Where,
for 1880 the Federal statistics show a production in Lake Michigan Of over 12,000;000

pounds ,of whitefish, the catch for 1922 is giveil,al:! a little over ],,500,00'0 pounds,
. . . , " '
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despite the great increase in quantity and effectiveness of the fishing apparatus and in
crease in value of the fish taken. It is noteworthy, also, that the areas that produced
the whitefish of 1880 are not those that yielded the bulk of the 1922 catch. Many
millions of fry have been planted in the lake since 1880 and the fish have been pro
tected more carefully, but the effectiveness of propagation and protection has been
reduced by the pollution of the lake from"the industrial cities that have sprung up
along its shores and by other abuses. It may be pointed. out here that the success of
propagation of the species in the Great Lakes has not yet been demonstrated. It is
true that there has been reported from time to time in various areas increases in
abundance, which have been ascribed to artificial propagation; but there may have
been other causes for these phenomena, among which may be mentioned the indis
"putable de.crease of suckers (which possibly compete with the whitefish, as Clemens
has found in Lake Nipigon) and of predatory species that may feed on the young.
Certainly if the increase could be credited positively to propagation acitvities, it is
a result of chance and not of careful and intelligent disposition of the fry. Hatching
methods reached the climax of perfection many years ago, and despite the fact that
it has been apparent that by far the greatest percentage of the fry planted never were
heard from, no investigations have been made to determine why plants were not
more successful. Almost nothing is known of the life of the whitefish up to the time
it is taken in the commercial nets.

Coregonus clupeaformis of Lake Huron

The Lake Huron whitefish has the general appearance of the Michigan form.
The systematic characters capable of numerical expression are given below:
Gill rakers on the first branchial arch: HIS:

Michigan, (24) 26-28 (30).au Michigan, (3.2) 3.4-3.7 (4.1).
Hur?n, (24) 26-28 (31) .70 Huron (3.2) 3.4-4 (4.4).

Lateral-hne scales: '
Michigan, (74) 81-88 (93). Pv/P:
Huron, (73) 80-88 (91). Michigan, (1.5) 1.7-2 (2.3).

L/H: Huron, (1.5) 1.7-2 (2.2).
Michigan, (4.2) 4.4-4.8 (5.3). AviV:
Huron, (4) 4.5-5 (5.1). . .

HIE: MlChlgan, (1.3) 1..5-1.8 (2).
Michigan, (3.8) 4-4.4 (4.8). Huron, (1.4) 1.5-1.8 (2).
Huron, (3.8) 4.1-4.5 (4.6). LID'

~M: .
Michigan, (3) 3.2-3.4 (3.8). Michigan, (3.3) 3.9-4.3 (4.8).
Huron, (2.9) 3.1-3.5 (3.8). Huron, (3.3) 3.7-4.3 (4.9).

The figures show no conspicuous differences between the two forms. The
indication of a tendency on the part of Huron specimens to have deeper bodies and
shorter snouts may well be due to the preponderance in the Huron collection of local"
races exhibiting these tendencies.

GO Figures for Lake Michigan, except those for.glll rakers, lateral-line scales, and HIE, are based on an examination of 126
SPecimens ranging in length from 179 to 483 mlllimeters. The HIE figures are given for 74 specimens 300 mlllimeters or less in length.
those for gllI rakers for 151 specimens, and those for scales for 191.

70 These and succeeding figures for Lake Huron. except those for HIE, are.based on an examination of 195 specimens ranging in
length from 192 to 512 millimeters. The HIE figures are given for 80 specimens 300 mllIimeters or less in length.
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The color in life and in spirits is not essentially different from that described for
the northern Lake Michigan specimens. The intensity of pigment varies with the
individual; possibly also with locality. All the specimens collected tend to be darker
than those that were obtained in the southern waters of Lake Michigan. Only an
occasional individual from Saginaw Bay has been found with the pigment inconspic
uous on the abdominal fins, and such pale fish have been among the smallest in the
collection.

Pearls are always present during the breeding season on all males and on the
majority of females. They occur conspicuously on the body, the head, and faintly
on all the fins. On the males they are developed best on the first row of scales above
and below the lateral line. They are slightly smaller on the next row dorsad and
ventrad and continue to diminish in size to the third or fourth TOWS above and the
fourth. or fifth rows below the lateral line. On the surface of the body, dorsad to the
third or fourth rows above and ventrad to the fourth or fifth rows below, they are
faint and irregularly distributed, often two, three, or more on one scale. On the
first four rows above and below the lateral line there is usually only one large pearl
on each scale. This is rounded oblong in shape at its base, longer than wide, nnd is
situated in the center, occupying iJ;l its extreme development from one-fourth to one
sixth of the exposed scale surface. The pearl is not of uniform thickness. Its two
lateral surfaces rise to meet in a line that is distinctly elevated above the remainder
of the button and runs lengthwise through its center. Often a much smaller and
similarly shaped pearl occurs on one or both sides of the larger one, slightly caudad to
its center. Along the cranial half of the lateral line there are often two pearls on each
scale, each about one-half the size of those in the first row above and below, or there
may be two or three small and unequal pearls. These decrease usually to one
small pearl on each scale on the caudal half of the line but remain virtually the same
size as on the cranial half. The pearls on the head are well developed and numeroUS
but small and irregularly distributed. They are most numerous on the dorsal
surface and on the lateral surface craniad of the operculum. On the suboperculum,
interoperculum, and operculum they are fewer, and on the branchiostegal membrane
a single row is present on each ray. The premaxillaries and the free edge of the
mandible alone are fre(l from pearls. On the pectoral fins they are present in a roW
running on both sides of the longest ray, being fainter on the inside surface. There
are other rows, chiefly on the distal halves of the other pectoral rays. On each
side of the longest ventral ray there is a row, and there are often broken rows on the
outside of some of the other rays. Besides these, there is a row on the first rays of
the dorsal, on the longest rays of the caudal, and on the scales of the adipose fin.
The occurrence of pearls in females is approximately the same as in the males,
though the maximum development attained is greater in the latter.

VARIATIONS

Racial variations.-There is reason to believe that the whitefish are local in their
habits, and therefore races with more or less definite characteristics might.be looked
for. The existence of no races with distinctive taxonomic characters is disclosed bY
my analysis of the specimens in my collection, but the material is not sufficientlY
complete to warrant a positive statement. In certain localities the fish have seemed,
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from cursory examination in the field,to have more pointed snouts, but no data on this
subject were collected in the field, and in preserved specimens the' snout is inclined
to be mechanically distorted. However, races maybe quite as well marked by
physiological differences. Additional discussion on this subject will be found under
"Breeding habits." .. ' "

\

Size variations.-In Table 85, 10 specimens of various sizes ,are compared in their
chief characters: Separating collected specimens into two size groups, with the
dividing line at 300 millimeters, the range of certain proportional characters for the
two groups varies more or less. These averages, where they tend to be different, are
abstracted below: '

L/ll: HIS:
Small fish, (4.3)4.5-4.8 (5). . Small fish, (3,4) 3.6'-4 (4.4).
Large fish, (4) 4.7-5. . Large fish, (3.2) 3.4'-3.7(4.2).

HJ;E: , . . LID:.. , , ,
Small fish, (3.8) 4. i-4.5 (4.6). Small fisJ'l, ,(3.4) 3.$--4.3 .(4.9).
Large fish, (4.2) 4:6-5 (5.3). Large fish, (3,3) 3.7-n (4.7).
. '. ' . .
The most con~picu~>us changes involve the head-eye .relation, which shows the

eye' to decrease.in relative size with growth. The .head and depth appear to ,be
.altered but little relative to the body length. From the figures the snout appears to
,be proportionally shorter in small specimens, but these:results are not conclusive, ,as
.the snoutin large individuals often is deformed in preservation, and slight distortions,
.even to the extent of a millinieter, would. affect the proportions seriously.

METHOD OF CAPTURE

The same methods of capture are employed on Lake Huron as on Lake Michigan
and the other lakes. Pound nets in the North Ohannel and in Georgian Bay yield
the greatest production, while on the American shore trap nets figure more extensively
as an effective apparatus than on Lake Michigan. Gill nets in the lake a.re of 472-inch, . .' ... .

or larger mesh and depend for profitable use on their catches of whitefish and trout.
They may, however, tl1ke whitefish on their spawning grounds only, or their catches
may .he predominantly of whitefish out of a few ports for a $hort period at other
seasons.

GEOGRAPHICAL DISTRIBUTION

We have the assurance of the fishermen that the whitefish formerly occurred all
along the shores of Lake Huron, the North Ohannel, and Georgian Bay. To-day it
is virtually unlmown from long'stretches of the shoreline, and in only a few areas
does it still remain in numbers. There are two such areas where the fish are fairly
abundant on the American shore-in Saginaw Bay and off Alpena-and one of
greater extent on the Oanadian shore, in the northern and eastern portions of Geor
gian Bay.

I have collected specimens from most of the ports visited. The data for these
are given in Table 84.

SEASONAL MOVEMENTS

The schools of whitefish ,in Lake Huron, as in the other lakes, engage in migra
tions toward and away from the shores during the season. ,From the us~rs of the
'various types of fishing apparatus I have collected data on these movements.
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Data from the pound nets.-In Table 86 are assembled statements on the occur
rence of the whitefish in the pound nets setout of various ports on Lake Huron. As
might be expected over so wide an area, the movements of the fish vary from port to
port. It appears that the fish are often on the grounds in .shallow water as soon as
the nets are put in in the spring (Point Au Gres, Port Huron, Blind River, Thessalon,
Gore Bay, and Cockburn Island). At Killarney the fish are said to be on the shoals
when the ice leaves. At a depth of 65 to 75 feet the nets get them only as they
move out toward the last of May. The heaviest runs usually are over by the first part
of July in the nets set in less than 45 feet (East Tawas, Point Au Gres, Port Huron,
Blind River, Thessalon, Gore Bay, Kagawong, and Wiarton). In the nets at 45 to
75 feet off Providence Bay and Killarney and in the 30 to 45 foot nets off Cockburn
Island and the Duck Islands the heaviest runs appear from June and July (for
Killarney) to August and September (for Provi'dence Bay and Cockburn). The fish
are absent entirely in all the nets in 25 to 45 feet of water during August and in some
localities earlier (Alpena, Ea.st Tawas, Point Au Gres, Port Huron, Blind River,
Thessalon, Gore Bay, Kagawong, and Wiarton). At Cockburn IsI'and, the Duck
Islands, and Killarney the fish may remain all the summer. The schools return in
the fall between the first part of September and the last of October.

Data from gill nets.-The number of whitefish caught in gill nets has decrea,sedto
such an extent that few fishermen could operate if they were dependent on their
catches of whitefish. Almost every port, however, takes some whitefish in gill nets
during the year. The most successful catches, the fishermen say, are those made on
mud or gravel bottom. The nets usually are set in the early spring at 10 to 15 fathoms,
except off Alpena, where the whitefish are found in April in 30 fathoms, the maximum
depth from which the species is known in the lake. The biggest catches are made in
15 to 20 fathoms during July and August. In September the nets are moved into
shallower water again, and in October and November the spawning run is taken on
the shoals. A few whitefish are taken through the ice in 10 to 20 fathoms off Thessalon
and Gore Bay.

The fish caught in the gill nets are smaller, as a rule, than the pound-net fish.
Certainly few jumbos (fish over 4 pounds) are caught in the gill nets in summer,
while they may be common in the pounds. This fact and the fact that gill nets set
in shallow water take few fish have led some fishermen to assert that there are two
kinds of whitefish. Neither statement can be disproved. An explanation for absence
of fish in gill nets in shallow water has been suggested already. As for the former, it
is probable that the 472-inch mesh is too small for the larger fish.

The data from the gill nets on the movements of the whitefish agree with those
from the pound nets. In spring and summer the fish are found by the gill nets in
10 to 15 fathoms when the main schools are in 45 feet. (about 8 fathoms) or less.
Then when the fish move to deeper water in July and August the pound nets in
45 to 75 feet get them best and the gill nets make their biggest chatches in 15 to 20
fathoms. In the early fall the fish move inshore again and are taken first by the
pound nets and later, when they are spawning, by the gill nets. In most localities
they probably remain on the shoals under the ice. There are several facts that
support this statement: (1) Some fish· are caughtunder the icein the North Chan
nel; (2) the nets at Point Lookout in Saginaw Bay get the fish as soon as the ice
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leaves, while the nets at East Tawas at the entrance of the bay get them as they move
out; (3) at Killarney and Port Huron the fish are taken on the shoals when the ice
leaves, and at Blind River and Thessalon they are taken in 25 feet of water as soon
as the nets are put in in May. Where ice does not form regularly, the heavy winter
winds probably drive the fish to deeper water, as off Alpena.

BREEDING HABITS

The size of spawning fish varies with the locality. In general males aresmaller
than females and mature at less size. One of the largest races in the lake is found off
Alpena. Here, on November 16, 1917, males were found on the spawning grounds
as small as 2~ pounds in the round, occasionally even 2 pounds, while no females
were seen smaller than 3 pounds. Individuals of both sexes occurred as large as 14
pounds, but only females over 5 pounds were relatively common. An examination
of the sexual condition of two lifts of whitefish taken in 4%-inch nets, numbering
419 individuals, off Alpena on July 3 and 10, 1923, confirmed these findings, making
allowance for increased weight due to growth and to development of the sex glands
in the four or·· five months' period preceding the spawniDg season. At that season
males under 2 pounds in the round usually showed no indication of spawning in the
fall, while females usually were not maturing under 2~ pounds. The data for all
these specimens of July, 1923,are given below:

Males Females Males Females

Weight In the round
Imma- Matur- Imma-

ture Ing ture
Matur

Ing

Weight In the round
Imma- Matur-

ture Ing
Imma- Matur-

ture Ing
---1----11-------1--- ---------

1 pound 8 ounces_ ••_ 2 2 _.________ 3 pounds 12 ounces_. __ •• 4 ._________ G
1 pound 12 ounces.__ 4 3 8 4 pounds ••• .__ 0 .__ 6
2 pounds____________ 4 31 24 1 4 peunds 4 ounces •__ ._____ 1 1
2 pounds 4 ounces.__ 4 62 40 8 4 pounds 8 ounces • 1 .____ 6
2 pounds 8 ounces_._ 1 45 32 23 4 pounds 12 ounces •• _ 2
2 pounds 12 ounces. ._____ 37 11 16 5 pounds ._. • • • 1
3 pounds • •__ .____ 15 2 16 5 pounds 4 ounces ••• 1 ._____ 1
::I pounds 4 ounees_. ._.__ 10 __ ._______ 10 5 pounds 8 ounces•• ••_•• __ • ._.__ 1
3 pounds 8 ounces._••_•••• 7 __ ••• __ ••• 10

The fish in Hammond Bay are said to be large also.
The smallest breeding fish were observed in the North Channel. Whitefish

taken by J. H. Young off Barrie Island, on September 27, 1919, ranged from 2 to 4
pounds, and virtually all were mature males or females. Mr. Young assured me that
this catch was average and that he seldom gets fish larger than 4 pounds. At Kaga
wong, on November 10,1917, and in: 1919, the fish were no larger than at Gore Bay.
Here pearled males less than 1~ pounds in the round were taken occasionally.
Alfred Rocque and Charles Lowe, of Killarney, tell me that there is a run of these
small fish toward the last of November around the Cloche Islands at the eastern end
of the channel. They congregate around these islands to spawn and are so small that
many pass through the 472-inch gill nets that are used to catch them. In Kagawong
and Manitou Lakes on Manitoulin Island also the fish are said to run very small.

The time of spawning varies with the locality. In Saginaw Bay, on October 25
1917, I found many of the fish ripe; some of the females were even nearly spent.
In the North Channel at Blind River, on November 8,1917, Mr. Baxter told me, the

94995-29--16
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fish were beginning to spawn. Off Barrie Island, Mr. Merrylees, of Gore Bay, told
me, they were beginning to spawn on November 10,1917, Some males of the catches
examined here in 1919 as early as September 27 showed pearl organs well developed.
At Kagawong, on November 10, 1917,the fish taken were not yet ripe. In Lake
Huron, at Alpena, Mich., the spawning season was just beginning on November 16,
1917, according to the spawn takers. The males, they said, had been on the grounds
earlier. Furthennore, the time of spawning varies from year to year. What factors
influence the ripening of the fish is not; known. Some fishermen claim that the
moon has something to do with it, but exactly what influence the moon exerts is not
clear.. It need hardly be said that a closed season for the purpose of protecting the
spawning fish, the dates of which are fixed once for all and which holds for every
port on the lake, can not accomplish its purpose effectively.

The bottom preferred by the spawning fish is the limestone fonnation known as
honeycomb rock and gravel. Bower (1897) mentions the honeycomb and add8
"sometimes on a solidly paved cobblestone bottom, the latter sometimes interspersed
with bowlders." Rathbun and Wakeham (1897) .say, for Lake Huron, "spawning
grounds are found at intervals on rocky or sandy bottom." Milner (1874a) says of
the whitefish in the Great Lakes, "the bottoms on the spawning grounds vary in
character in different localities, rock, sand, clay, and mud being used indifferently
for the spawning beds." Leathers (1911) tells of their spawning on the broad sand
flats in Huron County, Mich.

The depth at which the fish spawn varies. Some fishennen say the fish will
spawn in as little as 4 feet of water, while others insist that the fish run into this
shallow water previous to the spawning season (as do the trout) and that they then
repair to 6 to 8 fathoms to spawn. One of the best spawning grounds in the lake
lies off Alpena, 6 miles NNE. of Thunder Bay Island, in 8 fathoms of water.

ABUNDANCE

The whitefish in Lake Huron is now much less abundant than formerly. It
occurs commonly in relatively few localities. In the vicinity of Alpena and Saginaw
Bay on the American side and along certain sections of the North Channel and of the
north and east shores of Georgian Bay on the. Canadian side it is still the object of
special fisheries, but here, as elsewhere, the increased importance of other kinds of
fish that are taken incidentally has sustained the fishery in late years.

FOOD

Doctor Hubbs finds, from an examination of the stomach contents of 160 speci,.
mens collected off Alpena, Mich., from September 17 to November 2, 1917, and 1919,
that Pontoporeia constitued the bulk of the food, supplemented in almost every case
by small .1;>ivalved and univalved mollusks (Sphrerium, Amnicola, etc.). Sand,
gravel, cinders, wood fragments, seeds, etc., were present as accidental inclusions in
most stomachs,and Chironomidre larvre also were of frequent occurrence. Articles
occasionally ingested include bryozoan statoblasts, adult land insects, Trichoptera
larvre, Oorixidre, and fish (Oottus jran7clinii). One specimen collected on October
22, 1917, off East Tawas, Mich., had eaten chiefly. Sphrerium,and small gastro
pods, with some sand and cinders included. Fifteen individuals collected on October
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CoregonusclupeaforJllis of Lake Superior

23, 1917, off Bay City in Saginaw Bay were subsisting almost exclusively on the
larvre of the burrowing Mayfly Hexagenia. Sphrerium and detritus were present
occasioI!ally.

The whitefish of Lake Superior resembles closely, in body form and other char
acters, the whitefish of Lake Michigan. The principal systematic characters that
can be expressed numerically are compared below:
Gill rakers on the first branchial arch: HIS:

Michigan, (24) 26-28 (30).71 Michigan, (3.2) 3.4-3.7 (4.1).
Superior, (25) 26-28 (30).72 Superior, (3.2) 3.4-3.8 (4.2).

Lateral-line scales: Pv/P:
Michigan, (74) 81-88 (93). Michigan, (1.5).1.7-2 (2.3).
Superior, (77) 81-86 (94). Superior, (1.4) 1.6-1.9 (2.3).

L/H: AviV:
Michigan, (4.2) 4.4-4.8 (5.3). Michigan, (1.3) .1.~1.8 (2).
Superior, (4.4) 4.6-4.8 (5). Superior, (1.3) 1.5-1.8 (1.9).

HIE: LID:
Michigan, (4.4) 4.6-4.9 (5). Michigan,,(3.3) 3.9-4.3 (4.8).
Superior, (4.1) 4.4-4.7 (5). Superior, (3) 3.7-4.3 (4.7).

HIM:
Michigan, (3) 3.2-3.4 (3.8).
Superior, (2.9) 3.2-3.4 (3.8).

The most important differences that the figures show are a proportionally
larger eye for Superior fish, but this character is known to decrease in proportion
with growth, and as the Superior specimens average smaller and therefore might be
expected to differ in this way from the Michigan fish, the data can not be regarded
as establishing differences between the two forms.

The general appearance in life is essentially silvery, though less so, perhaps,
than in most Leucichthys. The back, as a rule, is pale pea green, palest behind the
dorsal, fading toward the tail, and obscured by wide bands of pigment around the
free edges of the scales and fins and fine scattered pigment over the entire surface. The
color extends on the sides to about the fourth or fifth row of scales above the lateral
line and begins then to change to a blue, which is strongest below the line and fades
toward the colorless belly. The silvery layer begins to become conspicuous on the
ninth row above and reflects on the sides a superficial brassy to purplish iridescence,
which is most conspicuous above the lateral line. The top of the head is cartilagin
ous white, frequently with a flesh tone, but it is often so heavily dotted with pigment
as to have an almost black cast and to conceal the green patches lying in the cranial
cartilages. There is a more or less evident trace of green in the preorbital area.
The premaxillaries, maxillary, and mandible also show flesh tones. Otherwise
the head is silvery with the reflections of the sides. The fins are whitish, more or
less pigmented, sometimes tinted a flesh color at the base, especially the pectorals.

The color in alcohol is dark, like that recorded for Michigan specimens, except.
that the specimens from Ontonagon, Mich., the smallest ones in the collection, show

11 Figures for Lake Michigan, except those for gl1l rakers, lateral-line scales, and HIE are based on an examination of 126 speci·
mens ranging in length from 179,to 483 mlJlimeters. The HIE figures are given for 52 specimens between the lengths of 300 and 483
mlJlimeters; those for glll rakers for 151 specimens, and those for scales for .191.

. 71 These and other figures for Lake Superior, except those for HIE are given for 109 specimens ranging in length from 180
to 382 mlllimeters. The ~/E figures are given for 55 specimens from 300 to 382 mlllimeters)ong,
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little or no pigment on the abdominal fins and reduced pigmentation elsewhere, as
in the case of the small fish of southern Lake Michigan. The only other small fish
(two taken off Marquette, Mich.) are as heavily pigmented as the largest spe.cimens
taken from the same locality, so that it is not certain that these small fish from
Ontonagon would become darker with age, nor is it certain that all small fish from
Marquette would also be dark.

Pearl organs no doubt are developed by both sexes when spawning,but no spawn
ing fish were collected. It is probable that the descriptions of these excrescences
given for Lake Huron specimens will fit those from Superior.

VARIATIONS

Racial variation8.~Relatively few specimens have been obtained from any
locality, as may be seen from Table 87, and the collected specimens indicate that in
only one area (Black Bay, a long, rather inclosed bay on the north shore) do the fish
seem to have developed any peculiarity of structure that distinguishes them from
their relatives in other parts of the lake. The pale fish from Ontonagon are not
considered further, as it is not knDwn definitely that pigmentation may not increase
with age. The Black Bay whitefish appear to be notably deeper bodied, on the whole,
than those from the open lake. The meager data on hand also indicate that the bay
fish tend to have fewer lateral-line scales, as in the case of the Lake Erie race, which
is also .deeper bodied. LID values for Black Bay specimens and for those from
other parts of the lake are compared below:

3 3.13.23.33.43.53.63.73.83.9 4 4.14.24.34.44.54.64.7

---------1------------------------ ------------
Black Bay....••_............. 1 0 2 3 3 6
Lake Superior•._...•__ •.. _..:_ . __... •..•.• __•.. 1

5 4 0 2 1 1
4 2 6 13 8 7

1 •••••.••.•••_••
7 5 2 1

The artedi in BllJ-ck Bay are known also to be deeper bodied (see p. '500), and both
the whitefish and the herring show the same general characters that these species
exhibit in Lake Erie. It is probable that in each case the peculiar characteristics are
a response to the environment. While there are no data to indicate exactly what the
environmental conditions are, it is known that Black Bay is conspicuously shallower
and warmer than Lake Superior and even than other much smaller but more open
bays near it; and it is assumed that Lake Erie, on account of its shallowness and
southerly location is the warmest of the Great Lakes. I have no temperature readings
for Lake Erie, but records 9 to 25 in Table 13 show the greater warmth of Black BaY
as compared with Lake Superior a few miles outside of the bay and with the more
open channels and. bays of the north·shore. Temperature readings for other parts of
LakeSuperior, given in the same table, all indicate that the main lake is warmed but
slowly and that even at the end of the summer its heat budget is not large. In the
figures above it is of particular interest to observe that while the surface temperature
in Black Bay was not as high on July 20, 1922, as in Simpson Channel, Moffat Strait,
or Armour Harbor on August 5 and 10, 1922, yet the temperature at 8 fathoms was
from 3.1 0 to 6.3 0 warmer than that recorded at only 4 to 5 fathoms below the surface
at these points, a:Qd at 8 fathoms was 4.40 warmer than the surface water a few miles
outside the bay off Thunder Cape Light on the same day. It is noteworthy also in
this connection that the whitefish and herring of Lake Winnipeg and certain other
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shallow lakes, which must become fairly warm in summer, show the same peculiar
features.

Size variations.-The same kind of variation of proportions with size is exhibited
by Superior specimens as has been recorded for those of Michigan. In Table.88 are
compared in detail 10 individuals of varied sizes. Separating the specimens of the
collection into two groups, according as they are more or less than 300 millimeters in
length, the only character that appears to be different in the two groups is the HIE

. ratio. The figures for the smaller fish are (3.8) 4.2-4.4 (4.7); for the larger ones
(4.1) 4.4-4.6 (5), indicating that the eye becomes smaller with growth, relative to the
head. Of course, all ~he fish in the collection are fairly uniform as to size, the length
of most of them falling within 50 millimeters of the dividing point of the two groups;
and if there were greater disparity in size between the groups compared, the differences
in this ratio would become much more conspicuous and other ratios also might be:
found to differ.

METHOD OF CAPTURE

Whitefish are taken chiefly by means of pounds and gill nets, as in Lake Michigan,
but a few are taken by other apparatus. The pound nets are located chiefly on the
north shore, but there are a few on the southern and eastern shores, most of which
yield whitefish. Gill nets, too, are used for whitefish inthese areas, but the catches
are mixed with trout, for the most part, and here, as in the other lakes, the gill-net
industry would long since have perisped if it had been dependent on the whitefish
alone.

GEOGRAPHICAL DISTRIBUTION

Table 87 shows data for specimens collected from various points along the north,
east, and south shores. The records are shown platted on the lake chart in Figure 3.
Whitefish are known to exist at all ports on the lake, but they are rare in many sec
tions, particularly on the west shore, where only occasional· specimens are taken.
They occur around Isle Royale and Michipicoten Island, also, and Will Parker says
he has taken stray specimens on Stannard Rock Reef (separated from the mainland
by a 30-mile stretch of water, which in most places is from 50 to 100 fathoms in depth).

Lake Superior does not offer particularly favorable conditions for littoral fishes,
and the whitefish, therefore, has never been more than locally common. Excepting
the bays and the south shore, there is elsewhere only a narrow zone along shore, in
many sectors barely a mile wide, in which bathymetric conditions are favorable, to
say nothing of bottom conditions. Many of the bays even are too deep over most of
their extent, and along the south shore there is only a strip not more than 5 miles
wide over which there is water of suitable depth. The bottom, except on the south
shore and in the bays, is largely rocky, where the whitefish probably find little food;
and the low temperature of the lake's waters also probably retards the development
of food organisms, even where conditions are otherwise favorable.

SEASONAL MOVEMENTS

The whitefish behave in Lake Superior as in the other lakes, moving to and away
from the shoals during the season. .

Data from the pound nets.-Lake Superior often is still covered with ice by May
1, so that the driving of the pound nets may not be completed before the 1st of June..
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(See Table 89.) The whitefish are found inshore as soon as or shortly after the nets
are set and are at their best in June and July-earlier in those nets to the south or in
shallow bays (Whitefish. Point, Marquette, Black Bay and Nipigon Bay), and
later in other places (Gargantua and Batchawanna). In the shallowest nets the fish
are practically absent after the middle of July, and after early August they are taken
only in the deepest nets. At Whitefish Point some are said to have been caught in the
90-foot nets throughout the summer. The runs return in the fall (if the nets are not
blown out before), from mid-September to late October, depending on the locality.

Data from the gill net8.~Gill nets are set for whitefish in most of the areas where
they are caught in pounds. As soon as the ice breaks the w~itefish are found along
the banks in from 20 to 35 fathoms. When the water temperature rises in June and
July the nets are moved shallower. When the water is warmest (in August) the fish
leave the shoals, and then the catches, as a rule, decrease. The inshore run in the fall
is again a favorable time for the gill netters, though often the weather is too inclement
to risk the netting in the shallow water.

John MacMillan, of Sault Ste. Marie, Ontario, informs me that in the summer
whitefish can be taken in commercial quantities ill. the 60 to 70 fathom holes .off
the Lizard Islands. Other fishermen have found stray individuals in water as deep
outside the main banks, and originally when the species was more abundant captures
at that depth along the shores were still more common, probably due to the over
crowding of the more favorable shoal areas.

Thus, all the data we possess on the movements of the whitefish indicate that for
the most part they are to be found in early spring at depths of 20 to 35 fathoms,
probably in those localities where shallower water is too disturbed by currents to
offer suitable conditions. As the season advances they move onto the shoals, leaving
these again when the waters become warmest, and then occurring rather sparingly
anywhere until the schools come ashore again in the fall to spawn. While they prefer
J'elatively shallow water at all times, as in other lakes, there is evidence that at times
they occur at 60 or 70 fathoms, where such depths are near shallow areas.

The fingerlings probably live along the beaches during most of the year (Hank
inson, 1914).

BREEDING HABITS

The average time of spawning for the species is during the month of November,
though here, as elsewhere, the spawning season is not uniform for every locality on
the lake. It appears that, as a rule, the northshore whitefish spawn earlier than those
in other sectors. If it is a question of lowered temperature that induces spawning,
the phenomenon probably can be explained, inasmuch as the bays, which are shal
lower and more northerly,probably cool more rapidly than the main lake.

No extensive spawning grounds are known, but areas suitable for spawning are
scattered along most of the shore stretch where whitefish are found in the summer.
The bottom selected is sand, gravel, or small stones at depths from 1 to 12 fathoms.

Nothing is known of the breeding behavior of the species in Lake Superior.
The size of the whitefish at maturity varies with the locality, as in the other lakes.

The whitefish from Rossport and in Black Bay are notably small, according to the
fishermen, not often exceeding 4. pounds in weight. I have collected specimens with
maturing gonads less than 300 millimeters in length from these localities, though
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individuals of either sex were not often seen maturing under 320 millimeters in length.
These fish weigh about 1 pound in the round. Maturing of the sex organs ins:mall
fish was observed in Batchawanna specimens, though Frank La Pointe, who fishes
there, says the fish run large and seldom spawn under 3 pounds. Specimens from
Marquette, Mich., between the lengths of 300 and 348 millimeters, were not approach
ing maturity. Nothing is known of the size at maturity at other places.

ABUNDANCE

What has been· said about the abundance of the whitefish in Lake Michigan
applies with equal force to Lake Superior and the other Great Lakes. Whitefish are
now common nowhere, and the lake's entire production for 1922, the last year for
which complete census figures are available, amounted to about 680,000 pounds, as
compared with 4,191,000 pounds reported in 1890. The bays and shoals around the
various islands are the last strongholds of the species, and the quantity of the pro
duction in these areas fluctuates from year to year. In some such. areas, when the
species has been so reduced that commercial operations are no longer profitable, the
economically enforced respite from persecution probably enables the species to increase
in numbers again. The Whitefish Point grounds, the most famous on the lake,
now, however, are believed to have been entirely depleted for many years. .

Coregonus c1upeaformis of Lake Nipigon

The whitefish of Lake Nipigon closely resem bles that of Lake Michigan.' There
are a few differences, which are apparent from a comparison of the main systematic
characters capable of numerical expression listed below:
Gill rakers on the first branchial arch: HIM:

Michigan, (24) 26-28(30).73 Michigan, (3) 3.2-3.4 (3.8).
Nipigon, (26)27-29 (30).7. Nipigon, (2.8) 3-3.3 (3.6).

Lateral-line scales: Pv/P:
Michigan, (74) 81-:88 (93).73 Michigan, (1.5) 1.7-~ (2.3).
Nipigon (76) 78-85 (89). Nipigon, (1.5) 1.6-1.8 (2).

L/H: AviV:
Miohigan, (4.2) 4.4--4.8 (5.3).73 Michigan, (1.3) 1.5-1.8 (2).
Nipigon, (4.1) 4.3-4.5 (4.8). Nipigon, (1.2) 1.5-1.6 (1.7).

HIE: LID:.. .
Michigan, (3.8) 4--4.4 (4.8). Michigan, (3.3) 3.9-4.3 (4.8).
Nipigon, 3.9-4.3 (4.7). Nipigon, (3.1) 3.5-4 (4.2).

HIS:
Miohigan, (3.2) 3.4--3.7 (4.1).
Nipigon, (3.2) 3.4--3.7 (4.1).

The figures show no conspicuous differences between the two forms, and it is
likely that, if more specimens of comparable size were studied, the apparent ones might
disappear. There. is a possibility that the maxillarymay be found to be proportionally
longer in the Nipigon form.

71 One hundred and fifty-one speolmens.
71 These and succeeding figures ror Lake Nipigon, except those (or HIE, are based on an examination o( 34 specimens ranging In

length from 203 to 409 millimeters. The HIE figures are given (or.25 specimens 300 millimeters or less In length.
II One hundred and nlnety-one specimens. '
II These and succeeding figures (or Lake Michigan, except those (or HIE, are based on an examination o( 126 speclmeI\Srllllg.

Ing In length (rom 179 to 483 millimeters. The HIE figures are given (or 74 specimens 300 millimeters or less ~n lenllth.
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The color in life has not been recorded carefully, but it is paler than that of the
Michigan form. Most of the preserved specimens have notably less pigment than
those from the northern waters of Lake Michigan, though it is distributed over the
same areas. They lack the dusky hue of the back, for the most, pInt. One speci
men, however, taken off the Blackwater River (a muskeg stream), is as dark colored
as any specimen collected anywhere in the Great Lakes.

PEARL ORGANS

No fish were collected by me during the spawning season, but the fishermen all
agree that the spawning fish develop pearls. These probably are more orlesssimilar
to those exhibited by breeding fish in the otherltikes.

VARIATIONS

Racial variations.-Specimens have not been obtained in sufficient numbers to
study local variation, and from the material at hand, which originated from various
sectors of the lake (see fig. 2), there are no indications (except for the muskeg color of
the specimen referred to in a previous paragraph) that local races, if they do exist,
are characterized .by conspicuous external features.' ,

Size variations.-In Table 91 the five largest and the five smallest fish of mycollec
tion are compared extensively in certainl;lystematicch~racters. The chief differences
between the two size groups appear to be the usual ones, namely, a relatively larger
head and eye in the smaller fish. Possibly a study of more specimens would reveal
other changes with growth.

METHODS OF CAPTURE

Gill nets of 4~-inch mesh and pound nets are the only apparatus employed in
the whitefish fisheries on Lake Nipigon. The gill netting is usually spun of sea
island cotton on account of the large quantities of suckers and other rough fish that
are taken. The latter are very destructive to the more expensive linen netting
generally used in the Great Lakes.

GEOGRAPHICAL DISTRIBUTION

While the data given in Table. 90 and platted on the lake chart in Figure 2 for
the specimens I have collected do not show a wide distribution of the whitefish in
the lake, the species actually may be found (according to the fishermen) in com
mercial quantities almost everywhere in depths of less than about 35 fathums.
Dymond (1926) records having taken specimens as deep as 50 fathoms.

SEASONAL M.OYEMENT,S

The fishing seasori begins whim the ice leaves (usually in early May) and con
tinues until the lake freezes in late November. According to the fishermen,most
of the lake is relatively shallow, with holes of 25 to 35 fathoms scattered here and
there. There is water as deep, at least, as 67 fathoms off Livingston Point, but
areas covered by su'ch depths are relatively limited. In spring the fishermen set
their nets on the banks of these Hbowls" in 17 to 35 fathoms and through the season
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move them up and down th~ banks.· In spring and fall the fish are likely to be
shallowest and in midsummer deepest, though the fishermen say they are not able,
usually, to go shallower than 15 fathoms or they will load their nets with suckers,
and deeper than 35 fathoms they seldom find whitefish in commercial quantities.
However, several fishermen claim to have made profitable lifts from depths of 40
and even 45 fathoms.

BREEDING HABITS

According to John McIver and Andrew Sutherland, the. whitefish spawn from
the middle to the end of November. They select hard bottom and come into the
shallowest water at that time. Nothing is known of their spawning behavior.

The Nipigon fish do not ~row large. One of the largest specimens ever collected
measured only 615 millimeters and weighed probably about 10 pounds, while speci
mens over 4 pounds are relatively uncommon. It is not known definitely at what
size the fish mature sexually, but Mr. McIver says they may be sexually mature at
less than 2 pounds in the round. I have only nine fish over 300 millime~ers long,
three of which have been eviscerated; and of the six fish in the round two males and
a female. of each group are immature at a length of 317, 325, and 321 millimeters,
respectively (weight about 1 to lU pounds), while the mature fish· measure 331,
409, and 373 millimeters, respectively. All fish smaller than 300· millimeters uni
formly show no matwity of the gonads.. Superficial examination indicates, also,
that the fish grow slowly. A slow rate of growth might be expected for fish from
,waters that are covered with ice for so lon~ aperiod ~ach year. . '.

ABUND.lNCE

The whitefish is the most important .andmost abundant commercial fish in
Lake Nipigon. No other fish are marketable, except the lake trout and wall-eyed
pike. Leucichthys of several species and suckers are very abundant but are not
yet commercially valuable .at points so far removed from the markets.

. The lake was opened to commercial fishing in 1916; Production was insignificant
that year, but for most of the time since the fisheries have been prosecuted l>ysom~

dozen steam and gasoline boats operating gill nets. Tlle number of fishing license,s
has been limited, more or less, and the production of the boats has been restricted
to 80 tons a year per steam tug and 40 tons per gasoline vessel. The peak of pro
duction was reached in 1919, according to the Ontario report upon game and fisheries,
when 1,620,970 pounds of whitefish, 617,900 pounds of trout, and 30,035 pounds of
wall-eyes were taken. Figures for 1920 and 1921 show a continued decrease.

If all the whitefish grow as slowly as my specimens indicate, the reason for the
decline in production is obviously due to the fact that the fish have been caught more
rapidly than they were bein~ produced, and in that case a seqous depletion' may
be expected soon. .

Co,egonua clupeaforrnia of La~e Erie

The whitefish of Lake Erie is very similar to theMichigan form except that it is
deeper bodied, as a rule, and the predorsal contour, therefore, is often strongly arched
in smaller fish.. Fish may be "howbacked" as small as 2% pounds round. All the
whitefish are by no means thus humped at the nape, and often specllnens weighing
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3 or 4 pounds are found in which the predorsal contour line jsas smooth as in the
fish of the upper lakes. Such fish were particularly common off Merlin, Ontario, in
November, 1924. The principal systematic characters of the two forms that can be
expressed numerically are compared below;
Gill rakers on the first branchial arch: Pv/P:

Michigan, (24) 26-28 (30).77 Michiga.n, (1.5) 1.7-1.9 (2.3) ..
Erie, (25) 26-29 (30).78 Erie, (1.6) 1.7-1.9 (2).

Lateral-line scales: AviV:
Michigan, (74) 81-88 (93). Michiga,n, (1.4)1;6-8 (1.2).
Erie, (73) 77-86 (93). Erie, (1.4) 1.6-1.7 (1.8).

L/H: LID:
Michigan, (4.4) 4.5-4.8 (5.3). Michigan, (3.3) 3.9-4.2 (4.8).
Erie, 4.7-5 (5.3). Erie, (3.1) 3.3"':3:6 (3.8).

HIE: Pectoral rays: ' .
Michigan, (4.4) 4.6-5. Michigan, (14) 15-17.
Erie, (4.3) 4.8-5 (5.2). Erie, 13-15

HIS: Scale rows:
Michigan, (3.2) 3.4-3.8 (4.1). Michigan, (46) 48-50 (52)-(36) 37-39 (40)-
Erie, (3.3) 3.4-3.8 (4). 25-27 (28).

HIM: Erie, (45) 46-48 (50)-(34)' 35-37 (39)-(24)

Michigan, (3) 3.2-3.3 (3.7). 25-27.
Erie, (3) 3.1-3.3 (3.7).

The two forms are in close agreement in respect to all proportions except those
involving body depth, head in relation to total length and the eye, and it is probable
that this disparity would be reduced in the former and eliminated in the last two if
the specimens in the two groups were sirictly comparable. In the matter of counts
there appear to be differences. The Erie form tends apparently to have fewer
pectoral rays, fewer scale rows, and possibly fewer lateral,;,line scales, but except
for the latter chara:cter too few specimens have been examined to permit any
conclusions.

The color in life is slightly paler than that described for Superior specimens.
The iridescence of the sides also is fainter and more often pinkish. Alcoholic speci
mens show pigment distributed in the same manner as has been described for the form
from northern Lake Michigan, except that pigmentation is much less intense.
The smoky hue of the back and fins is much reduced. The pectorals are often nearly
immaculate.

Pearl organs are developed in the breeding season by both males and females,
and their development is like that described for Huron specimens.

VARIATIONS

Racial variations.-No studies have been made to determine the occurrence of
local races.

Size variations.-The only whitefish seen have been those that were marketable,
and there is not sufficient inequality in size to ascertain how the body changes with
growth. It is probable that such changes are like those outlined for the species in
other waters.

.71 Figures for Lake Michigan are given for 62 specimens ranging In length from 300 to 483 millimeters, except that those for
gill rakers are given for 151 specimens, for lateral·lIne scales for 101; forpectoraI rays and scale rows for 20.

7J Figures for Lake Erie ere given for 18 specimens ranging In length from 201 to 402 millimeters, except that those for gill rakers
are given for 100 specimens and those for lateral·lIne scales lor 324.
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METHODS OF CAPTURE

The whiteffsh is caught in Lake Erie by means of gill nets, trap nets, and 'pound
nets. In the eastern 'half of the lake gill nets are employed most commonly, while
trap ,nets are most abundant on the south shore, chiefly over the western half, and
pounds are used most at points along the north shore. The whitefish is now so
reduced in numbers that gill-net fishing for whitefish is being discontinued gradu~lly

everywhere on the lake; but the use of the other nets is not affected so heavily, as
this apparatus takes all kinds of fish and is not dependent on the whitefish for profit.

GEOGRAPHICAL DISTRIBUTION

Relatively few specimens have been collected, though many hundreds have
been seen. The data for collected specimens are given in Table 92 and show records
from four ports of the south shore. At least a few whitefish are to be had at some
season out of any port on the lake, and formerly they were more or less abundant
all along the shores and throughout the lake's. extent, except possibly in the deepest
part of the eastern depression.

SEASONAL MOVEMENTS

As in the other lakes, the whitefish approach and retreat from the shores during
the season.

Datajrom the pound nets.-Poundnets are used most widely in the Canadian waters
on the north shore of the lake. Data collected from the fishermen who operate such
gear out of the ports of Pelee Island (John McCormick), Merlin (A. Crewe)"Ridge
town CW. D. Bates), Port Bruce (W. McGuire), and Port Dover (A. B. Hoover and
W. F. Kolbe) show that the' whitefish run best in the pounds during the month of
May. After June 1 to 15 the run is over entirely. In the fall the fish reappear
toward the last of October and run through the month of November. In most ports
the fall run exceeds that of the spring.'

On the south shore few pound nets are 'employed, such apparatus being replaced
by trap nets. At the west end of the lake whitefish are taken no longer except in the
fall, when they' appear on the shoals on the western flat in late October and during
November.

Datajrom the gill nets.-In years past when whitefish were ,common throughout
the lake they were taken in suitable gear during any part of the season. Now the
employment of gill nets, which depend on whitefish alone for their profitable use, is
restricted to certain weeks of the fishing season. At the eastern end of the lake the
period of profitable netting for whitefish is longest. Out of Erieau, Ontario (Norman
Macaulay), Port Stanley, Ontario (C. Finlay and Arthur Glover), Dunkirk, N. Y.
(Walter Murray, George O'Brien, and Thomas Desmond), Barcelona, N. Y. (H.
Monrbe), Erie, Pa. (Joseph Ferguson), and Ashtabula, Ohio (C. Owen), nets are set
in the spring around March 15 in Canadian waters outside of thel0-milezone
reserved for pound-net fisheries, and in American waters at depths of 10 to 25 fathoms.
In late years the season lasted for four to six weeks, or until May 1 or 15. In July
the nets again were put in the deep waters of the eastern end of the lake, and the
season continued to August 1 to 15. In the fall whitefish have been available out
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of most ports on the lake except off the Canadian shore, and gill nets have been
employed frequently to take them. The season ranges usually from October 1 into
December, depending on the locality and the weather. Out of Dunkirk and Barce
lona nets were set for whitefish into the month of January.

The data collected from the fishermen on the lake indicate that the whitefish
are found by gill nets in early spring in the deeper waters, especially in the eastern
half of the lake. In May the schools move onto the shoals but retreat again into
deeper water in early June. In the deep water at the eastern end of the lake they
have been found in commercial quantities during July. Thereafter, until the water
cools in the fall, usually none are taken by any apparatus; but in October the gill
nets get them again in the deeper waters, and later they move shallower and are
caught in the pounds and traps. Later still they repair again to deeper water.

There is a widespread belief among American fishermen that there are only a
few schools (or perhaps one) of whitefish in the lake and that these fish summer in
the deep water of the east and migrate in the fall to spawn on the reefs to the west.
Such a view places too much emphasis on the observation by the fish of the inter
national boundary line and does not take into consideration at all what happens on
the Canadian shore, where there have also been extensive whitefish fisheries. It is
rather likely that there are several localized schools, none of which undertake exten
sive coastwise migrations. An intensive study of the fish·of the various localities
should throw light on this subj'ect; or, better, if marking were feasible, actual migra
tions could be traced.

BREEDING HABITS

The whitefish spawn generally from about November 20 into December. The
season, of course, varies from year to year. On November 30, 1920, at Sandusky
and Toledo, Ohio, many of the fish had not yet begun to spawn, and at Merlin and
Ridgetown, Ontario, spawning had not begun on November 24, 1924.

The largest spawning grounds of the lake are located around the Bass Islands and
Pelee Island, on the limestone reefs in their vicinity, and off Port Maitland. Small
reefs, some of which are known to be frequented by whitefish, are scattered along
the shores of the lake. The bottom is largely honeycomb limestone rock or gravel,
and the water is usually less than 30 feet deep. The western spawning grounds have
been virtually deserted since 1920, which was the last good year, on account of the
pollution by the Detroit River water, the fishermen believe.

The minimum siz:e of spawning fish is not known exactly, but at Merlin, on
November 24,1924, spawning males were seen as small as Hi and 1~ pounds in the
round. Many of the fishermen on the north shore inform me that males of this size
commonly spawn, but that they do not recall seeing mature females so small.

Little is known of the spawning behavior of the species except that Charles
Dircks, of Put inEay, Ohio, says the males clean portions on the rocks 2 to 10 feet
square and that he has seen the male accompanying the female while spawning on
these cleaned areas.

ABUNDANCE

Early records show more whitefish -taken on the western flats (where there
are now no whitefish at all) than are taken in all Lake Erie. In the last five years
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the species has been of irregular occurrence everywhere and the average annual
yield has been low. Around the beginning of the century there was also a period
'of low production, after which the species increased again. At that time the large
meshed nets went out of use because no other species could be caught with them
and the quantity of trap nets and pound nets (which depended largely on the white
fish for profitable employment) decreased in numbers, and with the abatement of
the persecution it had sustained, the stock had an opportunity to recover. At that
time, too, the Canadian fisheries were being exploited' but little, so that there was
a kind of natural preserve across the border, besides which large quantities of fry
Were planted annually.

The present depletion is much more serious than any recorded before, and there
is less reason to hope that time will repair it. The use of large-meshed nets is being
·discontinued again, but the other apparatus is not at all affected, because other
species, which were not marketable 20 years ago, are being taken in profitable
,quantities; and even where whitefish are the mainstay of the fisheries the increased
price paid per pound, which in 1922 was over two and one-half times the av~rage

price in 1903, permits the continuation of the fisheries even though the supply is
less. Canadian fisheries also have expanded enormously in the last 15 years, and
the waters across the boundary probably are as exhausted now as our own, so that
there is much less of a reserve stock than formerly. The recuperation of the white
fish is impeded further by the excessive pollution of the Detroit and other rivers,
also, which, the fishermen say, has driven them off the best spawning grounds in
the lake.

ABNORMAL FORMS

The "mule whitefish. "-Specimens of what are usually considered hybrids
between Ooregonus clupeajormis and Leucichthys artedi are taken occasionally out
'of many of the lake ports. Their occurrence has been known long, and specimens
have been described. These so-called hybrids are frequently of greater average
size than even the whitefish. I ha~e a photograph of a male taken by W. D. Bates
at Ridgetown on the north shore that weighed 11 pounds, 15 ounces.

A specimen 282 millimeters long was taken by me at Toledo, Ohio, on November
27, 1920. This fish was a male and showed pearl organs. A numerical expression
-of many of its systematic characters is given in Table 93, and a drawing of the head
is shown in Figure 31, A.

The body outline is elliptical in side view, like that of a deep-bodied herring.
The caudal peduncle also is short and thick, as in the herring albus. The premaxil
laries are inclined backward, as in the whitefish, but in this specimen the angle is
bent little more than 900

• The long adipose and maxillary are other characteristics
-of the whitefish. The number of gill rakers is clearly intermediate be~ween that of
the two forms. The other characters exhibited by this fish are such as are common
to both of the supposed parents. .

Artificially reared whitejish.-The New York aquarium reared whitefish from
eggs of Lake Erie parents hatched in January, 1913. An account of their treatment
is given by Mellen (1923). Thirty-two of these fish, which died during the years
1921 and 1922, were received from the aquarium authorities and are no:w: preserved
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in the University of Michigan collectiori. These fish ranged in length from 203 to
328 millimeters, and many of them were sexually mature.

The body parts show great modification in all the specimens, and no e of them
closely resemble any whitefish taken in the Great Lakes. The most striking differ
ences are changes in the shape of head parts. The head throughout is much deeper
than in normal whitefish, and its dorsal contour usually is decurved conspicuously

A B

o
FIG. 31.-0omparlson olthe heads of the "mule whitefish" (A),'a normal whitefish (B), and a New York aquarium specimen (0) •

The fish were about equal in size-A, 282 millimeters; B, 305 mUlimeters; and C, 315 millimeters

anterior to the orbit. (See fig. 31,0.) The premaxillaries'are often vertical in posi
tion, which is not known to be the case in normally reared individuals. The head is
broader, especially across the snout, and the adipose is much larger usually.

The characters that cah be expressed numerically also are interestingly different.
All the specimens from the Great Lakes less than 300 millimeters long (many of them
less than 200 millimeters long), are combined for comparison in certain charaders
with those of the New York aquarium. The complete figures are given below:



GREAT LAtrnS COREGONIDS ' 541

L/H:: 3.7 3.8' 3.9 4 4.1' 4.2 4.3 4.4 4.6 4.6 4.7 4.8 4.9 6 U
AllIakes ~ ~_~____ 2 6 16,31 41 48 44 17 8 1
Aquarium ., '2 1 1 1 3 3 4 7 7 1 2

HIE: 3:4 ,3.6 3.6 3.7 3.8 3.9 4 4.1 4.2 4.34.4 4,.6 4.6 4.7 4.8 4.9
AIl Iakes____________ 4 5 23 25 31 42 45 30 5 2 1 1
Aquarium '2 1 3' 5 3 6, 4, 3 3 1

HIM: 2.8 2.9 3 3.1 3.2 3.3 3.4 3.6 3.6 3.7 3.8
AIl Iakes________________________________ 1 2 22 48 40 45' 30 13 5 5
Aquarium. ______________________________ 2 5 i 9 4 3

HIS: 2.9 3 3.1 3.2 3.3 3.4 '3.5 3.6 3.7 s;g 3.9 4' 4.1 4.2 4.3 4.4
All Iakes____________ 6 17 17 32 36 28 31 23 8 5 1
Aquarium___________ 1 2 5 4 9 8 1 2

Pv/P: 1 1.2 1.3 1.4 1.6 1.6 1.7 1.8 1.9 2 2.1 2.2 2.3
All Iakes____________________________ 2 8 19 33 44 36 45 18 4 2
Aquarium ~ __ ~ 3 3 11 8 ,4 2 1

AviV: 1 1.1 1.2 1.3 1.4 1.6 1.6 1.7 1.8 l.Q
All Iakes____________________________________ 2 8 58 71 46 24 7
Aquarium_ _____________________ _____________ 1 1 1 2 5 9 11 1

Gill rakers: 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 31 34
AIl Iakes____________________________________ 2 35 136 172 180 79 15 3
Aquarium___________________________________ 5 7' 8 5 3 2 1

It isclel1r that the artificially reared specimens have a proportionally longer head,
eye, maxillary, snout, and paired fins" and fewer gill rakers than naturally reared
fishes. (The one fish with 34 rakers (223 millimeters long) is probably a "mule
whitefish.")

Aquarium conditions thus have produced or permitted the development of individ
uals that are strikingly different from those that are found in nature. Even char
acters that are considered generic, such as the position of the premaxillaries, have been
altered. These observations are ofespecial interest in view of the striking differences
that have been found to obtain in certain species of Leucichthys between forms of a
species group.

Coregonuliclupeaformisof Lake Ontario

The whitefish of Lake Ontario resembles that of Lake Michigan. The princi
pal characters of the two forms are compared below:
Gill rakers on the first branchial arch: HIS:

Michigan, (24) 26-28 (30) .70 Michigan, (3.2) 3.4--3.7 (4.1).
Ontario, (25) 27-28 (31).80 'Ontario, (3.3) 3.6-3.8 (4.2);

Lateral-line scales: Pv/P:
Michigan, (74) 81-88 (93). Michigan, (1.5) 1.7-2 (2.3).
Ontario, (75) 80-88 (92). Ontario, (1.4) 1.7-2 (2.2).

L/H: AviV:
Michigan, (4.2) 4.4--4.8 (5.3). Michigan, (1.3) 1.5-1.8 (2).
Ontario, (4~4) 4.6--4.9 (5.2). Ontario, (1.3) 1.6--1.8(1.9).

E:/E: " , LID:
" Michigan, (4.4) 4.6-4.9 (5). Michigan, (3.3) 3.9-4.3 (4.8).

Ontario, (4.2) 4.7-5 (5.3). ' Ontario, (3.4) 3.7-4 (4.3).
II/M:,', ,

Michigan, (3) 3.2-3.4 (3.8) .
. Ontario, (3) 3.2-3.4 (3.7),. ','

10 ~Igures for Lake Michigan, except those for gill rakers, lateral·lIne scales, and HIE, are based on an examination of 126 specl·
~ellsrallglng In length from 179 to 483 millimeters. The HIE figimisare given for 52 specimens between the lengths of 300 lind
83 millimeters, those for gill rakers for 151 specimens, endthose for scales for 191. , . '

,10 These and other figures for Lake Ontario, except those for lateral·lIne sceles and HIE, are blllled on' en' examination of 30
:lleClmens ranging In length froIll 253 to 444 millimeters. The HIE ~res are given for 27 specimens over 300 mllIimeters long,
Ild the scale figures have been supplemented by counts of 160 specimens, not preserved, from Brighton, Ontario.
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The figures indicate no significant differences between the two forms, and such
inequalities as are apparent probably would be reduced by a study of more specimens.

The color in life is not different, so far as has been observed, from that described
for Superior specimens, and alcoholics do not diffe,!' materially in color from the pre
served Superior specimens, except possibly pigment is less abundant, on the average,
though it is distributed in the same areas.

Pearl organs are developed in the breeding season by the adults of both sexes.
Only a few specimens ready to spawn were seen, and in these the development of
the pearls was like that described for the Huron form.

VARIATIONS

Racial variations.-There are not enough collected specimens to analyze for the
purpose of ascertaining the existence of local races. What specimens have been
assembled do not indicate that these races, if they do exist, are marked by external
features.

Size variations.-Most of the collected fish are approximately of the same size,
but in Table 95, 10 fish are compared extensively, among which are the largest and
the ~mallest specimens in the collection. The number of specimens is insufficient, of
course, but it is apparent from these figures that the usual changes with growth,
affecting at least the relative size of the head and the eye, are manifested by the

. Ontario whitefish also. .
METHODS OF CAPTURE

The commercial use of pound nets is prohibited on the shores of Lake Ontario,
and the trap and fyke nets are not particularly successful in taking whitefish, so that
virtually all the whitefish marketed are produced by gill nets, which are usually of
4~ or 4%, inch mesh.

GEOGRAPHICAL DISTRIBUTION

In Table 94 are given the data for the specimens I have collected. These are
platted on the chart of the lake in Figure 7. In addition to actual specimens, recorde
of the occurrence of the species are included in the account of the habits of the
species. From both sources it is apparent that the species is distributed along the
lake's shores, though it is by no means abundant enough everywhere to be of com
mercial significance.

SEASONAL MOVEMENTS

Along the Canadian shore, where the whitefish is most abundant, the fishermen
say the fish are to be found on the shoals when the ice leaves in April (Brighton, port
Hope, Bronte). In June they move into deeper water and are then fished for at about
8 to 12 fathoms. As the water becomes warmer they retreat still deeper and in
August may be caught down to depths of 25 fathoms. The best lifts are made when
the fish are in this deep water. A lift witnessed by me on August 27, 1923, off SandY
Pond, N. Y., from 24 fathoms had from 35 to 62 fish per 20 rods of net of 4%,-inch
mesh. The nets had been set three nights. In September the weather usualJyis
unsettled and the fish probably rise from the bottom; at least, not many are caught.
In October they move inshore again, and in November the schools are back on the
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shoals to spawn. There are no good whitefish areas on the American shore, though
a few fish are taken regularly at the eastern end of the lake. In the east (Sapdy
Pond, Selkirk) the fish behave as along the north shore, except that the fishermen
do not find them so early. Whitefishing does not begin here until the last of May
or early June, possibly because the New York laws have prohibited fishing within
1 mile from shore, within which zone the fish may occur until this date; though it
would appear that if this were the case some, at least, would be taken farther out,
whither occasional storms would drive them. Along other points on the New York
shore (Oswego, Sodus Point, Wilson) whitefish are relatively scarce and of irregular
occurrence.

BREEDING HABITS

The time of spawning is said to be November, usually the latter part, continuing
sometimes into early December. Specimens collected at Port Hope, Ontario, on
November 21, 1917,were nearly ready to spawn.

The best spawning grounds on the lake are in the Bay of Quinte, into which the
spawning fish are said to move from the main lake through the Upper Gap. There
are also smaller spawning grounds in other parts of the lake, especially along the
north shore. Known spawning grounds along the south shore are rare and for the
most part have been deserted by the fish latterly (Oalc Orchard, Nine-Mile Point).
The bottom selected for spawning, the fishermen say, is hard, as in the other lakes,
and may be covered by depths of 15 fathoms. ' Nothing is known of their spawning
behavior, except that at Brighton the Quick brothers say the larger fish spawn first.

In some sections the fish appear to mature at small size. The Quick brothers
report that fish weighing 2 pounds in the round usually spawn, and that they have
seen spawners as smaH even as 1 pound. Specimens weighing 1 pound in the round,
collected in June, 1921, from the Duck Islands, showed no indication of spawning that
y,ear, but males taken on August 27, 1923, off Sandy Pond, N. Y., were mature at 1
pound 7 ounces.

ABUNDANCE

On the American shore the whitefish is almost extinct commercially. From
1,064,000 pounds in 1880 the production had fallen to 54,000 pounds in 1922, with no
records in excess of 88,000 pounds in the present century. Across the boundary the
catch of whitefish has shown a general increase from 1910, which reached its peak
only in 1922, when 2,098,000 pounds were reported. The production has been main
tained only by an unproportional increase in the quantity of fishing apparatus and has
been stimulated by the ever-mounting prices that the markets offer. In most areas
on the lake the fishermen believe the whitefish to have become commoner within
the last 25 years, and in most ports the species is believed to be holdi~g its own at
present.

Genus PROSOPIUM Milner

Milner, in Jordan, 1878, p. 361 (Coregonus quadrilateralis).

'The Great Lakes fish of the genus are never larger than 5 and usually not more
than 2 pounds in weight. The body is subterete, its width equal to about 56 to 68
per cent of its depth. The premaxillaries are wider than long and retrorse in position.
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The two openings of each nostril are separated by a single flap. (Fig. 27.) The
exposed area of the scales of the lateral line is conspicuously smaller than that of
those of the adjacent rows. The gill rakers on the first branchial arch are less than
21 and more than 13; the length of the longest is rarely more than 5 per cent of the
head. There are no vestigial teeth. The prefrontal bone is but little developed and
does not extend much beyond the anterior edge of the pupil. The cranial carina

,does not extend to the frontal-parietal suture.

PROSOPIUM QUADRILATERALE Richardson

PILOT, MENOMINEE, ROUND WHITEFISH, FROSTFISH, CISCO, GRAYBACK, CROSS WHITEFISH, LAKE

MINNOW (FIG. 30)

Coregonus quadrilateralis Richardson, 1823j pp. 714-716 pI. 25, fig. 2, "small rivers about Fort
Enterprise and in the Arctic Sea"; Evermann and Smith, 1896, pp. 296-297, pI. 16, New England
to Alaska; Jordan and Evermann, 1911, pp. 38-39,PI. VII, Alaska and upper Great Lakes to
New England.

Prosopium quadrilaterale Dymond, 1926, pp. 54-55, PI. VIII, fig; 1, Lake Nipigon.
Coregonus nov-anglire Prescott, 1851, p. 342, Lake Winnepesaukee. Probably also Sea Gwiniad,

Pennant, 17~2, p. ccxoviii, Hudson Bay.

The species was described from'specimens collected in "small rivers about
Fort Enterprise and the Arctic Sea." No materialfrom the type locality is available
for examination, but there is little doubt that Richardson's description is of a Pro
sopium of some sort, and it is probable that our Great Lakes forms are very closely
related to it., For the present, then, the specific name quadrilateraleis retained
for them.

The pilot occurs in all the lakes of the Great Lakes series except Erie, and in Lake
Nipigon. The representatives of the species in one lake resemble those in another
very closely, the differences between them being chiefly such differences its are evident
between mature and immature individuals in anyone of the lakes. No complete
account of the natural history of the species is availR.ble for any of the lakes, but
such details as are known indicate that the habitat selected is the same throughout
the basin; and it is probable, further, that the breeding habits, making due allowance
for differences in latitude, which probably affect the time of spawning; are the same.
The flesh is not of the, best, and the species is of relatively little or no commerical
importance anywhere.

Prosopium quadrilaterale of Lake Michigan

The body is subterete,muchelongated, little compressed (except a:'t the snout
and tail-much less compressed than the whitefish), and uniformly tapered. Its

,greatest depth is through a point at the front of the dorsal. . In adults this 'measur~
ment is usually about 20 to 22 per cent of the length, though in the largest examples,
especially gravid females, it commonly becomes 24 per cent. Owing to the moderate
depth of the body, its profiles are gently and uniformly curved. The head is very
small and is contained (4.9) 5.2-5.4, (5.6) 81 times in the total length of the body.
In side view the outline of the he,ad is roughly ovoid, its dorsal ,contour curvingsharply
downward from, a point between the orbitand the nares, so that the snout is always

81 ,These aI)d succeeding figures. unless otherwise marked, are given for 34 collec.ted specimens ranging from 200 to 419 mlll1•
meters in length.
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rounded, even in individuals in which the premaxillaries are most retrorse. Its
lateral surfaces are nearly flat to a line on a level with the superior 'edge of the maxil
laries and from thence conV'erge sharply in a downward direction, the more sharply
as the snout is approached. The dorsal surface of the head is acutely triangular
owing to the compression, 6f the entire preorbital and mandibular regions. The
width of the head through the nostrils is 17 to 21 per cent of the head length. Its
interorbital space is flat or only very faintly convex. A short· but heavy median
keel runs from a point above the postoculars to a point approximately above the
anterior edge of the pupil. A fainter keel originates on each side of it, slightly far
ther craniad, and extends almost to the nares.' The ventral surface of the head is
likewise acutely triangular in form b~t is strongly convex from side to side. The
branchiostegal membrane, which has 7 or 8 short rays, is trapezoidal in shape. From
it the isthmus narrows distinctly to join the mandible. The premaxillaries are more
or less retrorse in position, usually making an angle of 100° to 110° with the horizontal
axis of the head. The eye is moderate in proportion to the head, contained (3.9)
4.3-4.6 (5) times in the head length. Its pupil is oval, so that its cranial angle,
usually conspicuous in the coregonids, is rounded off. There are (5) 6-7 (8) + (9)
10-11 (12) = (15) 16-18 (19) gill rakers on the first branchial arch.. The lateral-line
'scales run in a nearly straight row and number (84) 87-95 (100).82 Scale rows 83
around the body, just in front of the dorsal andventrals, are (40) 42-45 (46); in front
of the adipose and the anus, (31) 33-35 '(36); and around the caudal peduncle at its
.commencement, (24) 25-27(28). There are usually a few scales conspicuously
larger than the rest just behind the occiput. The dorsal rays number 11-12 (13);83
anal rays, 9-11;83 pectoral rays, 14-16 (17);83 ventral rays, 10-11.83 The length
of the pectorals is contained (1.8)1.9-2.2 (2.3) times in the distance from their
origin to that of the ventrals. The length of the ventrals is contained 2.1-2.3 (2.5)
times in distance from their origin to the anal. (See fig. 12.)

The color in life is silvery, as in the other forms, but in the pilot it is less striking
'On account of the, presence of brighter superficial colorations. The entire dorsal
surface, including the cranium, is virtually a uniform bronze to sepia brown tinged
with green. The exposed surface of the scales of the back, particularly in the pre
dorsal area, is margined with a band of pigment dots, which tend to obscure the
coloration. The sides are brownish; the color is strongest above the lateral line,
where it is overlaid by silvery with a pinkish cast. The pinkish cast is brightest
below the lateral line, but both the pink and the brown beneath it fade as the color
less belly is approached. The sides of the head are also silvery, with a tinge of bronze,
which is strongest in the preorbital region, on the dorsal tip of the operculum, and on
the iris. The premaxillaries and tip of the mandible are whitish. The maxillary is
spotted with fine dots of brown. The basa;l hal(ofthepaired fins and often of the
anal is bright salmon pink. The dorsal fin and the basal half of the shortest. and
three-fourths of the longest rays of the 'caudal are brown.

After preservation, all color, including the silvery tone, eventually fades, 'dis
closing further details of pigmentation. J?igment is evident, then, also on the sides

82 Sixty.flve specimens. 82 Twelve specimens.
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above the lateral line, with a sprinkling of dots down to about the fifth row below.
The top of the head and the preorbital area are heavily sprinkled with fine dots,
which often collect to form small spots, particularly in the occipital region. Pigment
is present on the oculars and on the operculum. The cranial border of the dorsal,
the tips of its rays, and the rim of the caudal are washed with smoky. The other
fins are usually immaculate, though there are occasionally a few pigment dots on the
pectorals and ventrals,. particularly on their inner surface.

Pearl organs have been seen on no individuals of the species. Only one adult
specimen was taken in the breeding season, and in the case of this specimen (collected
on November 19, 1920, out of Michigan City) the epidel'mal excrescences may have
been eliminated by rough treatment subsequent to its capture. It is probable. that
the development of pearls in the species of Lake Michigan is not different from that
in the Lake Huron form.

VARIATIONS

Racial variations.-There are no data available for a discussion of local variations.
Size variations.-An examination of 42 specimens ranging in length between

156 and 210 millimeters, taken in Platte Bay on the Michigan shore, indicates that
small individuals have a larger head and eye and somewhat longer paired fins. A
comparison of these values for the two classes of specimens follows:

L/H: Pv/P:
Large fish, (4.9) 5.2-5.4 (5.6). Large fish, (1.8) 1.9-2.2 (2.3).
Small fish, (4.7) 5-5.1 (5.2). Small fish, (1.8) 1.9-2 (2.1).

H/E: Av/V:
Large fish, (4.1) 4.3-4.6 (5). Large fish, 2.1-2.3 (2.5).
Small fish, (3.5) 3.7-3.9 (4). Small fish, (1.8) 2-2.2 (2.5).

The body depth, of course, is also less, proportionally, in small specimens.
Small individuals in the collection (all those under 200 millimeters and often

those up to 230 millimeters) show parr marks. These marks are distinct, roundish,
dusky spots 2 to 4 millimeters in diameter, irregularly spaced, separated 2 to 8 milli
meters from one another, and scattered more or less at random over the dorsolateral
and dorsal surfaces, though there is often an appearance of arrangement in sinuous
rows. They are most conspicuous and most numerous on the second to fifth rows
of scales above the lateral line and disappear last in this region as the individual grows.
Frequently there are dots along the lateral line, also, which are larger and fewer in
number than on the rows above it; and there are also fainter marks on the dorsal
surface, particularly in the predorsal area. Dymond (1926, PI. VIII, fig. 1) shows a
specimen with these parr marks.

It is noteworthy that of 17 collected specimens between the length of 220 and
300 millimeters, only 4 are sexually mature. They are divided as follows, according
to size and sex: Mature-255 female, 267 male, 279 female, and 295 male; immature
220 male, 220 male, 221 male, 226 female, 232 female, 239 male, 242 female, 249
female, 254 female, 256 female, 269 male, 270 female, and 293 female.

The maximum size reported for the lake is about 4 pounds.
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Like the blue-backed herring and whitefish, the pilot occurs in schools in suitable
localities all along the shores of Lake Michigan. It is fished for even less extensively
than the herring, due probably to the fact that it is by no means so abundant nor EiO
easily taken, and consequently complete data on its range and abundance are not
available. Unless nets are set for pilots, the numbers of the fish or even their presence
may be unsuspected, as they seldom become entangled in the pound or gill nets set
for larger fish and are never seen swimming in the open lake. Like the herring, they
enter harbors occasionally and may then be taken with hand lines.

R. F. Kleinke, of Menominee, Mich., says there are not now and to his knowledge
never were any pilot in Green Bay. At Washington Harbor, Wis., at the mouth of
the bay, John Ellafson reports a few taken occasionally both in trout and perch nets.
At Sturgeon Bay and at Algoma, Wis., they are taken occasionally in commercial
quantities, according to the statement of George Knipfer, who has set nets for these
fish. At Port Washington and Milwaukee, Wis., none ever are taken for ~arket but
a few are caught in other nets during the year, according to the statement of Delos
H. Smith and August B. Budzisz. At Michigan City, Ind., and Grand Haven,
Ludington, and Manistee, Mich., the fishermen likewise report the taking of only an
occasional pilot. Otto Anderson says he has fished for pilot in the fall out of Arcadia,
Mich., and has taken them in commercial quantities. The other ports, all in the State
of Michigan, which have at times taken the fish for market are Northport (Hans
Anderson and Carl Schrader), Traverse City (Will Hopkins), St. James on Beaver
Island (Dennis and Hugh Boyle, James Martin, Robert Gibson, and Hugh Con
naghan), and Seul Choix Point (Alex Goudreau).

I have collected specimens from several ports on the lake, all of them casual
inclusions with the catches of other species. .Data for these are given in Table 96.
They are shown platted on the lake chart in Figure 4.

METHOD OF CAPTURE

Unlike the whitefish, the pilot will not follow a lead readily and consequently is
taken seldom in the pound or trap nets. Gill nets alone are employed in their cap~

ture, therefore, the mesh used ranging between 272 and 3 inches. Other species,
notably herring and perch, also are taken often with the pilot by these nets.

SEASONAL MOVEMENTS

The pilot moves in and off shore like the other shallow-water coregonids. As
the species is not sought for regularly, only scattered data on its movements are
available.

Data on the occurrencein1all andspring.-Outof Washington Harbor, Sturgeon
Bay,Algoma, Arcadia, Northport, Traverse City, St. James, and Seul Choix Point,
according to the statements of those fishermen who have attested to the occurrence
of the species out of these ports, the pilot can be found inshore on gravel and honey
comb rock in 2 to6 fathoms in November and often into. December, if the weather
permits.. At this time iUs taken frequently in commercial quantities at these ports.
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The records in Table 96 show occasional specimens taken in the chub nets on No
vember 19,1920,17 miles NNW. and 1772 miles NW. by N. ~ N. of Michigan City,
Ind., in 28 to 32 fathoms, and on March 4, 1921, 15 miles NW. by N. 72 N. of that
port in 28 fa,thoms. Out of Northport pilot are known to occur with the herring
in 2 01'3 fathoms for about two weeks when the ice leaves around April 1, but else
where no nets are set for pilot in spring, and hence nothing is known of the move
ments of the species in spring.

Data on the occurrence in 8ummer.-A few fishermen havEl tried to take the pilot
in commercial quantities in the summer. John Ellafson, of Washington Harbor,
says that he has taken them in August and September at depths of 6 to 12 fathoms
on sand. Otto Anderson, of Arcadia, claims to have found them in 8 to 10 fathoms
in September. Robert Gibson, of St. James, says that several years ago, in July
and August, in 5to 8 fathoms on sand and gravel around Garden and Hog Island of
the Beaver group, he caught on an average of 500 to 600 pounds of these fish at a
lift in 8,00.0 feet of nets, when lifted after two nights out. In September,Mr. Gibson
says, the fish disappeared and could be found neither shallower nor deeper. The
other St. James fishermen and Mr. Schrade,r, of Northport, concur with Mr. Gibson
in the assertion that the pilot schools are very erratic in their movements. They
visit and leave certain grounds for no apparent reason, and can not be followed in
their .rnigrations. Out of Washington Harbor, Northport, Traverse City, and the
Beaver Islands an occasional specimen becomes entangled in the trout nets at
depths of 6 to 16 fathoms during the summer months.

No individuals have been seen by me or reported by th(l fishermen from the
172-inch nets that are set at 30 fathoms out of many ports for bloaters, and none
have been see,n by me in the chub nets, except those from off Michigan City in 28
to 32 fathoms in November and March, so that the maximum depth to which the
species retires is probably about 30 fathoms.

The records indicate, then, that the pilot are found inshore in numbers on
honeycomb rock and gravel in November and into December. Little is known of
their movements during the remainder of the year, but at one locality, at least,
they are found on the beaches again when the ice leaves in the spring. Fishing
operations have been conducted for the species out of several ports in July, August,
and September, and, these operations have disclosed the presence of the species at
depths of 5to 12 fathoms. Casual specimens have been taken out of many ports
as deep as 16 fathoms and out of one port as deep as 28 to 32 fathoms, so that 32
fathoms probably marks the upper limit of the depth range of th~ species.

BREEDING HABITS

The fall inshore movement is for the purpose of spawning. There are no more
definite data available than that the fish can be taken abundantly in November
and even in December if the weather permits fishing so late. Spawning takes place,
according to the fishermen, on honeycomb rock and gravel in 2 to 6 fathoms of water.

FOOD

No studies have been made of the food of the species in Lake Michigan, except
that small individuals taken on July 30, 1923, off South Manitou Island were feeding
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chiefly on Chironomus larval and pUpal. !tis probable that itsfood preferences are
similar to those of its r~lative in Huron. As in Lake Huron, the species is charged
with the destruction of trout spawn by virtually every fisherman who is familiar
with it, and all these men claim to have seen the trout eggs in the pilot's stomach.
Some data on this propensity of the pilot are given on page 552.

COMMERCIAL VALUE

As a food fish the pilot is always rated above the herring, but in this respect it
does not even approach the whitefish. The flesh has little fat and spoils readily,
so that the pilot nets have to be lifted at short intervals. The fish are sold either
fresh or salted.

. Prosopium. quadrilaterale of Lake Huron

The pilot of Lake Huron differs in few characters from its relative in Lake Michi
gan.· The principal characters capable of numerical expression are eompared below:
Gill rakers on the first b~anchial arch: HIE:

Michigan, (15) 16-18 (19).s4 Michigan, (3.9) 4.3-4.6 (5).
Huron, (15) 16-17 (19).s6 Huron, (4) 4.2-4.5 (4.9).

Lateral-line scales: Pv/P:
Michigan, (84) 87-95 (100). Michigan, (1.8) 1.9-2.2 (2.3).
Huron, (80) 84-91 (95). Huron, (1.5) 1.8-2 (2.3).

L/H: . AviV:
Michigan, (4.9) 5.2-504 (5.6). Michigan, 2.1-2.3 (2.5).
Hu~on, (4.5) 4.8~5.1 (5.3). Huron, (1.8) 2.1-2.2 (2.4).

It appears, thus, that Huron specimens tend to have a proportionally larger
head, somewhat longer paired fins, and slightly fewer lateral-line scales. Of course,
data are required from many more specimens from both lakes in order to establish
the course of the distribution curve for any char!tcters.

The color in life is as in the Michigan form, except that, as a rule, specimens
are more heavily pigmented. This character, of course, is most in evidence in alco
holic material. The pigment below the lateral line, besides being more abundant,
extends often to the belly. The paired fins often are pigmented distinctly, and
frequently there are dots on the anal.

Pearl organs are well developed on males during the breeding season and at
least faintly indicated on some females. I have coJlected no specimens during or
immediately previous to the spawning period, and therefore I do not know to what
extent nuptial buttons are developed on the two sexes. Pearls were beginning to
appear on males taken at the Greater Duck Island on October 18, '1919, were present
On males and a few females taken at Wiartbn, Ontario, on November 5, 1917, at
Kagawong, Ontario, on November 10, 1917, at Alpena, Mich., on November 15,
1919, and in Au Sable River, Mich., in November, 1924. None of these fish were
ripe. .The maximum development of pearls that I have seem for the species is exhib
ited by specimen No; 1087 from' Wiarton. On this fish they are present on the
lateral line and on each scale of the,first four rows above and below it. On the fifth

II Figures for'Mlchlgan, excepting those for scales, nre hnsed on nn eXlImJnntlon of 34 specimens rnngingln length from 200 to
419 millimeters. Figures for sooles lire given lor 65 specimens. . ,

II Figures lor Huron lire bllSed on nn examJnation 0172 specimens ranging in length lrom 200 to 393 millimeters.
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and sixth rows above and below they become faint, and their distribution is often
discontinuous: There are none on the belly or head and only a few on the back.
There is usually only one pearl present on each scale, except on the lateral line,
where there are sometimes two. In shape the pearls are rounded, showing faintly a
narrow longitudinal thickening, are situated in the center and occupy one-third to
one-fourth of the exposed scale surface on the rows bordering the lateral line. They
diminish gradually in size dorsad and ventrad. On the lateral line they are less than
one-fourth as large as on the adjacent rows and are situated laterad and slightly
caudad to the pore.

VARIATIONS

Racial variations.-Specimens are available for comparison from Alpena, Mich.,
and from the Duck Islands across the lake, but the two groups appear little different
in their systematic characters.

Size variations.-The same changes with growth outlined for Lake Michigan
specimens seem to obtain in Lake Huron, namely, that smaJI specimens have a larger
head and eye, longer paired fins, and less body depth. The figures for specimens
under 30 centimeters in length and for those of greater length are compared below
for most of these characters:

L/H: Pv/P:
Large fish, (4.8) 4.9-5.2 (5.3). Large fish, (1.8) 1.9-2.1 (2.3).
Small fish, (4.5) 4.7-5.1 (5.3). Small fish, (1.5) 1.7-2 (2.2).

HIE: AvIV:
Large fish, 4.4-4.9. Large fish, 2.1-2.3.
Small fish, (3.7) 4-4.3 (4.5). Small fish, (1.9) 2-2.3 (2.4).

Individuals apparently show parr marks in their juvenile stages, which, to judge
from the two collected specimens under 20 centimeters in length, are not different
from those described for small specimens in Lake Michigan. '

None of the collected specimens less than 23 centimeters long are sexually
mature, and none over 25 centimeters are immature.

The maximum size reported for the lake is about 4 pounds.

GEOGRAPHICAL DISTRIBUTION

As in Lake Michigan, schools of pilot are to be found in suitable localities all
along the shores of Lake Huron. Likewise the species is not sought much in Lake
Huron, and therefore the same limitations exist to the securing of data on the occur
rence and habits of the species.

On the Canadian shore the, pilot seldom is caught for market, but it does occur'
at other localities in addition to those from ,which I have collected it, namely, at
Tobermory and Providence Bay, according to the statements of Kenneth McLeod
and John Purvis. There are other Canadian ports, no doubt, from which it could
be caught. On the American shore.it is taken not uncommonly, particularly in the
fail. It is found in some numbers ,along the shore from St. Martins Bay to
Hammonds Bay, from which area a few are taken to market, both at St. Ignace ,and
Cheboygan. From Hammonds Bay to Middle Island there are said to be none,
although in some parts of this area, at least, they have been sought. The Schmekel
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brothers, of Rogers, say that they have tried nets at Presque Isle for eight years
but never yet have got pilot in them. In the area between Middle Island and
Scarecrow Island more pilot are caught than from all the rest of the lake. South
of the latter point and in the Saginaw Bay region the fish are rarer again, although
about 1902, according to Oscar Hurkett, of Harbor Beach, a heavy run entered
the bay. At the south end of the lake between Harbor Beach and Port Huron the
species has been, or still is, common. At the former port there has been a marked
decrease in its numbers in recent years.

I have collected specimens from many ports on the lake, most of them casual
inclusions with the catches of other species. The data for these are given in Table 98.
They are shown platted on the chart in Figure 5.

METHOD OF CAPTURE

As in Lake Michigan, the pilot will not follow a lead readily, and consequently
it is not taken commonly in the pound or trap nets. In less than 30 fathoms gill
nets of 2%, or 3 inch mesh usually are employed to capture it. At some ports these
nets are used for herring, also, and are set most often in the fall.

SEASONAL MOVEMENTS

The pilot moves in and off shore like the other shallow-water coregonids. Few
nets suitable for pilot are used in spring, and therefore it is not known when the fish
leave the shoals.

Data on occurrence in the jaZZ and 8pring.-These records are from American
waters only. At Cheboygan (according to Louis Peets) and at Middle Island
(according to the records of the Alpena and Rogers boats) the schools begin moving
into 3 to 5 fathoms about the middle of Octc;>ber on honeycomb rock and gravel.
During November the run is at its height. In the spring the Alpena tugs again put
their nets on these grounds when navigation opens about April 1. They sometimes
get a few lifts of pilot. Bert Andrews, of Port Huron, informs me the pilot came
inshore 10 to 12 miles north of Port Huron in 4 fathoms on November 1, 1913. On
the 9th and thereafter 4 tons or more were taken in a single lift in 7 to 8 fathoms.
The fish gradually retreated northward toward the last of the month. Few are
found on these grounds in the spring.

Data on occurrence in 8ummer.-The nets used for other fish in summer are not
suitable for pilot, and therefore there are few data on summer occurrence. The
pilot are probably at no time in deep water. None ever are taken in the 2%,-inch
chub nets in 35 to 50 fathoms off Cheboygan; none were taken in the box of 2%,-inch
nets lifted off Alpena from 30 fathoms with a trout gang on September 19, 1917,
nor have any ever been reported at any season from the 1~-inch bait nets set itt
30 fathoms either at Alpena or Harbor Beach. The identity of the fish is so unmis
takable that no fishermen would fail to recognize it when taken. Frank Hebert tells
me that off Nine-Mile Point during the first week in September, 1917, a gang of 2%'
inch nets set in 17 to 20 fathoms got 500 pounds of pilot four nights out. On Sep
tember 2, 1917, I found pilot in the stomachs of trout caught in 20 fathoms. This
observation alone has little value in fixing the 'occurrence of the fish, as there is

94995-29--17
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nothing to indicate that the pilot were caught in 20 fathoms also, but it need not
be ignored when supported by the preceding record. A box (2,250 feet) of nets of
2%:-inch mesh lifted with a whitefish gang in 15 fathoms on September 17,1917,
caught 27 fish of this species. On September 26, 1917, a box of nets in 17 fathoms
had 29. On September 24, 1917, a gang set from the can buoy in Thunder Bay to
Sulphur Island in 8 to 10 fathoms got 600 pounds three nights out.

Thus all the records indicate that the pilot begin to move inshore in numbers
on honeycomb rock and gravel about the middle of October, and that they remain
there until the nets are pulled in. Since few gill nets of a mesh suitable for pilot are
set in the spring, not much is known about the offshore movement. The depth to
which the fish migrate in summer is certainly not over 30 fathoms and probably not
over 20. At depths of 10 to 24 fathoms I took specimens off Alpena on September
10,14,17,20,22, and 26,1917. Commercial quantities were taken in 1917 at 17 to
20 fathoms the first week of September and in 8 to 10 fathoms on September 24.
The inshore movement apparently had already begun on the 24th.

BREEDING HABITS

The inshore movement in fall is for the purpose of spawning. While there are
no definite dates available as to when the eggs are deposited, the fishermen say that
the run is heaviest during the last two weeks of November, which may indicate that
this is the spawning period. The spawning season certainly falls in November, as
males taken during the first half of November, 1917, at Kagawong, Gore Bay, Wiarton
and Alpena show pearls. They spawn at depths of 4 to 8 fathoms on honeycomb
rock and gravel, according to the fishermen. It is interesting to note that the herring
spawns at about the same time and at about the same depth; in fact, both fish may be
caught in the same nets. The herrillg are said to spawn on sand and gravel, while
the pilot spawns on gravel and honeycomb rock. This leaves gravel as spawning'
ground common to both. It may be found that the character of the gravel bottom
selected by the two species is different and that actually they do not spawn on the
same grounds at the same time. .

FOOD

An examination of about 50 stomachs collected during October and November,
1917, at Alpena, Mich., and Kagawong, Ontario, shows the main items of food to be
Gastropoda, larval and pupal Trichoptera, and larval Ephemeridre. Adult insects,
larval Chironomidre, Asellus, Cambarus, Bryozoa, plant remains, and sand are
included among the articles occasionally ingested.

The pilot is said to eat the spawn of other fish, and probably there is truth in the
charge. In fact, almost any fish will eat spawn if it gets a chance, and a fish that
feeds habitually on the bottom might be expected to prey heavily on spawn. At
least, the fish will eat spawn readily if it is offered them. During the last of October,
1919, pilot were common in 10 feet of water about the docks on the Greater Duck
Island. Hooks baited with trout spawn were grabbed instantly. ,It may be noted
in passing that as a game fish the pilot is not to bedespised. On one occasion I had
an opportunity to determine whether the pilot sought the spawning grounds of other
fish. A box (2,250 feet) of 2%:-inch nets was set on October 3.0,1917, on the spawning
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grounds of the trout 7 miles ENE. of the Alpena can buoy in 15 fathoms. When
lifted on November 2 these nets had, among other fish, 41 pilot.. The number of
pilot caught is not great, but there are reasons, perhaps, why the fish were not abun
dant. First, the trout had not yet left the grounds, and second, the majority of the
pilot were already moving onto their own spawning grounds in 3 to 5 fathoms. Of
the 41 fish, 21 had nothing in their stomachs, 12 had trout eggs, and 8 had other food.
Thus, 29 per cent of the fish taken are known to have been feeding on trout eggs and
19 per cent were feeding on other things. The remaining 52 per cent mayor may
not have eaten eggs. The nets had been set for about 48 hours, and if these fish had
been caught in the earlier half of this period, there would have been ample time to
digest the eggs if they had eaten them. All the fish were alive when taken. The
results obtained on this occasion are by no means conclusive, and many more data
must be obtained before the pilot can be condemned as a spawn eater.

Prosopium quadrilaterale of Lake Superior

The pilot of Superior agrees in its principal characters rather closely with that of
Michigan. The principal characters that can be expressed numerically are com
pared.below:
Gill rakers on the first branchial arch: HIE:

Michigan, (15) 16-18 (19).86 Michigan, (3.9) 4.3-4.6 (5).
Superior, (15) 16-18 (20).87 Superior, (4) 4.2-4.6 (5.1).

Lateral-line scales: Pv/P:.
Michigltn, (84) 87-95 (100). Michigan, (1.8) 1.9-2.2 (2.3).
Superior, (84) 86-93 (98).88 Superior, (1.5) 1.7-1.9 (2.1).

L/H: AviV:
Michigan, (4.9) 5.2-5.4 (5.6). Michigan, 2.1-2.3 (2.5).
Superior, (4.6) 4.8-5.1 (5.3). Superior, (1.9) 2-2.2 (2.5).

It appears that the Superior specimens differ from those of Michigan chiefly in
having a proportionally longer head and longer paired fins, especially pectorals.

The color in life is like that of Michigan specimens. Fingerlings are less brilliantly
colored than adults. A description of these small fish is given under" Size varia
tions." In spirits the coloration averages about as in Huron specimens.

There are indications of pearl organs on both male and female specimens col
lected on October 1, 1921, at Rossport, Ontario, and it is likely that in the breeding
season both sexes are conspicuously pearIed, as is known to be the case in the Huron
form.

VARIATIONS

Racial variations.-There are no data on local variations.
Size variations.-The depth increases and the head, eye, and ventrals decrease

with age, as in the Lake Huron form. For 17 individuals ranging from 65 to 200
millimeters, the L/H ratio is 4.3-4.9 (5.2). This value for the group of specimens less.
than 300 millimeters and for that of more than 300 millimeters is (4.6) 4.8-5.1 (5.3),

10 Figures for Michigan, except those for scales, are based on an examination of 34 specimens rMglng in length from 200 to 41\1.
millimeters. Lateral-line scales have been counted for 65 specimens.

81 Figures for Superior are based on an examination of 63 specimens ranging in length from 236 to 387 mllllmeters.
18 One specimen with 74.
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indicating ,but little change in the proportion between head length and total length
after maturity. The eye decreases more conspicuously in size with age. In speci
mens 200 millimeters or less in length the HIE ratio ranges from 3.2 to 4.1; in those
less than 300 millimeters, (4) 4.1-4.5 (4.6); in those 300 millimeters or over, (4.3)
4.5-5.1. The differences in the AviV ratio are distinctive only for the group of
individuals less than 200 millimeters and for that of the largest fish. The values are
(1.7) 1.8-2.1 (2.2) and (1.9) 2-2.2 (2.5), respectively.

The coloration of small specimens is distinctly different from that of adults.
The fingerlings (65 to 77 millimeters long) taken at the mouth of the Devils Track
River near the international boundary on July 17, 1922, have the back pale sepia
with two rows of irregular black spots 1 to 2 millimeters in diameter lying at intervals
of less than a diameter close to the median line. Often two spots join and make an
elongated patch. The sides are silvery, with a row of black dots much smaller than
those on the back lying halfway between the lateral line and the dorsal. These spots
also are irregular in size, shape, and spacing. Those in the area anterior to the caudal
edge of the dorsal are largest (about 1 millimeter in diameter) and are arranged in a
more or less straight line. In the region caudad to this point the spots become smaller
and are scattered. At each end of the lateral line lies a conspicuous blackish patch
2 to 3 millimeters in diameter. On the line, spaced at intervals of 2 to 5 millimeters,
are found 7 to 10 other patches of similar size and shape. The belly is white. The
iris is silvery, tinged with sepia. The paired fins are yellowish, with the yellow of the
anal fainter. The ring of pigment around the free edge of the scales of the back
characteristic of the adults is very evident.

The spots seem to disappear first on the back. The pigment apparently diffuses
over the surface. The dots on the side above the lateral line linger longest and usually
split so as to give the appearance of two or three irregular rows. They increase in
:size as the fish grows but become proportionally smaller until they finally fade. In
the specimens 134 to 200 millimeters in length the dorsal spots are paling. In a
few mature fish 260 millimeters long there still remain traces of the lateral spotting.

No individuals ranging in size between 200 and 245 millimeters were seen, and
these limits are those between the immature and mature fish. The maximum size
reported for the lake is about 5 pounds.

GEOGRAPHICAL DISTRIBUTION

I have collected specimens of pilot from Rossport, Black Bay, and Batchawanna
on the Canadian shore, from Stannard Rock reef, the Apostle Islands, and from Grand
Marais Minn. Data for these are given in Table 100. They are also shown platted, .
on the chart of the lake in Figure 3. Pilot are known, from the reports of the fisher-
men, out of Sault Sainte Marie (Will Muntinga), Grand Marais, Mich. (Charles
McDonald), Marquette, Mich. (Will Parker), Ontonagon, Mich. (Earl Couture),
Gargantua, Ontario (J. A. McMillan), and Michipicoten Island (L. McArthur), and
it is probable that the species is distributed generally along the shores of the lake
where bottom conditions are suitable.
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As on the other lakes, pilot are not caught often for the market, and knowledge of
their habits is derived principally from the experience of those fishermen who take
the fish for home consumption. Out of Grand Marais, Marquette, on Stannard Rock
reef, and Ontonagon in Michigan, Grand Marais, Minn., and Gargantua and Michipi
coten Island, Ontario, the fish may be taken in numbers from about November 1 to
freezing. At the two latter localities it is reported that they enter the small creeks
as early as October and again in early spring.. At Grand Marais, Mich., a few are
taken under the ice by means of spears. They are known to remain in some abun
dance on the beaches at this point until July. On Iroquois Shoal above the Sault, Will
Muntinga found a few in 15 feet on June 12, 1922. I found them common on July
12, 1922, in a 2%:-inch gill net set from the shore of the South Twin Island, Wis.,
at a depth of 24 feet. A few were seined off Grand Marais, Minn., also, on July 17
and 18, 19£2, and stray specimens were collected from pound nets in Black Bay on
July 20, 1922, and out of Rossport on August 10, 1922. As pilot do not enter a
pound readily, the taking of only stragglers is no indication of abundance. A few
were taken in a 2%:-inch gill net set at Rossport, Ontario, on October 1, 1921, in 24
feet. Numbers were seen around Les Petits Ecrits on October 4, 1921, and 'off
Porphyry Island on September 19, 1923. At these points they could be taken abun
dantly with a hand line.

It appears, then, that the pilot at no time moves far from the beaches. It is
likely that the shallow water on the shores of Lake Superior does not often become

. too warm for the fish.
BREEDING HABITS

Little is known of the breeding habits of the species. Will Parker informs me
that when he fishes herring from November 10 to December Ion the grounds between
Partridge Island a.nd Toneys Point and Sachs Head he gets pilot on the gravel bottom
and herring on the sand. Earl Couture says the fish spawn out of Ontonagon from
the last of November into December on gravel near shore. Out of Grand Marais,
Minn., the fish spawn during December, according to James Scott, at the mouth of
Cascade River and at the mouth of the 'Devils Track River. The bottom selected
is bowlders and gravel along the shore. It is not lmown that the fish spawn when
they run into the creeks around Gargantua and on Michipicoten Island in the fall,
but no doubt they do.

Pro8opium quadrilaterale of Lake Nipigon

Two specimens collected off the mouth of Blackwater River on July 29, 1922,
in 10 to 20 feet of water on gravel bottom are not different in their characters from
specimens from the Great Lakes. The individuals taken measure 191 and 318 milli
meters. Both are females, the smaller one immature. Gill rakers, 7+10 and 9+10;
lateral-line scales, 89 and 95; LfH, 4.7 and 5; HfE, 4.2 and 4.4; Pv/P, 1.8 and 1.9;
AvIV, 2 and 2.2. .

Little is known of the distribution or habits of the pilot in the lake. The fisher
men never get them in their whitefish nets, it appears, and no nets of smaller mesh
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are employed. Dymond (1926) says pilot usually are found at depths of less than
40 feet and that they prefer the shallow northern bays and the mouth of rivers.

Pro8opiurn quadrilaterale of Lake Ontario

Only six specimens, ranging in length between 213 and 361 millimeters, have
been seen from Lake Ontario, and these do not differ from those of other lakes.
The gill rakers in five number 17, in one 18; the lateral-line scales range between 86
and 93; L/H values range between, 4.9 and 5.5; HIE, between 4 and 4.8; Pv/P,
between 1.7 and 2; and AvIV, between 2.2 and 2.4. The smallest example shows
several distinct" parr marks" on the caudal peduncle.

The maximum size reported for the lake is about 4 pounds.

GEOGRAPHICAL DISTRIBUTION

Few pilot are caught for the market, and virtually all of these are-taken from
ports on the north shore of the lake. At Port Hope and Coburg, Ontario, the species
formerly was and still is abundant, according to T. J. McMahon, and at Brighton,
Ontario, Harry and W. A. Quick say it is found in commercial numbers. D. M.
Whe.eler, of Wilson, N. Y., says that pilot were common in the early days off Brad
docks Point, a report recently confirmed by H. A. Donovan, of Charlotte, N. Y.
At Bronte and Burlington, Ontario, and Wilson, Sodus Point, and Selkirk, N. Y.,
a few specimens are taken occasionally, so that every fisherman is acquainted with
the appearance of the species. A specimen was seen at Port Hope, Ontario, on
November 23, 1917; two were collected at Winona, Ontario, on November 23, 1917;
two at Brighton, Ontario, on June 6 and 18, 1922; one at Sandy Pond, N. Y., on
August 24, 1923; and one was obtained from the collection of the University of
Toronto.

SEASONAL MOVEMENTS

On account of the commercial insignificance of the pilot the fishermen know
little about its habits. The Quick brothers, of Brighton, say that the fish travel
in schools and that these schools are very erratic in their movements, so that netters
have difficulty in following them. They are on the beaches during the winter and
up to June, according to Messrs. Quick, and thereafter they occur at depths of 6 to
16 fathoms, where they are caught occasionally in the whitefish nets. At Wilson
stray individuals are caught at times in the 3-inch herring nets, which are set in
spring and fall in 50 to 75 feet.

No data are at hand on the breeding habits of the species.
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TABLE I.-Localities from which data and specimens were obtained on Lakes Superior and Nipigon.
Where ports were visited, the amount of time spent at each and the number of commercial and
special lifts examined are given

Location

LAKE SUPERIOR

Orand Marais, Mich _
Marquette, Mich _
Ontonagon, Mich _
Grand Marais, Minn _
Rossport, Ontario _
Sault Ste. Marie, Mich _
Michipicoten Island, Ontario _
Coppermine Point, Ontario _
South Twin Island, Wis _
Duluth, Minn . _
Orand Marais, Minn _
Port Arthur, Ontario _
Rossport, Ontario _
Port Arthur, Ontario. _
Rossport, Ontario _
Marquette, Mich _

Rossport, Ontario _
Duluth, Minn _
Port Arthur, Ontario _
Stannard Rock, Mieh _
Port Coldwell, Ontario _

LAKE NIPIGON

Maediarmid,Ontario _

Number of specimens collected Lifts examined

'"<Il Ol
Dates .~ '§ ....

j '" .Q

~
o:l -;0

o:l o:l oS 'a Ol £J .. ~
Bl, '" 's, ;a '" ~ 'E $

'S .g, 's,. .~ 8- '0 'a '":~
.~ '" '" '"~ :l '" ,g

'" "f '01 ;&l 0
'<l g. Po

~ I:Q P=l" .Q '" 00---------------------- -

Oct. 3-4, 1917_________ 52 25 6 4 _
Aug. 2-12,1921. 184 47 15 28 21 16 2 1 1 1
Aug. 13-30, 1921. 112 5 2 39 12 16 2 _
Sept. 1-21, 1921. .__ 40 2 3 30 1 _
Sept. 24-0ct. 8, 1921.__ 42 23 2 7 17 1 1 _
June 8-18, 1022________ 88 2 1 17 13 1 1 1 _
June 18-23,1922_______ 62 22 4 1 1 _
June 24-July 7,1922___ 78 28 1 7 3 1 1 _
July lIH5, 1922 211 2 4 5 199 1 1 31 2 _
July 15-16, 1922 _
July 17-18,1922_______ 21 1 12 1600 '17 _
July 19-21,1922_______ 3 12 34 5 1 _
Aug. 3-10, 1922________ 14 .____ 31 13 3 2 _
Sept. 13-21, 1923.._____ 68 111 35 12 1 5 _
Sept. 21-0ct. 2, 1923___ 26 9 2 7 8 8 3 _
Feb, 8, 1921 ,__________ _ 15 1 _
Nov_ 22-Dec. 5, 1922 ' 100 52 _
1923 '_ _ 1 10 1 _
November, 1925 ,______ 2 1 5 _

Mar. 10, 1922 ,-------- ----- ----- 1 - ---- ----- ----- 62 ----- ----- ----- ----t---- ----

:~::;:.,,~~:~ ~~,,~ :~: :~:-: :,~: ~~~:~ :::: ::::: ~:" ~ :::~: ~~.~ ~~~,~I[:~:: ::::
Oct. 26, 1922 ,_________ 1 5 5 5 17 2 ----- ----- ----- 1 _

, Fingerlings caught with seine. , Additional specimens received from other collectors.

TABLE 2.-Localities from which data and specimens were obtained on Lake Michigan. Where ports
were visited, the amount of time spent at each and the number of commercial lifts examined
are given

Number of spccimens collected Lifts examined

'"<Il flLocation Dates <Il '§g '01 ~ ~III ~ .S oS .. ~
o:l III ~ '" Po ;a '" ~ .0 ~ 'S $;l o:l '"8- .~

.g, 's, .~ .~ " Po '" :l '".Q 'S 0 :l :l g. .Q
i:: '" oS

.S? Ol .... '01 ;&l .Q '<l Q I:Q P=l
------------------------ -

~Fi~i!~~~!i~:::::::::::: -~~~df~:;:I~-i~y-=-:::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: --i~- ::,:i: ::::: ~_ ::::: ::::
Grand Haven, Mich Mar. 19-22, 1919_______ 10 7 3 7 5 12 161 2 _
MilwaUkee, Wis Mar. 22-25, 1919_______ 3 2 5 • 69 9 2 1 _
Northport, Mich June 22-24,1920_______ 1 18 • 56 4 70 4 4 1 1 1
Traverse City, Mich June 24-25,1920_ •• __ ._ 13 13 3 1 1 _
St. James, J\llich June 26-28, 1020_______ 18 3 1 _
Charlevoix, Mich June 28-30,1920_______ 1 8 2 11 1 6 78 1 _
Manistique, Mlch Aug. 10--13, 1020_______ 1 6 1 6 1 1 50 11 1 _
Menominee, Mich Aug. 13-17, 1920 .____ 34 20 3 _
Washington Harbor, Wls Aug. 17-20, 1020_______ 11 4 14 2 22 103 52 1 1 2 _
Sturgeon Bay, Wis Aug. 20--24, 1920_______ 5 2 3 1 20 10 1 _
Algoma, Wls Aug. 24, 1020__________ 1 1 2 16 6 24 1 _
Manistee, Mich __ • Aug. 27-28, 1020_______ 4 1 12 2 2 1 •
LUdington, Mich. Aug. 28-30, 1920_______ 13 1 4 23 56 1 ._
Muskegon, Mich Aug. 31, 1020 . ~_ 1 _
Michigan City, Ind Sept. ~5, 1920_________ 4 0 11 4 1 4 24 8 1 _
Milwaukee, Wis Sept. 21-24, 1020_______ 2 1 14 2 2 5 45 4 2 _
Port Washington, Wis.. Sept. 24-27, 1920_______ 3 2 9 6 2 8 56 11 4 1
Sheboygan, Wis Sept. 27-0ct. 2, 1920___ 2 2 12 48 12 120 2 _

I Taken near Epoufette, Mich.
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TABLE 2.-Localities from which data and specimens were obtained on Lake Michigan. Where ports
were visited, the amount of time spent at each and the number of commercial lifts examined
are given-Continued

Number or specimen seolleeted LlCts examined

"'" f!Location Dates '" -E ·s " .<:l
III '" :a ...

~
cifj IS" .S oS on

El III

~
:a P- :a .,

,Q " " 2
'" .<:l 15. :a '8.,
" '5, .~ '"

.,..
~ " ., 0.<:l P- "e 0 1:: '" '"

.<:l
~ " iii.~ 'i .. 'S .<:l ., Cl C' 0 iII

------------------------ -
Fmnkrort, Mich _
Racine, Wis _
Michigan City, Ind _

Milwaukee, Wis _
Oconto, Wis _
Michigan City, Ind _

Traverse City, Mich _
Platte Bay, Mich _
Traverse City, Mich _
South Manitou Island, Mich_
Charlevoix, Mich. •__
Seul Choix Point, Mich _
Michigan City, Ind.__• _
Port Washington, Wis _
Northport, Mich _
Charlevoix, Mich _

Oct. 2-5, 1920__________ 1 5 2 5 1 7 37 1 _
Oct. 7-9, 1920 • .__ 1
Oct. 9-12, 1920_________ 3 5 15 _.___ 2 13 1 ••
Nov. 7-9, 1920_________ 4 11 7 • 1 12 1 _
Nov. 12-16, 1920.______ 4. 15 •__.___ 12 5 11 2 2 MO'

Nov. 17, 1920_.________ 34 2 __ ._
Nov. 18-22, 1920_______ 17 19 8 51 •• 3 3 • • oM

Mar. 2-4, 1921.. __ • • 3 11 24 9 4 1 2 •
July 17-20, 1923________ 14 21 (') • •
July 21-23, 1923________ 2 8 13 .____ 42 (') __ ._. •
July 24--26, 1923 .__ 1 __ OM. 3 3 43 1 (') _
July 28-31, 1923________ 3 • .____ 1 22 4 (') 1 _
Aug. 1ll-11, 1923 •• 1 4 _.___ 35 3 7 1 _._._ 1 2 _
Aug. 20, 1920 ,_________ 7 15 _

U;;, ~6~~~~~-(~~====== '--j- ===== ~ 4~ ---5- ---j- i ====: ===== =====,===== ===== ===== ====
July 31, 1923 ' •• ------- 15 156 5 94 13 36 43 4 -.--- 1 ----- ----- _OM.

~~; ~~:1~~'~============== ~ ===== ~~ ===== ===== ~~~~~ ===== ===== ===== ===== ===== ===== ====
, Specimens also taken by seines and special gill nets. I Additional specimens received rrom other collectors.

TABLE 3.-Localities from which data and specimens were obtained on Lake Huron. Where ports
were visited, the amount of time spent at each and the number of commercial lifts examined are
given

Location

St. Ignace, Mlch __ • • ••• _
Cheboygan, Mich _
Rogers, Mich •__ • __ ._. __
Alpena, Mich • _

Cheboygan, Mlch _
Blind River, Ontario •
Cheboygan, Mlch ._._. • _
Rogers, Mich __ • _
Alpena, Mich__ ••_. • ._._. __
East Tawas, Mich ._
Bay City, Mich ••• ••_••_
Port Huron, Mlch • _
Harbor Beach, Mich_.__ • ._••_
Southampton, Ontarlo •
Wlarton, Ontarlo ._
Blind RIver, Ontarlo__• _
Cutler, Ontario • _
Kagawong,Ontarlo • • _
Gore Bay, Ontarlo _
Cutler, Ontarlo • _
Gore Bay, Ontario ._
Cheboygan, Mlch _

. Alpena, Mlch • • __ •
Wlarton, Ontario • _
Lions Head, Ontarlo _
Alpena, Mich._. _
Cheboygan, Mlch ••••_. •
Gore Bay, Ontarlo • _
Providence Bay, Ontarlo. "._._.
Tobermory, Ontario. • • __
Lions Head, Ontario_ •••••••• •

Numbe lor specimens collected Lifts examined

"
.~

0;
Dates '" ...

gj '8 ~ .<:l
III .S .~ oS cifj .. '"
~

III .<:l :a .,
~ ,Q 2 'S ~'" .,

~" 'S '5,
~

.~ .s ., '" :a .5l.<:l P- o '" .<:l
~ '".!1, 'i '" 'S :a Cl 0 iII ,q.. .<:l C'

-- ------ ----------------
July 15-17,1917.._.____ 11 1 4 1 1 _
July 21-24,1917________ 11 12 11 1 16 2 1 1 1 _
July 24, 1917.. __ .______ 18 9 5 3 3 1 •• ._
Aug. 11-14, 1917 13 19 2 10 10 11 4 1 1 _
Sept. 1-27, 1917________ 90 51 55 13 96 306 47 55 12 10 4 5 1
Sept. 27-0ct. 2, 1917.._ 2 3 11 20 7 2 __ ._. ._.
Oct. 5-10, 1917 • ._____ 6 - ----
Oct. 11-12, 1917 ._. • •__ ._._. ----- --••
Oct. 13-14, 1917________ 5 11 31 2 ._ 1 ----
Oct. 14-21, 1917.. ._ 5 4 5 12 5 • __ • • •• __ 2 1 -.-.- ••••

g~t ~~=~~: im======== ===== ===== ===== ===== ===== ===== ~~ ig ===== ===== i ~ ====Oct. 25-26, 1917 MO. - • ----

Oct. 26-29, 1917________ 15 13 3 1 .____ 26 .___ 1 -._. A

Nov. 3-5, 1917 - ---.- __ oM

Nov. 5-6, 1917_________ 4 14 1 2 15 1 6 1 1 1 _. __
Nov. 7-8, 1917 ._ 6 _. • -.--- ----
Nov. 8-9,1017 • -._._ ----

~~~: ~~3,lnr7==:=======:= ===:= ===:= ===== ====: =:=== ~ : ~ ====: ~_ =:::= ====
~~~: g: 19lt:=:===== :==:: =:=== ===:= ===== =::== ===== _.:~_ ---3- ::=:: ===:: ::=:: ---~. :::=
~~~: i~=i~: im=:::=== ===== :==== ===== ===== =::== ===:= ::=== :::== ===== :=:=: '--j' :==== ====July 26-29, 1919________ 6 30 ._ 4 I 76 6 6 1 •__ ._ 1 ----
July 29-31,1019 •• 13 28 2 5 2 43 • _.___ 1 • •• A

Aug. 24--Sept. 19, 1919_ 39 2 5 4 31 102 _.___ 6 3 •• \I
Sept. tll-22, 1919 ••• _••_. ._•• • __ • • ••• __ •__ ._. .,
Sept. 23-29, 1919 • •• • • __ ._ 10 __ • OM. 1 .,
Sept. 29-0ct. 1, 1919 • • • • •__ •• 2 __ OM. •• _. • __ • __

Oct. 1-3, 1919 • •• A •• •• _.___ 3 " • •• --.'
Oct. 3-ll, 1919 •• • 8 6 10 2 52 A A 1 _. •••• - .,--
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TABLE 3-Localities from which data and)pecimens were obtained on Lake Huron. Where ports
were visited, the amount of time spent at each and the number of commercial lifts examined are
given.-Continued

Number of specimens collected Lifts examined

~ \

., CD
Ol

Location Dates

I
.~ ·s Ii!

~ .~
k "to .J::l
oS ~ "" j§ !

:::l <l
<l

.,. :a .tJ .g ~ .~
.J::l l!l. '6, .~ "§ .s g .J::l
.£. Ol :l 'j3 ;;;a .J::l :il <l 0 ~ ~ &Xl

----------------------
Killarney, Ontarlo • ._
Kagawong, Ontarlo •• _
Gore Bay, Ontarlo •• ._. __
Duck Islands, Ontarlo _
Wlarton,Ontarlo • _
Alpena. Mlch • • _

I Additional specimens received from other collections.

TABLE 4.-Localitiesfrom which data and specimens were obtained on Lakes Erie and Ontario. Where
ports were visited, the amount of time spent at each and the number of commercial and special lifts
examined are given

Number of specimens collected Llrtsexamlncd

Location Dates
rei·

ghardl klyl hoyt

-------1-------1------------------
LAKE ONTARIO

Fort Hope, Ontarlo Nov. 21,1917 • __• •• __ ._____ 4 _•• 1
Brighton./, Ontario__•• Nov. 22, 1917 • •__ .____ 12 _._. .__ 1 __ • ••
Bronte. vntarlo ._ Nov. 23. 1917__ , • • •••_ 16 2 _. • • 1 _
Winona. Ontario •__• do • • _•• 1 12 2 2 •• 1 _
Brlghton.Ontarlo ••••_._. June /HI, 1921. ••••_ •••• __ • • •••• ••• .:••_.__ 1 ••• __ • ••••••• 1
Cape Vincent, N. Y ••_ June 7,1921. .______ 12 16 1
Brighton. Ontarlo •__ ••••• June 16-11, 1921. __•• __ 18 1 16 4 _._._. ••••• 1 2

June 16-20, 1921.••_.__ 16 __•• 12 3 1 1 _. .__ 1
Wilson, N. Y •••_.__ June 21-26,1921. .__ 2 18 28 __ •• • ••••• 2 •• ••••••__
Bronte, Ontarlo •__••••••_ June 27-30, 1921. •••• __ ••••_••_ 7 10 6 2 _•••••_. 1 •• ••• 2
Charlotte, N. Y ._________ July 1-6, 1921._________ 1 31 58 1 •• 1 _. •
Selkirk, N. Y _•• __ •• __ •••••• July 7-11, 1921.. __•••• _, 4 2 10 28 1 •••••••• •••••••• 1 1
Sodus Point.N. Y • July 12-13. 1921_______ 3 27 74 •• -.--- ---_____ 1 1
Wllsonl.N. I ... .. July 14-21.1921..__••_. 10 36 15 39 _••••••• _....... 3 .-------
Sandy Yond. N. Y .____ Aug. 23-31. 1923_._____ 23 1 20 60 8 1 1 "'-"i' ····---i
Oswego. N. Y__•••• __ • ._ Sept. 1....5 1923 •••_ 1 12 13 5 __•__• •__•••• 1 1 ••••••••

LAKE ERIE

Ashtabula,Ohlo ••
Erie, Pa. ••• __ ._••_•••__ ••
Dunkirk),N. Y ••__ • _
Toledo. vhlo__ ••_._. __•••• __
Sandusky, Ohio ••••
Westfield, N. Y •••_•••
Merlin, Ontarlo__._•••••••••
Erleau, Ontarlo_••••__._••••
Rldgetown, Ontarlo__•••__ ••
Port Stahley, Ontarlo_. ••
Monroe, Mlch •__ ••••• _
Port Stanley, Ontarlo••_. __•
Erleau. Ontarlo_••_._ •••__ ••

Oct. .1-23, 1920 ••_. _._._._, ' __ ' __ " _. .__ 8 2 ••_._. .__ 1
Oct. 24-26, 1920 ._. • •••_._. _._••_.. 75 4 •••_••_. _._..... 5 5

~~r~~.~;~::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: ....-~:. ·····1 :::::::: :::::::: --··-·i- .....--~
~ue:~.2~2_~:li924::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: ::::::::1 ~
Nov. 24-25. 1924__._._. _._••••• ••••• __•• • _._._ ••• ._. _•••• __ • __ ._.... 1 •••••_••
Nov. 25-26, 1924__ ••••_ .~_._•••••••__._ •••••••••••• •••••••• __.,__•• _'_"' ••••••• 1
Nov. 26. 1924__ •__••_._ ••_._ ••_"'__'" •••_••__ •• •••• ••••_•• _. •••1••••_•••••••••_.

B:::~:~:Tt~i::::::::::::::: :::::::: :::::::: ~~ ::::::~: :::::::: ::::::::1:::::::: ::::::::
I

I Other collectors.

94995-29--18
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TABLE 5.-Distribution of the species of Coregonid<e in the larger lakes of the Laurentian Basin

Species Nipigon Superior Michi
gan Huron Erie Ontario

------------------1------------------
Leuclchthys johannre_ ____ ________ ___ ______ ____ ___ ______ ___ ______ ___ __ _ X X __ -_-_- _
L. alpcnre_________________________________________________________ X X __
L_ zenlthlcus______________________________________________________ X X X X __

t: ~1~~g[g~js===================================================== ~ ~ ~ ----x---- --,------- ~L. kiy!.___________________________________________________________ X X X X
L. hoy!. ___ X X X X X
L. arted!._________________________________________________________ X X X X X X
L. niplgon________________________________________________________ X • •
Coregonus c1upeaformls___________________________________________ X X X X X X
Prosoplum quadrilaterale ,_____ X X X X X

TABLE 6.-Frequency distribution of the total number of gill rakers on the first branchial arch for
each of the 11 species of Coregonid<e in the Great Lakes

(Numbers at the tops of the columns are classes of glll-raker numbers; entries below these are numbers of Individuals in each class;
entries In the last column are the number of specimens of each form Included In the table]

Species and lake 15 116' 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 31 32

Johannre: 1---------------------------------

;:f~;:;;;;;;~~:;;-;;;;:~~~~::~;~~ ~;;;; ~;~;; ;;;;: ;~-~; ;;~;; :~~;~I;;;;; ~;:;; -~~i: :.'l•••ll: ::l!: .'~: _:~: :.l:. :;
Relghardi: INlpigon____________________ 8

~i~~/~~~===::::::::::::::: :::::'::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: ::::= ::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: ---i- ---i- 1~
Clupeaformls: I

i:iPig<;>n-------------------- -----1----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ---.- ----- ---2- 21 3~ ~~ U ~

:Ji~h?~:ii:::::::::::::::::: :::::::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: ---i' 9 44 43 42 11 1Huron_____________________ 1 20 44 55 40 18 4 2 _
Erie ' • • 3 18 21 36 20 2 • •

Qua~::f~t~~aie;----------------- ----'1'---- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----'1"--- ----- 1 5 13 10 4 2 1 __

~!£t~:::~~~:~:~~:~~~:~ :J:[:I ~:r _J ::::- :::~: ~::~:I::~:r~:: -:~~~ ~m: ~m: ::~:~ ::~~: ::::~ ::~~~ ~~~~
~~~ ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

14 4 6 ._
1 • _

4 5 9 13 37 37
5 2 1 1
4 4 7 8 9 5

14 10 20 29 19 It

1
----~ ----- .. -- .... ... ....

1 ----- -- .... - ......... ----
I .. - ...... .........

21 27 15 14 4 ... --

3
1
4

22

- ..--. -- .. -- - .. --- ----- ----- ----- .........72 27 8 4 _
7 4 __
1 1 __

2 ._
5 3 • __
1 _

7
6
7

10

4
132
13

5
7
2

7
22
14
7

6
14
4

12
26
1

36 38 9 3
72 115 182 171
20 31 19 17
29 19 23 7
1 • ••••

25
45
11

35
59
5

28

8
43
63
13

1 • __

19
27
4

17

15
52
87
20

13
10
2

16

35
44
73
14

6
4

17
31
46
8

Johannro:
Michlgan___________________ 9
Huron_____________ 9

Alpenm:
Michlgan .__________________ 1 8 15 26 31 47 47 60 54 41 29
Huron___________________________ 32 38 47 55 40 37 52 34 21 10 2

Zenit~ic_us:
Nlplgon___________________ 2
Superior_________________________ 1 2Mlchigan • _
Huron___________________________ 3 9

Relghardi:Niplgon_ 13
Superior __ __ __ ___ __ __ 11
Mlchlgan________________________ 25
Ontarlo__________________________ 2

Nlgrlplnnis:Nlplgon • • _
Supcrlor.. -- • 1 6 17 18 46 33 15 7
Mlchlgan ._ -- •• _ 1 1
Huron___________________________ 2 1 3

Klyl:

~fc!:;~~n~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ---2- ---7- 2g 4~ 1~ ~~ ~~
HurOD •• • .____ 1 8 24 51 47 30 25
Ontario ----- ----- -- _
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TABLE 6.-Frequency distribution of the total number of gill rakers on the first branchial arch for
each of the 11 species of Coregonidm in the Great Lalces-Continued

Species and lake

------------11-------------- --. - ----------------
Hoyi:

Niplgon __ . _••• ____ •• __ • ____ ••••• --.-. ----- -.--- ----. 6 12 26 19 41 28 28 5 2

tfc~~~ii~~====~== ====== ====== ===
----- ----- ----- -.--- 1 11 15 28 74 63 68 36 24 8 2 --"3" 1
----- ----- -._-. ----- 3 17 31 99 160 218 226 174 107 44 18 - ..--Huron._. ___ •_.• __________ •______
----- ----- ----- ----- 8 33 72 138 202 194 134 63 15 9 2Ontario__________ •______ • ________ ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- 1 2 8 25 35 48 33 45 36 4 5

Artedi:Nipigon _______________________ ._
----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- 1 1 2 4 10 14 11 14

trc~l~~ii~=== ======= === == ==== ====
--._- ----- --- .. - ----- ----- 1 ----- ----- 1 1 7 21 37 37 48 48 23
----- ----- - .. --- ----- ----- ----- ----- 1 2 7 18 24 46 57 62 49Huron__•• __ •______________ •__ •__
----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- 1 1 4 10 17 38 47 57 42 36Erle __ ._. __ •____ •________________
----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- -_ ... -. 2 5 23 32 37 56 58 40 41

Ontarlo________ •_______ •• ___ ._••_ ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ..... _-- 3 3 7 11 15· 24 28 26 23

2
63
26
67
6

39

160
883
122
157

77
212
212
120

97
234
406

76

213
152

53
129

71
248
391
302
313
191

33
109
151
193
100

36

o22275104

---i- ::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: :::=: ::::: =::::
·--4· -·-4- =:::: =:::: :=:=: =:::= :=::= =:=:= ::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: :::::

1 __ ••_ ••• ._. ••_..••__ ••_•.. •••• _. ••• •
3

14
1
2
7

2
4

22
6
1
8

6
4

44
11
3

11

~~~ w~~~~~~~~~~~~I~~~~~
Johannlll:

N~~~:!_a_~==::::::::::::::::::: ::::: ::::: :::=: :=::: :=::: ==::- =:=:: ::::= ::::: =:::: ::::: ::::1::: ::::: ::::: ::::: m
Aipenlll:Michigan • •• •.••• •• • . __ •__' . . • • 383

Huron • • • __ • •__ • • • •• • __ • • ._. • __ • .__ 417

Zenit~ic.us:Nlplgon •• __ • • • • • • •• _. ._ • . _

ReiH~~f~:::::::::::::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: :::::1::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: :::::

Nlgy~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ ~~~~~ ~~~~~ ~~~~~ ~~~~~ ~~~~~ ~~~~~ ~~~~~ ~~}~~~~~ ~~~~~ ~~~~~ ~~~~~II~~~~~ ~~~~~I~~~~~ ~~~~~ ~~~~~
Nlpigon .___ 49 32 12 11 4 •. . __ •• . __ • • • . • __ •• _

tfc~~:ii:::::::::::::::: --·0- ---5- -·-3- ::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: =:::: ::::: ::::: :::::Huron. • ._ 12 7 2 __ ._. . . • • __ . _._ •• ._ . • • _
Klyi:

tfct"i~~ii:=::=::::====:=:==:== :::=: =:=:= :==:= ==::: ::=:= :==:= ===:: ===:= ====: =:::: ::::: ::::: ::::: :==:: :::== =:=::Huron • • ._•••__ .._. • ._._ ._. __ . • • ._ . •• .•_
Ontario •• • •• •• • ._. • __ ••. •__

Hoyi:

~fc~~t~~:::::::::::::::::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: 1, ~MHuron __ • • • • . • • __ • • __ ._. ._•• •• • • • . _. .__ 870
Ontario_. __ • .____ 1 • ._ •• __ • • • ••_. ._ •••• __ ._. • 243

Artedi:
Nipigon._._. __ ••• _••• 5
Superior. ._•• __ .___ _ 13
MlChigan_ •••• __ •• ._ 37
Huron. ._____________ 31
Erie ._._._••••_._______ 13
Ontario. .____ 24

Niplg9n.:Nlplgon • __ • • •..•• __ •. 3
Clupe!'(9rmis:Nlplgon__ • • • • • . __ •• __ ._. • __ • • • •• __ • • • _

Q·ili~ii ~:~~i:::::i ~~iii::~:i ::~:: :::i: ~::~: i:::: i::iii::: ii::i :~::iI::iii:1:1111:::: :i11~ 11:1: i~:~: ::~~~



562 BULLETIN OF THE BUREAU OF FISHERIES

TABLE 7.-Frequency distribution of the number of scales in the laierallinefor each of the 11 species
of Coregonidre in the Great Lakes

(Numbers at the tops of the columns Indicate the classes of scale numbers; entries below these show the number of individuals of
each form, by classes; in the last column is given the number of individuals of each form included In the table]

Species and lake

----------1----------------------

1
7

40
23
31
17
3

7
3

11
10
1

1
15
8
8

6
12
18
14

248711812
3 5 8 10 16 19
8 -i4' 20 17 19 19 35
4171591314

J I? 2~ 1~ --6- -'7- --7- --Os
32 33 38 37 34 27 29 24
91010 III 263

~ ~ ~g ~~ lob 102 12~ --iis
4 11 11 11 11 13 17 14

14 17 10 18 13 13 11 11

2
2
6
1

Johannm:

N~~~~~::::::::::::::::::::: :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: --i· :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: ·-4- ~ 11 6 I? 1~ ~ 3~ ~~
Alpenm:

N~~~~~::::::::::::::::: :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: --2- ~ ~ ~ 1~ l~ ~~ ~ ~g ~~ ~~ ~&

zen~1c~~~::::::::;:::::::: :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: ::~: ::~: ::;: ••~_ Ii 1~ l! ~g
Huron_. •••_•••_ .--. ---- ---- ••-. -••• __ ._ -. __ • ••__ ••__ 1 4 10 6

Rel?!~riy~---::::::::::::::::: :::: :::: :::: :::: __ ~_ i ~ g g Ib l~ ~g ~~ ~
Mlchlgan._. • __ ON _. •• 1 1 3 9 10 13 25 29
Ontarlo • •• • •__ •• •__ .__ 1 ON. _ •• _ 4 3 3

Nigripinnis:Nipigon ON .__ 2 1 1 8 16 19 21 17 26 21 17 14 10 3 6
Superior • • • ON __ • __.__ 1 2 4 4 8 10 15
Michlgan ••• •• •• • • • No. _. • NO. 1 3 1 1 2 9
Huron ._. •__ NO. ON. _. • .__ 3 3 2 6 6 11 16 12 13

Klyi:Superior. _••_._. • No. •• •• ON _ ••• __ • __ .__ 1
Mlchigan •••_._. •• • NO .___ 1 1
Huron ._._. ._'__ • ON ON. __2 3 5
Ontario __• • • • ON •• 1

Hoyl: . 1

~~~~~r~-.-__:::::::::::::::: :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: -T ~ 14 14 2~ J ~ 3~' 3~ ~ ~~ ~~ l~ ~~ I? l~
Mlchigan .____________ 1 2 6 5 17 21 48 41 88 107 97 142 134 116 94 82 52 36 16 13
Huron • ._. __._ 1 1 11 16 18 47 53 84 64 95 80 94 85 48 33 26 21 5
Ontarlo_._________________ 1 1 3 4 11 15 15 23 26 34 24 29 26 16 5 8 5 1

Artedl:Nlpigon. .____ 1 3 4 5 9 7 6 10 6 8 3 4 3 2

~1~tJ~~n::::::::::::::::: :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: --i- :::: :::: -T 1 ~ ~ ~ Ii 1~ 1~ Ig 2~
Huron____________________ 1 1 1 3 4 3 9 7 13 16 11 20 23
Erie_______________________ 1 2 3 6 17 22 35 48 64 80 76 97 74 66 47 35
Ontarlo • "________ 1 .___ 3 1 11 8 6 17 26 25 23 31 19 15 26

Nipigon: Nipigon • ON .__ 1 1 2 4 2 6 7 2 8 0 1 1
Clupeaformis:Nipigon • • • • .___ 1 2 3 3 1 3

Superior .__ 3 4 7 8 6
Michigan • • • •__ • 1 1 1 3 2 7 7 17
Huron ._.__ • •__ - ••• __ • __ ON • __ • • • oN 2 1 1 1 4 6 10 13 13
Erie •• _. ON. • •• _ •• _ 2 3 8 6 18 19 24 42 44
Ontarlo • __• • .__ 1 3 1 6 9 13 13

Quai~~~!~~~e~:::::::::::::::: :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: __~_ :::: :::: :::: ::::1:::: --i- ::::

Species and lake 82 83 84 85 86 87 88 89 90 91 92 93 94 95 96 97 98 99 100 105 Total

---------11----------------------

7~ 4~ -44- -24- -iaN --7- --7- --i- ."2" :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: ::::
7 9 6 5 4 4 1 __ ON __ •• 1 __ ON _ •• • • __ ._. _. ON •• ._. _

6 3 4 1 1 1 _. • • • ON _

74
258

329
323

147
956
140
144

86
233
395
69

183
162
51

111

1 __ ON _. ON. _

1 __ . __• ON•• • • __

1 _

1 _

o1 _. •.•. • ON •• •• __ ._

1
2

Johannm:
Michigan.__ ••__ • ._. • 3 7 8 8 5 4 6 4 4
Huron .__ 27 16 12 20 16 12 7 6 2

Alpenm:
Michigan.__ •• 37 35 26 21 13 11 8
Huron__• • ._. • 17 27 11 1 5 3

Zenithicus:Nipigon. __ • ._. ._
Superior •• • •
Michlgan ._•••• •__ ••_
Huron • • • _

Reighardi:Nipigon. ON••__•• • •• •• __•• ._ •• ON •••_. _. ON. _. •• _. • __

Superior •••• •__ •__ ••__ .__ 1 ON. _ON •••_. __ •• •• __ ._ • ••• ._ ._. _

Michigan •• 9 13 10 4 5 5 1 __ ON 2 • •__ • _.__ 1 _. ON ._.__ • _

Ontario••_._. __ ••• •• 2 2 1 1 ••_••• NO ON ._. ••••_. •• _. _. _

Nigripinnls:

~~g~~r~:::::::::::::::::::::-is·,-2Q- -ia- -iii- -i4- --6- ·-6- --S- --2- --a- :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: ::::
N~~:f~~:::::::::::::::::::: ~ 1~ g ~ ~ ~ 1__:_ :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: ::::
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TABLE 7.-Frequency distribution of the number of scales in the lateral line for each of the 11 species
of Coregonidre in the Great Lakes-Continued

Species and lake

-----------1·----------------------
Klyi:

~~~~:ii====================2r 2~ 1~ 1~ ~ ~ --4- -T --3- -T ==== ==== ==== ==== ==== ==== ==== ==== ==== ===: 1~~Huron 12 14 4 5 3 1 1 1 . '____ 207
Ontario ._ 11 15 6 5 6 6 2 1 1 • 132

Hoyl:Nlplgon_____________________ 2 1 146
Superlor •• 2 1 • ._ 333
Mlchlgan_.__________________ 3 1 • • • 1,134
Huron_______________________ 2 1 • • .___ 796
Ontarlo .________________ 1 • ._. 249

Arted!: .Nlplgon ._. .___ 72

Superior_____________________ 8 8 18 12 17 20 19 14 18 17 16 15 7 5 6 6 1 1 1 1 253Mlchlgan • 37 38 29 40 24 20 13 14 5 4 2 4 1 371
Huron__ • 31 29 34 17 14 13 9 10 9 3 1 1 1 1 308
Erie • 14 12 9 7 2 1 1 • • 750
Ontarlo 15 9 4 5 2 1 1 • " 266

Nipigon: Nlplgon ._._______ 2 - • ._ 40

Clupeaformls:

r~g~~i~:=:::::=:=====:::==== 1~' 1: 1: g 1~ ~ A ~ --2- --2- --0- --0- -T ===: ===: =:== :=:: ==:: =::= :::= 19~Michigan 12 17 16 23 29 18 14 9 5 5 2 2 • 191
Huron__• • 18 14 21 26 18 13 9 8 13 4 • • 195
Erle 38 30 25 16 15 13 6 5 6 3 1 324
Ontarlo 23 21 34 17 16 11 14 5 6 3 2 198

Quadrilaterale:Nlplgon_____________________ 1 1 2
Superlor•• • • 1 1 7 12 3 9 - 8 7 5 6 1 4 1 2 1 ::=: =::: ===: 69
Mlchigan____________________ 1 1 4 6 8 5 4 10 6 3 6 4 2 2 2 1 __._ 65
Huron • 2 1 5 8 2 8 10 12 6 4 1 1 3 • • 64
Ontarlo • •••_. 1 1 1 1 2 6

TABLE B.-Frequency distribution of the ratio between the length of the body and the length of the head
. (LjH) for each of the 11 species of Coregonidre in the Great Lakes

[Numbers at the top of the columns indicate the classes of ratios; entries beneath these are the numbers of each form, by classes'
numbers in the last column give, for each group, the total numbers of specimens Included in the table. The various species
In each lake often are divided into two size groups. The numbers expressing millimeters, given after the name of the lake
indicate, when preceded by a plus (+) sign, the lower length limit of specimens of the group; when preceded by a minus (_)
sign, the upper length limit)

Species and lake
Length,
In mllll- 3.4 3.5 3.6 3.7 3.8 3.9
meters

4 4.1 4.2 4.3 4.4 4.5

-----------1---------------------------

+210 _.____ 3 3
-m 1
+210 =====: ====== ----j- ----j- ----;;- 16
-210 1 3 10 44 69

-_._-- ----- .. ------ ._---- -------- -_____ 1 6

3 5 24 20
------ --- .. - .. 3 3 6
------ - ... _--- ------ 1 19

__ • ._ 1 5 30
_____• _••••_ 2 __ •• •
_________ ._. 1 4
___• ••• ._. 1
________ • __ • _.____ 2 3

17 23 12 8 1 ------65 31 10 1 ------ _.. __ ....
15 1 1 ------ ------ ------
12 61 63 87 45 15
5 4 3 1 ------27 43 40 21 ----il-

------46 24 3 ------ -- .. _-- ------
30 8 2 ------ ------ ------2 1

221 157 ---iii- 11 1
------

40 13 4
------

17 24 36 22 6 3'
6 3 1

10 23 18 16 8 1
22 25 '14 4 1 ------
10 ---- .. - -- .. -oo .. ------ --.---

7
54
31

9
4

41 60 56 21 3 2 _
1 • • ._•• ,

23 42 53 21 13 3 _
3 10 10 12 10 3.

12 35 34 27 11 6 __ ._••.

16
1

50 ---88- --'45- ---22- ----5- --'T .-----
1 8 36 73 74 56 --'-32

6 15 22 32 19 7
1 1 7 6 25.

42
3

178
41
6

5
30
32

11
17

5
1

3 19 36
1 7
3 32 111
9 26 36

2

4

+200
+200
-200

+200
-200
+200
-200
+200
-200
+200
-200

+200
-200
+200
+200
-200
+200

+200
-200
+200
+200
+200

Alpcnlll:Mlchigan • • __

H uron • •• • -. __ -- - -- •••

Zenithicus:
N iplgon_. - - -- - -- -- - - - - --. -- _-- ---

Superior -- -.- -- - -- - -. - --. - --

Mlchigan --- -- - -- - -- --- -- - -- --

Huron • - -- - -- - -- ---. -- - -- - ---

Reighardi:
Nipigon•• •- - __ •• - - -. - -- - -- - - -- ---

Superior • _. -- -- - '" - -- - •• ---
Mlchigan ._. ••__ ._. __• __._. •

Ontario_•• ••••_••__ --••__ - .-•••-.-
Nigrlpinnis:

Nlplgon_ • • • __•• --••---------

Superior_. • -.--.-. - -- - -- - - --
Michigan ••--••• - •• - ••• - - --. -.
Huron ••_•••••••__ ••• --.--••••••--

Johannm:Michlgan -- _- _

H uron • - -- - - •• - --.-. - •• - -- - - -.
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TABLE S.-Frequency distribution of the ratio between the length of the body and the length of the head
(LIH) for each of the 11 species of Coregonidm in the Great Lakes-Continued

Species and lako
Length,
in mill!- 3.4 3.5 3.6 3.7 3.8 3.9
meters

4 4.1 4.2 4.3 4.4 4.5

--------------1---------------------------

..---- -_ .. ---
16 5
25 9
6 3

14 4

1
6 6

35 53
12 15
35 32
32 21
36 49
28 22
20 35
26 8
37 44
15 5

0

10 7
4 14

14 18
2 17
2 4

3
26
73
38
29

2
19
21
12
25
36
24
34
15
40
29
11

3

3
19
8

11
13
30
19
24
4

30
18
7

4
6

43
197
68
61

3
11
6
3
1

14
13
10
1

10
3
5

10

23
28
32

212
164
69

10 1 • • .. ••• __
34 28 7 3 ' 1•• _
17 6 1 , • __

~ ----4- :::::: :::::: ::::::1::::::
11 44 43 19 7 • _

14

13
31
12
9

24
5

112

15
18
8
7

50
2

:::::: :::::: :::::: :::::: :::::: :::::: :::::: :::::: :::::: ----2- '---3- '---'2

+200

+200
+200
-200
+200
-200
+200
+200

Huron • • •_. _

Michlgan • • • " _

Huron •• • • •• __ ••_. _
Ontario • • -•• __

-200 8 27
+200 • "' __ ' 4
-200 •• • __ • ••• _
+200 _._._ •• __ ._ .•_. _
-200 13 35 55Ontario 1 • • • • •• • ._ •••• __ •• ._

Hoyi;

~Fc~:;::~~~======================= ::::~~~: ::::~: ::::~: --_~~ ~~ !~. ~~ ~g-200 .___ 4 33 53 135 269
Huron ••_. • ••_ -200 1 10 59 105 155 264
Ontario 1__ •• _. __ • •• _. ._. "_" • 1 4 15 56

Arte:~:~:;:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~~i ====== ===j:::=== =::::: ::::~: ::::d._J
-225 ._•• ._. • "__ 2
+225 • • • • ._
-225 • • •• ••• _•• 5
+225 '" • • ••• _ 8
-225 _. .____ 4
+225 ._ •• •• • _
-225 • _. ._. 1 5
+225 _.____ 1 • __ ._____ 0
-225 ._ •• • ._____ 3 1

Michigan_••• • • _

::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::1
NiP~Y~igon _--- _--- _--. _.-- _-•• _-- _--. __I
OlupeaCormis: 1

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~r~~~~~~~~ ~~~~~~ ~~~~~~ ~~~~~~ ~~~~~~ ~~~~~~ ~~~~~~ :=::~: ::::~: ::::~: -.-+
Ontario •__ • • • ------ __ ._ ---"- --'-'- ----•••----- ----.- ------ ••---- ------ •• ---- -----.

Quad,:il'!'terale:NIpIgon. •• • •• ._
Superior__ • • • •• __ --__ ••

Species and lake 4.6 4.7 4.8 4.9 5.1 5.2 5.3 5.4 5.5 Total

--------1------------------------------------

Huron • ._ • -------- -.------ .------. -------- .- ..• --- -------- --.-.--- -------- -------- --.-----

Michigan •• __ -.- ------ .. ---.---- -------- .------- .------. -.------ .--.-.-- -------- -------- -----.--

Superior_. •__ • -------- -------- -------- --- .• --- -------- -------- .------... ------ -------- .---.---

Zenlthlcus:
Nlpigon .• •__ . ---.---- -------- ---.---. -------- -------- .------- -------- -.--- •• - -------- -- .. -'--- ----.---

73
209
98

290
14

164
200

141
14

745
173
114
10
85
77

79
13

232
301
102
75

1 . • --.-- -.---.-_ -------- _•• • •• _

Huron. ._ -.-.---- -------- --- ... -- -------- -------- -------- -------- -------- --.--.-. -------- --------------.- -.------ --.----- ---- .... -------- .------. -------- --.----- --------1·---···- --.-----
Reighardl:

Nipigon__ • .--.---- --.--.-- .------- .------. -----.-- .------- -----.-- -------- -- .. -.-- -------- -------.

::~~~~~::::::::::::-----~r :::::;~:I::::::~:~~~~~~~~ ::::::~: ~~~~~~~~ ~~~~~~~~ ~~~~~~~~ ~~~~~~~f~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
1 Mostly specimens over 200 mlllimeters long, ' Mostly specimens under 200 mlllimeters long.

Alpena\:Michlgan . . _

Johannm:
Michigan • •__ •__ ----.--. --.----. -.-.---- .----.-- ------.- ------.- -------- -••• ---- -------•••.• -.-- --------
Huron. . •__ ---.---- -------- ---.---. ---- •. -- -------- .-----.- -------- -----.-- -.-.-.-- ----.--- .-.-----
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TABLE 8.-Frequency distribution of the ratio between the length of the body and the length of the head
(LIH) for each of the 11 species of Coregonidre in the Great Lakes-Continued

Species and lake 4.6 4.7 4.8 4.9 5 5.1 5.2 5.3 5.5 5.6 Total

---------1-------------------------------

Huron _

ErIe • _

Michigan_. _

219
3

160
51

130

77
125
44
20

190
131

174
331
139

1,010
873
254

13
68

181
71

138
146
207
133
155
125
198
50

42

34
109
124
192

18
39

2
62
17
34
39
72
6

Nigripinnis:Nipigon • • • ._. • • _

~fc~i~~n:::::::::::::: ::::::i: ::::::i: :::::::: :::::::: ::::::::1:::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: ::::::::Huron .. _
Kiyi:

:;:~~~~:::::::::::::~~~~~~~~ ~~~~~}~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ ~~~~~~~~ ~~~~~~~~ ~~~~~~~~ ~~~~~~~~ ~~~~~~~~ ~~~~~~~~ ~~~~~~~~
Ontario 1 :::::::: :::::::: ::::::::. :::::::: ::::::::c:::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: ::::::::

lli~: .Nipigon' •• _

,,;~~~~~:~:~~~~~~~ :~:~~~i~ :[[[[[:[ ::[[m: [:[[:[[:\[[[[:[[[ :[:::[:[ :[:[:[:[ :::[:[::III~~~~~~~~ ~~~~~~~~ ~~~~~m
Nlplgon •__ - - __

1 _
Superior_______________ 37 11 5 1 2 2 _

~~ 1~ 1.------- -----·2- :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: ::::::::
8

34 -----i4- ------0" -----·2- ------i- :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: ::::::::9 1 1 •• • _
31 26 13 4 5 .__ 1 __ • •• _

3 2 .. _
Ontario ._____ 31 28 5 1 1 . • _

2 _

Nipigon: INipigon • •• • • _
Clupeaformis:1 1

~~~~~?~r-::::::::::::::: 2i J 2~ -----ii- ------4" :::::::: :::::::: ::::::::':::::::: :::::::: ::::::::
MlChIgan______________ 22 18 27 8 4 2 3 1 • _
Huron_________________ 28 55 46 21 19 1 _
Erle____________________ 5 5 2 5 .. 1 _
Ontario________________ 6 6 8 8 3 1 _

Quad~il\lterale:Nlplgon • __ _
Superlor.. 1 1 11 14

3 2 3
Michigan______________ 1

243
Huron_________________ 4 7 11 8Ontario_ 1

I Mostly specimens over.200 millimeters long. , Mostly specimens under 200 millimeters long.

TABLE 9.-Frequency distribution of the ratio between the length of the head and the diameter of the eye
(HIE) for each of the 11 species of Coregonidre in the Great Lakes

[Numbers at the top of the columns indicate the classes of ratios; entries beneath these are the numbers of each form, by classes;
numbers in the last column give, for each group, the total numbers of specimens included in the table. The various species in
each lake often are divided into two size groups. The numbers expressing mlJlimeters, given after the name of the lake, mdicate,
when preceded by a plus <+) sign, the lower length llmit of speCimens of the group; when preceded by a minus (-) sign, the
upper length limit]

4.2 4.3Spenles and lake

Johannro:Michigan __ .. _
Huron __ • • - ---

Alpenro:MlChigan _

nuron • _

Length,
inmllli
meters

+200
+200
-200

+210
-210
+210
-210

3.1 3.2 3.3 3.413.5 3.6 3.7 3.8 3.0 4 4.1

;.;;~r;;~~~~;;~~ ~;;~;~I;;;:;;;·;;i:I·:::;J:7:::.;: j ~ -:-1-4-1
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TABLE 9.-Fre'f!!:ency distribution of the ratio between the length of the head and the diameter of the eye
(HIE) for each of the 11 species of Coregonidre in the Great Lakes-Continued

Species and lake
Length,
In milll· 3. 1 3. 2 3.3 3.4 3.5 3.6 3. 7 3.8 3.9
meters

4 4.1 4.2 4.3

----------1-----------------------------

1
8

1~ "'i;;- ··---ii
3 ••••••••••••
2 2 3

2
61
7
5

~g "'a4' "'iii' ··--·il

16 30 32 19
1 5 1

22 35 88 112
40 17 7 2
3 4 21 33
3 2 4
4 4 15 16

17 8 7 1

17 8 7 7

"'68' 49 "'4a' 16
93 50 51 22
15 3 1 1
9 8 20 14

7
14
14
4

19
15

4844393265
1 •••••. _•••.•..••__ •••••• _•••••

1 2 18 32
5 8 13 13

41 33 17 11

14
14
16
2

37
5

22
1
3
2

48
3

1 •••_••••••_. 7
1 _..... 1 ••••_.

6
48

17
2
1

132

•••_._ •••••_ •••••• _••••_ 1 19 32
1 ••_._•••••-. __••••

=====: :::::: :::::: :::::: ::=:=: :::::: :::=:= -···i· ::::::
=::::: :::=:: :::::: :::::: ····a· -"'il' "'ia' '--'5' ~

:::::: :::::: :::::: :::::: :::::: ---io· ---iii- ---ai-

------ -.-.-- --.-.- --••-- ---.-- _.---- -••••- --••••••-.-- "--2- --'-il- 1~ ----oil
...-.. ····i· ····4· "'-3' -"'4' ''''ii' -"'i- ··--i- -"'i' 1 1 _.._ _._.

:::::: :::::: :::::: :::::: '-'"2" "-'4- --'ii- "-iii- ~ "'"3" ••••~ ~ :
_______._. ._. ••• •••••__•• ••_._. 10 8 12 6
._._ •• _._ ••• •••••••••••••• _ •• , ••• _••••• _•••••••••• _ 1 .,•••• _••_.. 1

::::=: :=:::: ····i· -.--g. "'22' "'4a'
__• __• __ • ._._. _•• •• 1

+200
+200
-200
+200
-200
+200
+200

+200
-200
+200
-200
+200
-200
+200
-200

+200
-200
+200
+200
+200

-200
+200
-200
+200
-200
(I)

+200 •••••• •••••• •••••• •••••• •••••• 1 5 6

!m ~~~j~~~~~~ ~~~~~~ ~~~~~~ ::::~: -"J j J t~
+200 _••••• '••••••••_._•••••••••••••••_." •••••_ ••••_•••••••

Michigan_ ••••••••••••••••••••

Ontario•••••••••••_••••• ••

Huron••••••••••••••••••••••••

Erie••••••••••••••••••••••••••

Mlchlgan_ •••••• ••••••_•••

Huron. _
Ontario••••_'" •••••_•••-.,•• -

Relgh!lr!li:
Nlplgon_._•••••••••••••__ •••••

Superior_••_••••••_•••••••••••-
Michigan_' •••••••••••••••••••

Ontario •••••••••••••••••••, •••
NigrlI!i'!nis:

NIplgon__•••-"--•••••••••,.-.

Superior__•••,._••••_•••••• , _••
Michigan••••••••••••••••_••••
Huron __ •__•••__•••_••••••_••_

Kiyl:Superior ••_. ••_••_••• _
Michigan••••••••••••_••••••••

Huron_ •••_•••••••••••_••_••••

Ontario•••_•••••_"" _••_----.
Hoyl:

~fc~;~:::::::::::::::::::::

Superior. _. _••••••••••_•• __ ••••_._

Zenlthlcus;
Nlpigon ••••••••••••••••••••

Superior__•__ ••••••••••••••••••

Michigan•• _' •••••••••_•••••••

Huron _. _••••_•••••••••••_••••

Huron_. _•••• __ ••••••_••••••••
Ontario •__ ••••----. -.------

Artedl:
NIplgon._•••••••---. ----. ---.-

~:l Ii ~g ~ Igg :~ i& ~ ~ ~
+200 7 22 57 24 16
-200 ====== ====== ····i- ""4' "'22- .'-iii' -'iiiii- 297 199 152 39 9

~:l ====== ====== _.__~_ ...~_ .._~__ .~~:. 22: Isg 8~ g~ 3~ s: 60

±~g ====== ====== ====== ====== ----i· --"il' 1~ 16 1~ 1~ ~ ====== ======
+225 1 43152228 27
-225 ====== ====== ====== "--i- ----2- 3 4 2 5 14 15 19 7
+225 •• _••• _._... •••••• •••••• •••••• 1 1 2 13 37 33 26 11
-225 ••_. ._ •• _.__ 3 7 17 28 30 36 13 8 1
+225 •••••• -"'" •••••• 1 I ,. 17 17 21 46 37 21 22

~~ ====== ====== ====== ====== ====== ====~: ...~~. 2! : J ~ ~ 2?+225 • •••••••__., •• __ ••••••_., ••_•••• _"'" 5 16 18 39 30
-225 _.' ••••_••••••_••• _'_'" ._•••• .,. •••••• 3 4 8 12 12 5

Nipigon: Niplgon••••_••••••• •• +200 .-••-. _._ ••• _••• __ •••• • • __ ._ 1 •• 1 1 7 2

Clupcaformls; I 4 5 2 6 5

~EtW~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ ~~~~~~~~~~ ~~~~~~ ~~~~~~ ~~~~~~ ~~~~~~ ~~~~~~ ~~~~~~ ~~~~~~ --'T ....~. 1~ 1~ ~~ ii
Erle_. __ •••••_••••••• •••••••••••••_•••••••• -••• -_ •••••• --- •• - •• -•• - __ •••••••••_•••• -_ •••••••••••••_.... •••••• 2
Ontarlo_._•• ••• •••_•••• ------ ------ -.-•• - •••-.- __•• ••-.- ••---- ._••••••••• _ 1 4 2

Quad~il~tcr!lle;
NIplgon__ •__••••__ --••••••---
Superior••••••_••••••_••••••••

I Mostly specimens over 200 millimetClSlong, I Mostly specimens under 200 mlllimeters long,
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TABLE 9.-Frequency distribution of the ratio between the length of the head and the diameter of the eye
(HIE) for each of the 11 species of Coregonidre in the Great Lakes-Continued

Species and lake 4.4 4.5 4.6 4.7 4.8 4.9 5 5.1 5.2 5.3 5.4 Total

--------1--- ------"------------------

Huron_. __ ._. ._.···· -------- -------- -------- -------- -------- -------- ------•• -----.-- -------- --.----- --••----

Huron -----iii- ------ii- -------- ------ii- :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: ------i- ------i- :::::::: ::::::::

........... - -- -- ---- ---- ----_ - ----_ ..-- ---_ --- ---..-- - --_ .. _--- --------
Ontarlo •__ •__.___ 1 ---.---- --••---. -------- ----.--. ----••-- ••----.- ----.-•• -------- --.----- --------

Hoyi:

~fc~Wfi::::::::::::::::::::i: ::::::i: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: ::::::::

73
208

98

271
15

159
204

135
II

758
173
111
10
84
69

69
15

232
301
102

76

226
4

162
51

130

78
126
44
18

188
132

174,.
332
138
992
865
255

13
69

177
77

136
143
198
121l
164
124
179
46
42

34
109
124
194
18
39

2
63
17
30
38
67
6

1 _

2 _

1 _
3

'-""3' ......;;- ·····-3· ..····6- --"--3' ..····2· :::::::: ""'T :::::::: ::::::::

12

21

Ontario. •••••_._.

Reighardi:Nipigon _

Zenit~ic.us:Nlplgon _

Superior ----i4ii- ----i4;;- ----iiii- -----iiii- -----23- -----iii- ------ii- ------ii- :::::::: :::::::: ::::::::
1 1 --.----- -------- -------- -------- -------- --------

Michigan______________ 25 16 7 1 1 -------- -- _

~~f~~:::::::::::::::: ·----2ii- -----22· ""ii'" ""--2' :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: ::::::::
Artedi:

Nipigon • • ----.-•• -------- --.-••-•••-.---- ••,-.--. ------.- -----.-. -'-"-'- ------.- .------- -.,-.-••
Superlor __ • __• • -----36- '--'-i5- ""-ii- ---"T -----T ------4- :::::::: ------2- :::::::: :::::::: ::::::::

4 1 _. ----- -------- -------- -------- -------- ---.---- -------- --------
Mlchlgan_ ••_.__ •__•••_ 3 4 4 1 •••••••• -'--'-" -••••••••••••••• --•••••• """" -•••••••

Huron••••••••••••••••• --'''-ii- -----"2" -----T ----'"3" :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: ------i- :::::::: :::::::: ::::::::
Erle_ ••• - ••••••-••••••- -----2i- -----u- ·---·iii- -----ii- .-----;;- ---"-ii- :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: ::::::::

J --"'ig- ·-···ia- ----"jj' --·..-3· "'-"i- :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: ::::::::
2
6Nipigon: Niplgon •••_

Clupeaformis: I
Niplgon •• .__ 2 240 14 3

9
~ ---.-.-- ""-'i- --'-"'- ..--.... -.,...-. ----.-.-

SUfcerior••••-•••-...... 26 8 10 13 -----io- 6 -------- -------- -------- -.------

rl~~~-a~:::::::::::::: ~~ ~r 1~ 20 19 1~ 2~ -"---6- ·-....4- •..·--6- ::::::::
o~:Bri~::::::::::::::::--""6- 5 3 4 3 2 6 ~ - ~. -----T ::::::::

Quadrllaterale:
~~~~~f~-::::::::::::::: ~ -"--io- -"--"8" --"-T :::::::: ---'--2- ------2- -'-'-T :::::::: :::::::: ::::::::
Mlchigan ._. •__ •• ""--3- ------8- ---'--3- ··-·--i- :::::::: ------i- -·----2- :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: ::::::::

~~l~o::::::::::::::::~~~~~~~~ --'--T --"-T ~~~::~~: --"'T ~~::::~: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: ::::::::

Johannoo:Michigan _
Huron _

Superior •__ ------4- ------i- ------i- :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: ------i- :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: ::::::::
Michigan .__ 7 3 2 -------- -------- -------- -------- .------- -------- -------- --------
Ontario -----iii- ------ii- ------4- ------i- ------i- ------i- ------i- :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: ::::::::

Nigripinnis:
Nipigon •• -------- -------- -------- -------- -------- -------- -------- -------- -------- -------- --------
Superlor---------------- -----3ti- -----ii4- -----is- -----is- -----"7" :::::::: ------3- :::::::: ------i- :::::::: ::::::::
'tl~~~~~:::::::::::::: ~ ~ ~ :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: ::::::::

Kiyi:
~fcf:i~~:::::::::::::::::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: ::::::::

16 20 6 9 2 1 --r----- _
37 45 17 16 17 8 7 2 1 1 _
5 2 • - ------__ ----.--- --. ------- _

Alpenoo:Mlchlgan__ .___________ 53 66 33 23 8 5 ,3 2 2 __ •__ • • ._

Huron ------;;- -----iii- -----ii4- -----4ii- -----is- -----iii- -----i4- :::::::: ------i- :::::::: ::::::::
2 - -------- -------- -------- -------- -------- --------
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TABLE lO.-Frequency distribution of the ratio between the length of the pectoral and the pectoral
ventral distance (PV/P) for each of the 11 species of Coregonidre in the Great Lakes

[Numbers at the top of the column indirate the classes of ratios; entries beneath these are the numbers of each form, by classes; num·
bers in the last column give, for each group, the total numbers of specimens included in the table. The various species in each
lake often are divided into two size groups. The numbers expressing millimeters, given after the name of the lake, indicate,
when preceded by a plus (+) sign, the lower length limit or specimens of the group; when preceded bya minus (-) sign, the
upper length limit]

Species and iake
Length,
in milli· 1.1 1.2 1.3 1.4 1.5 1.6 1.7 1.8 1.9 2 2.1 2.2 2.3 2.4 2.5 2.6 2.7 2.8 2.9 Total
meters

--------1------------------------

275
14

154
185

130
13

751
170
112

8
82
73

68
16

233
297
89
69

181
3

162
49

125

78
126

41
20

178
120

168
329
134
004
815
246

13
66

181
71

139
141
202
127
157
122
190
50

43

34
109
121
17t'

IE
39

2
62
13
26
42
69
6

"s' "2' :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: ::::
~ 1~ "3' --i' :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: ::::

15 4 __ __ ••
22 3 1 __ • __ .
1 .. __ _ ..

'io' --i' "i' .. -- "" .
34 16 7 "ii' :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: ::::

146 51 10 6 1 3 "' .
121 45 6 .
36 17 3 .

4368664324 2 2 ••...........•••
7 1 3 1

~~ ~~ ~~ ~'T ::i: :::: ::::1:::: :::: ::::

6 4 2 74
15 5 1 __.. __ •• 205
2 3 __ 88

"5' --4' --.. -- -- .
18 38 '43' '39' 'iii' ..(';. "4' "3' :::: "i' ::::
6 III 0 15 4

24 35 24 24 14'"4" "5' "i' :::: :::: ::::
23 57 21 10 1 1 __ .
20 47 43 31 17 2 5 2 .

~~ ~~ ~~ g ~ "0' "3' :::: :::: :::: ::::
~g ~ 3~ 1~ 'i2""3" --i' :::: :::: :::: ::::
15 12 3 1 ..__ ........ --.. __...... __

2
27
34

194
136
37

3~ 2~ '20' 'io' "4' :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: ::::

1 1
21 9
5 4
1 4
6 17

19 13
2 2

34 2
85 53

8 23
153 236
174 218
48 63

9 15 7 ---. ---- -._- .--. -.-- ---- ---- ---- -- .... ----
13 7 6 3 1 -.-- ---. ---- .--- ---- ---. ---- ---- ----
22 21 23 13 9 6 3 2 ---- .--- ---. ---- ---- ----
13 23 20 26 23 7 5 1 ---- ---- ---. ---. --- ... ----
11 26 43 43 35 15 1 ---- ---- ---- ---. ---- ---- ----
I 3 4 9 1 ---- ---- .--- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ----
I 5 9 11 6 3 1 ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ----

i 'ii' :if 'il' j~ }~ j~[~ ~~~~ ~~~~ ~~~~ ~~~~ ~~~~ ~m
ii ~ :~~: ::~: ::~: ::~1:: :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: ::::
4 3 •.••...•••••••••••••.•••.•••••••.••••••.••••••••

39 19
3 18

:::: :::: :::: :::: --3' "3' 'iii'+200
+200
-200
+200
-200
+200
+200

Superior .

Superior .
Michigan .

Huron · .

Michigan ..

Huron .

Michigan .

Huron __ • ..
Ontario _•••••••••

Ontario .

Erie .

Superior .

Huron .

Michigan .

Reigh~r~i:
Nipigon .

Ontario .
Nlgril?iI!nis:

Nipigon .

Superior .
Michigan .
Huron ..

Klyi:
Superior .
Mfch1gan ..

]ohannlll:
Michigan•••..•••....•• +200 ---- ---- ---- --- .. 10 13 16 23
Huron................. +200 ---- ---- 3 9 32 53 60 27

-200 2 10 34 22 12 2
Alpenre:

+210 2 6 19Michigan...•.•.•••.••• ---- ---- ---- ---- ----
-210 ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- I 1

Huron..•..••.•••...•• · +210 ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- 2 14 30
-210 ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- 4 23 40

Zenit~ic.us:
NIpigon . +200 .••• ..•. •••• 11 29 26 33 21 8 2 .

-200 .....•......1.... 1 5 7 ••
+200 .... •••• 1 1 26 94 178 220' i2i' 'so' '20' "5' "2' "i' :..: :::: :::: :::: ::::
-200 .••• .•.. .•.. 1 7 12 20 34 33 36 14 8 4 1 .

!~gg :::: :::: ::::C: :::: :::: ..~...~. 1~ 2~ 2f 24 6 3 .•.• 1 ••..........
+200 •.•• .•.. .•.• .... 2 2 10 18 27 16 "5' "2' :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: ::::
-200 .•.• •••. .•.• 2 8 0 18 15 13 5 1 1 1 .

+200 .•.• 7 2 20 21 11 6 .
-200 ..•. .••• 3 7 2 4 .. • .
+200 ...• ...• ...• 4 8 26 49 '57' 56' '22' "7' '2' 2 " .
+200 __ • 2 4 4 38 64 61 58 34 'is' 'ii' "2' "i' ::::
-200 ...• .••• 1 •••• ..•• 3 4 16 19 14 19 8 2 2 1 •.......
+200 .•.• •..• .... .... .... 1 .•.. 1 2 3 14 12 14 10 7 2 1 2

+200 ...• 2 17 34 67
-200 •••. •••• .••• 1 2
+200 •.•• .... .••• 1 17
+200 3
+200 ::::'"2" "6' '24' 35

-200 1 10 15 24 20
+200 1.... 5 10 31
-200 1 9 13
+200 1 .... 1 3 8
-200 ..•. 3 14 35 59

Ontario I ~............. .••• •••• 1
Hoy!:

Nipigon 1 8 27 42 52

~rc1':i~~~~~::::::::::: ""+200' :::: ::::1:::: .~..~~. 7~
-200 1 3 15 76

Huron ' "" 6 25 84
Ontario I. •••• 5 11 26

Artedi:
Nipigon............... +225 ,. 2 7 4

-225 •... 3 13 23 18
+225 .•.• ...• .... .... .... 4 6

~~~ ~~~~ ~~~l~~ ~~~~ ::~: i J~~
-225 4 13
+225 :::: ::::C: :::: :::: "2' 12 21
-225 •••• .•.. .•.. •••• 8 17 37
+225 .••• •••• 4 21
-225 .•.. .•.. .•.• .... 3 3 13

Nipigl1n.:
Nlplgon __ _. +200 . 10

Clupeaformis: I> 4

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ ~~~~~~~~~~ ~~~~ ~~~i~~ ;;~; ~
Erie .•.•_ __ •.. - -- - -- -- .
Ontario __.. --.. -- __ 1 2

Quad~i1~terale:
Nlplgon ..__ ..
Superior .

1 Mostly specimens over 200 millimeters long. I Mostly specimens under 200 millimeters long.
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TABLE n.-Frequency distribution of the ratio between the length of the ventral and the ventral-anal
distance (A VjV) jor each of the 11 species of Coregonidre in the Great Lakes

[Numbers at the top of the columns indicate the classes of ratios; entries beneath these are the numbers of each form, by classes;
numbers In the last column give, for each group, the total number of specimens incl uded in the table. The various species
in each lake often are divided into two size groups. 'fhe numbers expressing millimeters, given after the name of the lake, indio
cates when preceded by a plus (+) sign. the lower length limit of specimens of the group; when preceded by a minus (-) sign,
the upper length limit]

Species and lake
Length,
in mill!- 0.8 0.9 1 1.1 1.2 1.3 1.4 1.5 1.6 1.7 1.8 1.9 2 2.1 2.2 2.3 2.4 2.5 1~i
meters

-----------1------------------------

140
330
133
092
851
227

13
65

178
64

135
140
104
127
144
112
194
48

41

34
109
120
188

17
30

2
62
16
28
28
66
4

72
162
50

274
13

143
149

129
14

725
115
116
10
66
73

68
16

233
297
93
75

169
3

140
49

109

79
127
43
12

102
118

5 •• __ . •• __ •• •. •• __ •

6
1

--i' :::: :::: :::: :::= :::: :::= :::= ==:= =::=11 1 ._ . __ • . . • _
Il _•• ._ ,_, • • ._ . __ . • •

lD 1 ._ ---- ---. ---- ---_ ---- __ ._16 __ •__ •• • __ • _

3r -"8" --r :=:: ==:: :::= :=:: =::: :::: :::: :::: ::::

-ii7- '34" --7- --ii- :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: ::::
15 10 4 . __ • __ •. _. • _
12 8 1 __ ._ --_. __ ._ ---- ---. -.-- --- __ . _

4 1
31 4
47 21

234 54
193 64
62 72

12 22 19 12
295

11 42 67 -63' '40- --7- --i- :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: ::::
20 47 99 85 30 10 1 • • __
12 25 32 16 4 1 • __ .. __ .. • _
I 6 16 29 16 2 2 2 1 •__•• •__ • _

43 07 20 10 3 _._. _. __ • __ •• -- •• •
1

40
11
40

31
84
38

354
256
40

2 12 13 25 15
7 35 58 42 13
3 24 17 7 2

:::: :::: :::: :::: --2-
__ •• __••• " 5
___ • _•• ._ 3

+200 _,. • _. __
+200 • 1
-200 1 1

+210 •__•• • ._ 12 38 70 73 56 18 4 • • .._••__•• __ • _
-210 __ ._ • •• __ .__ 3 4 4 2
+210 ._ • ._ 8 32 31 28 32 --g- --3- :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: ::::
-210 :._: ::_: :_.: 2- 7 34 63 35 6 2 • • •• . __

13 5 • __ • • _. __ • •• •• _. __ ••

-95- -ili- --i- --i- :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: ::::

3f _~~_ :~~: ==:= ::~r:= ==== ==== ==== ====18 6 1 • • • _
13 2 __ ._ • • • • _

+200 ---- .--. ---- 8 31 39 32
-200 .--- .._- "i' _._- 1 5 6 2
+200 _._- - --- -iii- 18 106 234 253
-200 ---- ---- 3 16 32 33 16
+200 --- . . _-- ---- ---- 2 9 30 27
-200 ---- ---- ---- .--- 1 4 1 3
+200 ---- ---- ---. --i- 2 5 8 26
-200 ---- _._- --_. 3 18 24 12

Huron __ . __ •_. __ . •• _

Michigan•• _•• • _

Huron•• _. •_•• __ •_•• __

Superior ••• • _
Michigan•• __ •_._. _. __ .. __ •

Superior••• ... _. --.

Superior •• __ ._ •• .

¥l~~~£~~-__.~~::::::::::::::
Klyl:Superior ' • •__ •__

Michigan ._•. • _

Ontario••• __ •• _. •_. __
Nlgril?l~nis:Nlplgon_. • •__ ._. _._

+200 _. •• _ 1
-200
+200
+200
-200
+200 _•• •.. -•• __ ._ -.-.

+200 __••• _. • 2 24
-200 ._. • ._ 1 1
+200 • ._ 1 19

+~gg .-.- -.-- '"2" -if 3~

-200 23 34 15 5
+200 16 51 33 23
-200 9 23 8 3
+200 I 7 1 3
-200 ••• _ 2 38 86 56 8

Ontario 1••• ... _•• _••• _._ ._. •• 1 8 32 37

Hoy!: 65

~~~~?~ ~~~~::::::::::::::: :::::::::: :::: --i- ~ ~~ 101Michigan •__ .________ +200 __ • ._ ._._ 1 14
-200 ._ .. __ .. 4 70 207

Huron , • ._•• •.• ..• _ 5 75 247
Ontario 1••• __ • •• _•• __ ••• _•• _••••••• __ ._ ._.. 8 29

Arted~: .
Nlplgon•• _. __ •• __ •_' __ •••_.

Johannre:
Michigan•• __ •_•• __ .• __ •• _.
Horon_. _••••• _••• _

Alpenlll:
Michigan •_. __ •• _•••_. __

Horon_. _. • • • •

Zenithicus:Nipigon_. _. •• _. __ •

Superior •_.• __ • .

Michigan. • ••_. __ •• _

Huron. •__ •__ •__ • •

Reighardi:
Niplgon •_•• __ •. _•• __ •__ •

+225 -- •• ---- - •• - --.- .-.- --.- ~ 2~ 2~ ~ .-.- --.- --.- ---. -•• - ---. --.- ----

+~~g ==== ==== ==== ==== =::= 0 15 43 53 '3S- -iT' --ii- --2' :::: --i- :::: ::::
-225 •• __ • • • 3 10 22 14 10 5 - •• - -••• - •••• -•• - •• - - _
+225 1 13 18 48 31 13 8 __ ._ 2 1 ---- -•• _
-225 :::: :::: :::: ==:: :=:: --2- 7 27 50 37 11 5 1 ---- -- •• --.- -•• - ••• -
+225 ._ 1 1 7 9 16 31 60 51 11 6 1 .-.- ---. ---- - •••
-225 __ •• •• __ • •• 1 2 17 41 38 21 7 -- •• -••• --.- --.- --.- _

Erie. • • ._ ••_.____ +225 :=:= ::== :=:: ::::i:::: --7- 3g ;g M 3~ 16 10 I 8 2 -- •• -•• - --.- -.-:

NiPI~;~;rjo---.---.-----.-..... ~~~ :::: :::: :::: ::::i--i- : ~: t~ 5~ 4~ _~~_ ::~:p: ==== ==== ==== ==== ====

C'"'~i'iiii~ii~~~ii;~~~ m~ill~ iiii ;iii iiii iiiii--'; ::;: Iij ~ ~~:il;I ~~ii ~ii~ i~~i ~i~~ ~~~i
Qua~~~~~gr:I~:-.--- ..--.-.--.-- +200 ---- ---- -.-- -·-·1··-- --.. -.-- .--- --'y" --.- --.-, 11 'i4- 1~ -.-- •• -. --.-

Superior._ •••• ._ •••• . ~~ :::: :::: :::: ::::1:::: :::: :::: :::: ::::,-'i' --3- i I ~ 4 1 5 1 2
Mlchigan ._•• _•• • +200 ---- ·-··1--·- ---- .--- --.- .--- ---·,--·-1-·-· -.-- ---T--- 16 / 'if --.- ----
g~[~:);:::::::::::::::::::: -.-.~;:- :::: :::: :::: :::f:: :::: ::::1:::::::::;:::: ::~: ::~:i:~~: -~~- 2! I~ i

I Mostly Rpeclmens over 200 millimeters long. I Mostly specimens under 200 millImeters long.



570 BULLETIN OF THE BUREAU OF FISHERIES

TABLE l2.-Temperature readings of the waters of Lakes Nipigon, Michigan, and Huron

Rec
ord
No.

Location Date Time
Depth, Temper·
in lath- ature,

oms "C.

(1) 16.2
5 14.9

10 10
12 7.8
15 5.9
20 5.2
25 4.9
40 4.4

, 56 4
(1) 19.5

(1) 19
, 16 10.9

(1) 18.9
'24 6.3

31 5.1
49 4.2

(1) 16.8
40 4.2

, 65 4
(1) 14

, 15 10.3
'60 4

(1) 11.8
(1) 15.6

, 35 5.4
(1) 5.6

'8 5.6

19 30 miles east of Alpena. •• •• __ •• •• ••••_••••••_._ ••• ••••• Sept. 12,1917 """'_"""
20 11~ miles SE. by S. from Alpena can buoy ••• __•• ••_. ••• Sept. 17,1917 _••••_••••••••
21 '" __do ••_•••_. __•_. _•• __ ••__ •• , __." •••_•• __••••••••••_•••_""" •_do ••_••••_•• ' ._.""
22 14 miles N. by E. of Thunder Bay Island_ ••••••••_•• •••••••• __ ••••• Sept. 18,1919 •• __ ._. __••_••
23 16 miles northeast of Cheboygan__ • ••• __•••• __ •••••••••_•••_•••••• __ Sept. 29,1917 •• •••_•••••
24 22 miles SE. by E. ~ E. from the can buoy, Alpena._•••••••__ •••_..... Sept. 13,1919 _•••_••••••_••
25 __••_do • •• __ •••_. _" __ ' • •••••••••__ ••_••••_•••••_•••••••_•• do • """""""
26 6 miles NNE. of Thunder Bay._••• __••••_••••_•••_. __••_•••_._ ••••••_. Nov. 16,1917 ••• ••••
27 •_•••do__••_. __ ••• •• - -••-•••-••••••• --•• -•••• __•••__ ••••••_••••••••••• _. do_.__•_•• _._"""",,_

NIl'IGON

1 2~ miles south of Livingston Point ._._•• ••••••__ ••• __ •••••_ July 28,1922 10 a. m __••••
2 •• do ' __ •••••_•••_•• __ ••_._""'" _. __ ••••••••_••_•••• __ •• _" _••_••••_do ••__•__•_••••_•••
3 ••••_do •• __•••••• •••_._. •• __•__•••_. _••••• __ •••• '" •••••••••_do.__••••• """ _•••""
4 •• _. _do ••••• __ ••• __ •••_••• _•••• __ •_. _" __••• __••••••••••••_. _•••__••••••••_do ••• _•••_. _••• •
5 •• , ••do •••• __ ••• • •__ •__•_." _. •_••_••_••••_••• •• __ ••_do ••_•••••••••••
6 •• do ••••••••• •••_•••__ ••••_••• __ •• __ •••• • '" •_" _.,. ••do • • •• •••
7 _•••.do " _. __••_••,., __•• __ •__ •__ •• __ •••_. _. __• • ••• ••••__ • do •••_•••••••••••••_
8 •••• _do__._••_•••••_." _••••_"" __ •••••• ,.,_'" •••_•__ ••, •••••_ •_. __do_.__•••• _••• ••• _
9 __ •• .do ••_. ••• •• __ •• •__ •• __ ••• • ,." _••••• •_•••••••do._. __ ••• •_. _••••••_

10 Oll Blackwater River •• __ ••_. __ •••_._._. • ._••••• ••_. •__._do •••_ 5 p. m __••_._

HURON

11 Green Bay, 8 miles south of Green Island •• __ ••••••••••_•••_••••••• Aug. 14,1920 _••••••_••••••
12 __ ••_do__•_. ••••••••• --••••_••••• __ •_••••• "" __•••• •__ " _.__ •• •do • •_••••••••••
13 Green Bay, 4 miles west of Boyer BlutT__ ._••••_••••_•••••• __•__._••••• Aug. 18,1920 ••_._••••••_._
14 ••,._do ••-_•• __ •_••••_••_••• ••_•••••••• __ " _••••• __ ••__ ••••••_••• _•••_do •__"""
15 10 miles E. by N. ol Algoma, Wis ••_•••• __ ••••_••• __ •••_._._ •••_••••••• Aug. 24, 1920 _. ••_. __ ••
16 •••••do •• • •• __•••• ••_•• ••• •• ••••• •••__••do__• •• •••_••••
17 20 miles N. by W. U W. of Michigan City, Ind_._•••••••••_•••••_••••_ Oct. lI,192O ._. ••••••_.
18 _••• _do •__" •• •• •• __••_••••• __•••• •• ••• __••_•• __ ••_•••__••••do. • •••••••••••

MICHIGAN

I Surface. 2 Bottom.

TABLE l3.-Temperature readings of the waters of Lake Superior

Rec
ord
No.

Location Date Time Depth, Temper·
fathoms ature," C.

1 7 miles WNW. of Point Iroquois Light••_•••_•••_. __••_•• •••••_._._ JUlIe 14,1922 4 p. m•••_•••
2 •••••do_••_•••• __ •• __ ._••• __•••_••••••••_•••• __._••••_••_._ ••_••_•••••• do ,_,_, .__ •••
3 6 miles northeast otT east end light of Mlchlplcoten Island••_•••••_..... June 19,1922 9-a. ill-•••:::
4 "" _do •_._ •• __ •••_. __•-.,•••• '-'-"'--'" ••-.-•••--"" .-.__•••••_•• ._...do__••••• • ••_••

~ -Belo~-L_;;aciliSiand==::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::-jun~0i3:i922'_~_~~~:::::::
7 12 miles oll Coppermine Polnt•••••••_••• ••_••••••••••••••••••••••_. June 26,1922 8.30 a. m._••
8 12 miles otT Alona Bay. ._•• __._•••__ • •••••••_••••_••••_•••_••••••• do ••_. 12 m •• ••
9 Black Bay, oll Demers PolnL_••••• __ •__ ._. ••••__ •••_. __._••••• __ ••• July 20,1922 2 p. m••_••••

10 • _do__••__ •_. __ •__ --••_. -. ---••• , •••••• --•••-.....-. _" ._.,-••• -••••• - •• do_._._. ••• __
11 South of Thunder Cape Llght•••_••••__ ••_••••• __ •••_. __._•••• __ ••••__ • ._do •__ 4.30 p. m_••_
12 Oll Crow Point_._._••••••••••••••_••••_••••••••••_••••••••••••••_._... Aug. 5,1922 10 a. m••_•••
13 do__•__ •__ ••_._. ••_•••_••_••__ ._••••••••_._ ••_•••••••_••••••• _ Aug. 10,1922 9 a. m. •••
14 Simpson ChanneL_._•• ••_••_._._. ••_••••• __•••_••••_••••• __••••• Aug. 5,1922 10.30 a. m_ ••

~~ ::::=~~=::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: :::::~~:::::::: -~:~~ ~'- ~::::
~g ~~~~3:~~~~~~~~:::~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~~i: ~~; ~i~~ ng1t'~:::
20 Armour Harbor•• ••• __•__••_••••••••_••••••••_•••••••••••••_••• __ •__ Aug. 5,1922 1.15 p. m•••_

~~ :::::~~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: .~~~d~_~.~~~~_ .~:~~~'.~::::
23 Moffat StraiL_••••_••••_••_••_••••••• __•••• __ •__ ._••_._•••• •• -•• Aug. 5,1922 11.15 a. m •••

~ :::::~~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::.~~~d;'~.~~~._~::~~~'.~:::
26 21 miles west of Ontonagon, Mlch••_••_•••••••• ••••••_••_•••_•••_... Aug. 24, 1921 """,.", _
27 •••••do__••••_••••••_.__••••••• -••••••••-••••••••••--••'.'_•••••••••••••••••••do•••••• __ ••••_. _••••__,
28 6 miles NNW. of Ontonagon, Mlch•••••••••••••••_••••••••_•••••••__ •• Aug. 25,1921 "'_""_"'"

7.7
4
3
3.6
4
3.5
6.4
3.8

14.4
12.9
8.5

12.4
12.1
16.3
6.6
5

15.8
15.4
14.2
15
14.6
9.8

16.3
15.2
9.7

18.1
4
5

I Surface. , Bottom.
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TABLE H.-Total weight oj chubs taken by each oj five tugs on Lake Huron, the number of lifts of the
gill nets, and the average weight of each liJt, Jor each month oj the fishing season

Total Number Average Total Number Average
Loeality and date weIght of lilts weight Locality and date weight omits weight

perllit permt

------
Cheboygan, Mleh., 1915: Pounds POttnds Duck Islands, Ontario, 1915: Pounds POttnds

May••••_•••_•••___ ••••••_. 8,510 6 1,418 May' __ " _. _." _••• , .•••• _. 4,470 3 1,490
June•••_•.••••_•___••••••_. 21,980 13 1,690 June••__••• ___•••••••__ •••• 22,920 12 1,910
July•.••_••• -_•••• _""_ •••_ 26,258 24 1,094 July. _••••. _.•.•.•. ,. _•••_. 36,610 18 2,034
August ._.••.••••••••___•• _ 29,010 22 1,318 August....___ •• __ •• __ ., ••_. 13,553 8 1,694
September ___•••..••••_..... 64,655 24 2,693 Southampton, Ontario, 1917:October ,_•• ______ •••___ •__ . 31,200 14 2,228 May____ •__ ••••_._••• _••••• 4,620 2 2,310

.Alpena, Mich., 1915: June_._......_•••••••_••••• 12,565 7 1,795
ApriL•••• __ •• __ ..._•••••_•• 41,325 23 1,796 July••• _.""" ••••••_.__._ 9,076 7 l,29E

~:::::::::::::::::::::::: 33,755 23 1,467 August. ___ .......,0' ",___ 9,475 9 1,052
43,305 18 2,405 September...._............ 5, 910 7 844

.Tuly••,. __ •_•••• , _•••_•••• __ 45,225 22 2,055 Harbor Beach, Mich., 1916:
August.__ •••••_•• __._ ••_••• 46,275 19 2,435 June••••••••••••••••••••••• 4,870 2 2,435
September. _MO' • ___ ••___ • __ 29,790 24 1,241 July_....._••••_•••_•••_••• 21,263 10 2,126
October____..............__ 18,485 15 1,232 August..... "_,,, """'_" 30,910 13 2, 377
November•••_. ___ ••••_•••• 32,930 16 2, 195 September.____ •.•.•.•. _.,. 18,405 9 2,045
December•••.•.•.•.•••.•. _. S, 780 4 2, 195 October_. _••••••••••••••_._ 27,740 14 1,981

I Nothing after Oct. 20.

'TABLE I5.-Total weight of chubs taken by each of three tugs on Lake Michigan, the number of lifts
oj the gill nets, and the average weight of each lijt, for each month of the fishing season

I

Total Number Average Total Number Average
Locality and date weight of lifts weight Locality and date weight of lifts wel~ht

per lift per 1ft

------
Charlevoix, Mich., 1914: Pounds Pounds Northport, Mich., 1916-00D. Pounds Pounds

~~::::::::::::::::::::::: 6,023 14 430 October____••••••••••••_••• 8,435 18 468
10,753 18 597 November. _•••_••••••••••• 29,532 20 1,476

July••• __ ••••._. _._••••••• 12,657 22 575 December................._ 14,190 13 1,091
August••••. """ ••_•••_._. 14,846 22 674 Michigan City, Ind., 1917:
September••___ •••_____ ._._ 13,293 23 577 March. __ ._.__•••••_••••__• 4,600 5 920
October.•••_••••_._ •__• _••_ 14,428 19 758

tf:~::.:: :::::::::::::::::: 14,200 11 1,290
November........, •.•. , .•. 5,496 11 499 18,000 13 1,380
December...... " ...... _••. 5,578 11 507 June. ____ •__.•. _••••••_•••_ 19,550 22 860

Northport, Mich., 1916: July•• '" •••••••.•••••••••• 40, 200 23 1,740

~t:::::::::::::~::::::::
5,520 10 552 August_ ._ ••• __ ........___ • 64,700 27 2,390

11,799 23 513 Soptember••••••••••••___•• 40,400 21 1,920
2,620 8 327 October__ •.•..~._._•__••_•• 59,200 17 3,480

SePtember••_____ ••_••••••• 9,842 20 492 November••••__•••___••__• 63,400 21 3,010
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TABLE 16.-Records of the occurrence of Leucichthys johannre in Lake Michigan
[For each record is given, If known, the date and locality, the kind of gear used to make it, the depth of the water and cbaracter

of the bottom where made, tbe weight of the lilt and the abundance of this species in it, and the total number of preserved
specimens examined]

Gill- Preserved
Depth, Weigbt Percent- specimens

Port from whicb Rec- net lD of lilt, age of examined
nets were set ord Date Location mesb, fath- Bottom in johan-

No. in oms pounds nooinches +200 -200

-------
Washington Har- 1 Aug. 19,1920 20 miles E. )-2 N. of Rock 2)-2,2%. 71-90 Clay, mud. 900 30 11

~-----

bor, Wis. Island.
.Sturgeon Bay, Wis. 2 Aug. 23,1920 12 miles E. by S. of ship 2%,2~. 60-70 Mud_. ____ 50 22 4 1

cbannel mouth.
Algoma, Wis___ ••• _ 3 Aug. 24,1920 10 miles E. by N. _________ 2)-2_____ 35--50 Gravel, 310 <'l 1 --_...-

mud.
Sheboygan, Wls. ___ 4 Oct. 1,1920 11 miles southeast. ______._ 2)-2_____ 60 Clay ______ 200 <'l 2 -.. _-_ ..
Port Washington, 5 Sept. 25. 1920 18 miles E.)-2 S __ • ________ 2)4 _____ 6.1-48 ...do....._. 285 (I) 3 ------

Wis. 6 May 26,1922 24 miles E. by N. _______ •• 3)-2 _____ 60-80 Mud___ ... -------- <'l 1 ------
Milwaukee, Wis... 7 Sept. 23,1920 27 miles ESE ___•__________ 2)4•• ___ 60 Red clay._ 250 <') 2 -.. _---
Michigan City, Ind. 8 Sept. 31,1920 22 miles NW. by N.)-2 N_ 2)-2. ____ 30-40 Clay __ •___ ---_ .. --- (ll 4 ------

9 Oct. II,1920 20 miles N. by W. ~ W ___ 2)-2__ • __ 30-40 Clay, mud. 535 <') ------ ------
Grand Haven, 10 Mar. 20,1919 12 miles west..________ • __ •

2~----- 50-55 Clay_____ • -------- <'l 9 1
Mich.

Ludington, Mlch __ 11 Aug. 30,1920 17 miles W. Y2 S. __________ 2~- ..-- 60-70 ...do_______ _.. ---_ .... <') II ------
12 _____do___.. ___ 12 miles W. )-2 S... __ .•____ 2~--.-- 45-50 __ .do_ .. _____ -------- <'l 5 ------Frankfort, Micb ___ 13 Oct. 4,1920 9 miles north of Point 2~---.- 60-70 Blue clay_ 1,400 7 1 ------

Betsie.
Nortbport, Mich___ 14 June 22,1920 5 miles northwest of Cat- 2~----- 40-60 Mud______ 200 <') 1 -.. _---

head Light.
1.1 July 31,1923 __' __do_________________ •• __

2~- __ -- 40-60 ___do_______ -------- <') 15 ------Charlevoix, Mich __ 16 June 29,1920 5 miles N. by E _____ • _____
2~----- 40-55 Clay,mud_ -------- <') 1 ------

17 Aug. 11,1923 3 miles NW. Y2 W_________ 2~--- .. 35-60 Red clay__ 375 (ll 1 ------
Manistique, Mlch.. 18 Aug. 12,1920 15 miles SE. by S. Y2 S____ 2~.---- 60-70 ------------ 200 <'l 1 ------Racine, Wis.•____.. -----------_.. -- .... -_ .. --_ .. -_ ...... -- --_ .. --_ .. -- .... .----------- 1 -.. ----
Sturgeon Day, Wis.' -- --- ............ -_ ........ --- ---------------------------- -. ------- -------- -----~------

__ ~ __ N __

~--~_.-- 3 -- ..-....
I Rare. I Lilt not examined or percentage not ascertained. 'Wisconsin Geological Survey collection, borrowed specimens.

TABLE 17.-Numerical expressions of certain systematic characters for the type of Leucichthys johannre
and for nine other specimens from Lake Michigan, selected according to size and locality

Field Len!(th,
DIW SDIH SD/O SA/HNo. Locality milli- Rakers Sex Scales LIH LIO LIDD LIAB L/DA L/AT LID L/W

meters

--- - -------------_. -- ----------
873531 Racine, Wls ______ 265 10+19 d' 82 4.2 5.8 9.1 8.4 2.7 8.0 3.6 7.7 2.1 2.2 3.0 3.2

1570 Grand Haven,
Mlch_______ • ___ 254 11+18 d' 81 4.1 5.6 8.4 8.2 2.7 7.6 3.6 7.2 2.0 2.0 2.8 3.0

1593 _____ do. ____________ 280 12+18 d' 88 4.3 59 10.1 10.3 2.8 7.3 4.2 7.7 1.8 2.1 2.9 3.3
2949 Manistique, Mich_ 265 11+17 d' 87 4.0 5.4 8.8 9.6 2.7 6.9 3.9 8.2 2.0 2.0 2.8 3. ()
3218 Wasbington Har-bor, WJs________ 268 11+19 d' 85 4.1 5.8 8.9 8.7 2.8 7.2 3.7 7.4 2.0 2.0 2.8 3.1
3202 Sturgeon Bay,Wis.___________ • 245 12+20 d' 91 4.2 5.6 9.8 9.7 2.7 7.0 4.3 8.4 1.9 2.1 2.8 3.2
3301 _____ do______ •_. __ • 231 12+20 9 84 4.1 5.5 8.8 8.8 2.7 8.1 4.0 7.7 1.9 2.0 2.7 3.1
3402 Ludington, Mich_ 262 10+20 9 83 4.2 5.9 9.7 8.7 2.7 7.1 3.9 8.7 2.2 2.1 2.9 3.2
3471 _____do ________ • ___ 288 11+17 9 87 4.0 5.4 9.3 8.4 3.0 9.2 3.8 7.7 2.0 2.0 2.7 3.1
3668 Port Washington,

Wis_____..___ ... 252 10+17 9 82 4.2 5.7 9.4 9.0 2.8 9.1 3.8 8.4 2.1 2.0 2.8 3.1

Field Locality SAIO HIE .H/M HIS H/J HIAd HIR OlE OIM OIS PVIP AVIV DR AR VR PR DC AC BrNo.

-- -- ------------------ - - - - ---- -
87353 1 Racine, Wis _____ • 4.5 4.5 2.5 3.4 2.0 3.4 6.7 3.3 1.8 2.6 2.0 1.5 10 12 11 17 1.6 0.87 ~

1570 Grand Haven,Mich .._________ 4.1 4.5 2.7 3.5 2.0 3.3 6.8 3.3 2.0 2.5 1.6 1.2 10 .14 12 17 1.4 .89 9
1593

_____do ____________ 4.5 4.8 2.8 3.8 2.1 3.4 6.0 3.4 2.0 2.7 1.7 1.4 10 11 11 15 1.4 1.0 8
2949 Manistique, Mich. 4.1 4.4 2.7 3.4 1.9 3.6 6.0 3.2 2.0 2.5 1.6 1.2 10 11 12 17 1.4 1.0 8
3218 Washington Har-

bor, Wis__ .. ____ 4.4 4.6 2.6 3.6 2.0 3.6 7.2 3.2 1.8 2.5 1.7 1.3 11 12 12 17 1.5 .94 8
3202 Sturgeon Bay,Wis___________ .. 4.3 4.4 2.7 3.5 2.0 3.0 6.4 3.3 2.0 2.6 1.8 1.3 9 11 11 17 1.6 1.0 9
3301

•____do__________ • __ 4.2 4.3 2.8 3.6 2.0 4.3 6.0 3.2 2.1 2.7 1.6 1.3 10 11 12 17 1.5 .98 8
3402 Ludington, Mich_ 4.5 4.6 2.6 3.5 2.0 3.3 7.8 3.3 1.9 2.5 1.8 1.5 10 16 12 20 1.5 .88 9
3471

..___do ____________ 4.3 4.8 2.7 3.7 2.0 4.1 6.4 3.5 2.0 2.7 1.7 1.5 11 13 11 15 1.5 .82 9
3668 Port Washington,Wis________ • ____ 4.3 4.6 2.7 3.5 2.0 3.7 6.0 3.3 2.0 2.5 1.8 1.4 10 14 11 16 1.5 .91 b

I Type; U. S. National Museum number.
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For each record is given, if known, the date and locality, the kind of gear used to make it, the depth of the water and character
of the bottom where made, the weight of the lift and the abundance of this species in it, and the total number of preserved
specimens examined] .

Preserved

Weight
specimens

Port from wbich Rec- Gill-net Depth, of .lift, Per-
examined

nets were set ord Date Locality mesh, in in Bottom
ID centageNo. inches fathoms pounds +200 -200

mm. mm.

-----------------
Lake Huron proper:

Cheboygan, 1 July 21,1917 5 miles north of Spectacle 2~ 35-50 Clay_. __
~._-----

(ll 10 1
Mich. Reef.

2 Sept. 29,1917 2 miles northellSt of Specta- 2~ 35-50 _._do••_._ 1,850 (Jl 1 ------
cIe Reef.

3 Oct. 1,1917 --- --_.- -----. -- .._---- -_ .. -_ .. _.. 2% -------- ---------- -------- -------- ._---- 1
Rogers, Mich•. 4 July 24,1917

-i2·mlies·E~·by·N~~·N::::::
2~ 60-70 Clay•... -------- (:~

18 ------
5 Oct. 14,1917 2~ 35-50 ._.do___.• 1,500

Alpena, Mich __ 6 Aug. 13,1917 38 miles east of can buoy _. __ 2~ 70-80 __ .do... __ 1,470 ~:l 12 1
7 Sept. 7,1917 26 miles SE. by E. M E. of 4Joi 16-20 ---------- -------- 1 ------

can buoy.
8 •• __ .do.____ ••• Center of lake, east of can 2~ 70-80 Clay..•• 3,250 50 5 1

buoy.
9 Sept. 8,1917 22 miles SE. by E. ~ E. of 1Joi 30 -- .. -*,----- -------- (.) ----- .. 1

can buoy.
10 Sept. 10, 1917 Center of lake, northeast of 2~ 60-70 Clay•• __ 1,300 80 ------ ------

can buoy.
11 Sept. 12, 1917 Center of lake, east of can 2% 65-80 •••do._••_ 2,610 60 2 2

buoy.
12 Sept. 14,1917 Center of lake, northeast of 2~ 65-80 __ .do._•.. 1,200 80 ------ 2

can buoy•
13 Sept. 17,1917 ... __do. __. ____ .._____••.. _.. _ 2~ 60-70 •..do__..• -------- 75 2 ----ii14 Sept. 18, 1917 17Joimiles N. by E. of Thun· 2~ 60 __ .do...._ 825 (I) 9

der Bay Island.
15 Sept. 19, 1917 Center of lake, northeast of 2% 65-80 •••do••.•• ---- ....... (1) 3 6

can buoy.
16 Sept. 20,1917 14 miles NE. by E. of Thun' 2~ 65 _••do•.••• --_ .. __ .... (ll 3 5

der Bay Island.
17 Sept. 21,1917 17 miles NE. by N. % N. of 2% 65-15 __ .do._._. ---- ........ (ll 3 10

Thunder Bay Island.
18 •_. __do___••••• Center of lake, east of can 2% 65-70 __ .do._••• -- .... _--- 42 14 8

buoy.
19 Sept. 24,1917 .•_••do••.•__ •• ___ .•••• _•. _••.

~
65-80 _._do_.___ -------- 30 ------ ------

20 Sept. 26, 1917 . __ •.do __ .... __ '"•...• ____ ._.
2~

65-80 •.•do.___• -------- 60 2 ------
21 Oct. 17,1917 __ •..do..__ .... __________ • __ ._ 65-80 _.•do.__•• .---.--- 50 1 ------
22 Oct. 20,1917 • __..do__._. _•. ___ •_... ____ ••• 2~ 05-80 •••do••___ --- .... --- 40 4 .. ---- ..
23 Aug. 30,1919 18 miles N. by E. Joi E. of 2% 60-64 ___do_.... -------- 53 ------ ------

TlllIoder Bay Islaod.
24 Sept. 3,1919 28 miles E. ~ S. of can buoy_ 2~ 60-64 _•.do..__• ----_ .... - 53 ----- .. -----5
25 Sept. 18,1919 14 miles N. by E. of Thun· 2U 65 _._do_____ -------- (I) . ------

der Day Island.
26 _._•.do___ •• ___

-iO-mliiis-N:E:~N:orTiitin:-
2~ '00:65-- ---------- --3;500'

(I) 14 20
27 Aug. 7,1920 2~ 90 .---- .. .... --_oo

der Bay Island.
28 June 28,1923 19 mUes northeast of Thun· 2~ 60-70 ---------- 2,100 20 ------ ------

der Bay Island.
29 June 30,1923. 17 miles NE. by N. ~ N. of 2~ 65-70 Clay.•__ 1,600 63 8 4

Thunder Day Island.
30 July 2,1923 20 miles E. byN. of can buoy. 2~ 00-70 ._.do__.•• 2,000 12 3. -_ .... _-
31 July 5,1923 18 miles NE. ~ E. of 2~ 80-100 _._do__ ••_ 6,000 8 10 1

'rhunder Bay Island.
1,400 47 10 132 July 7,1923 13 miles NE. Joi N. of Thun· 2~ 60 _•.do_. __.

der Bay Island.
Harbor Beach, 33 Oct. 27,1917 35 miles NE. by N. ~ N. of 2~ 50 ._.do__... 1,183. 50 1/i --- ..--

Mich. city.
Georgian Bay:

mUes of Surpri<e 60 Mud•• _. 1Lion's Head, 34 July 30,1919 21 east 3 400 50 12
OntarIo. Shoal.

35 Oct. 6,1919 Off White Bluff._ ••. ______ .. 3 70 __ .do.__.• 425 ('l 8 ------
Wiarton, On- 36 Nov. 6,1917 OJoi mUes northeast of Grit- 3 45-60 __ .do__••_ -------- (I 4 ..-----

tario. lith Island.
37 July 28,1919 Off Cape Croker. ____ . ______ 3 52 ___do.•_.• 500 50 6 _...... _-
38 June 10,1922 ___ ..do __•.... __ ' _.... _. _____ . 3 -------- _.---oo---- ---- .. --- (I) 8 --- .. --
39 June 20,1923 _•.••do. ____ . __ •.•... _____ •___ 3 --_ .. ---- ---------- --_ ..... --- (1) 24 ...... _-

Sorrowed specl.
mens:

Detour, MIch.'. ----- ..... _-- -- .. --...... _- ...................._..... -_ ....-.- ........ ---- .. -.------- ----- ..-- ----.._---- -_ ...... -_ .. .. -_oo .... _- 1 _oo .... --

-
1 Lift not examined or percentage not ascertained.
• Rare.

8 Field Museum collection.
, Few,
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TABLE 19.-Numerical expressions of certain systematic characters for so specimens of Leucichthy,
johannrefrom Lake Huron, 10 of them more than SOO millimeters long and 10 less than SOO milli
meters long, selected according to size

Size Field Locality Length Sex Rakers Scales L/H L/O L/DB L/AB L/DA L/AT LID L/W D/W SD/H SD/ONo.

----- -- ------------ ----------
Over 200 51 Cheboygan, 245 d' 11+19 80 3.8 5.4 10.2 9.6 2.7 8.0 4.0 8.0 2.0 1.9 2.6

mllll· Mich.
meters. 79 Rogers, 257 1m. 9 10+16 83 4.1 5.8 9.5 8.6 2.8 9.4 4.0 8.0 1.9 2.0 2.8

Mich.
86 •••••do•••••• 262 9 10+18 82 4.0 5.8 9.8 8.9 2.7 8.7 3.9 8.8 2.1 1.9 2.7
90 •••.•do•••••• 250 9 11+18 80 4.2 5.8 10.0 9.2 2.7 8.0 4.2 8.4 2.0 2.0 2.7

WI Alpena, 281 9 11+17 87 4.0 5.7 9.6 9.0 2.7 7.8 3.6 7.0 1.9 1.9 2.7
Mich.

150 •••••do" ••••• 260 9 11+18 85 4.1 5.9 9.9 9.0 2.8 8.1 4.2 8.5 2.0 2.0 2.9
201 ••••.do•••••• 254 d' 11+19 83 4.0 5.7 9.4 8.4 2.8 8.2 4.2 8.0 1.9 1.9 2.7
773 •••••do•••••• 256 9 12+19 82. .4.2 5.9 9.6 9.7 2.8 8.2 4.3 8.0 1.8 2.1 2.9
777 .••••do•••••• 282 9 11+18 88 4.1 6.8 10.1 8.6 2.7 7.7 3.7 8.5 2.3 2.0 2.8
805 .••••do•••••. 306 9 11+18 82 4.0 6.6 9.2 10. 0 2.7 7.8 4.0 8.2 2.1 1.9 2.7

Under 200 195 ••••.do """ 168 lm.d' 10+16 83 3.9 6.3 9.2 8.2 2.9 7.9 4.3 9.8 2.2 1.9 2.6
mUll· 376 ••••.do•••••• 198 lm.d' 12+18 87 3.8 6.6 10.1 8.6 2.8 8.1 4.2 9.0 2.1 1.9 2.7
meters. 478 •••••do•• "" 166 lm.d' 11+18 80 3.8 6.6 9.6 9.0 2.9 7.8 4.6 9.4 2.0 1.9 2.7

468 .•••.do•••••• 182 1m. 9 11+18 81 3.9 6.4 9.5 8.6 2.8 7.9 4.4 9.1 2.0 1.9 2.7
561 .••••do•••••• 187 1m. 9 11+16 85 3.8 5.5 9.9 8.9 2.6 8.1 4.5 8.1 1.8 1.8 2.6
553 •••••do•••• " 190 1m. 9 12+19 82 4.0 5.6 9.9 9.4 2.9 7.6 4.8 9.5 1.9 1.9 2.7
550 •••••do•••.•• 182 1m. 9 11+18 79 3.9 5.3 8.0 9.3 2.6 7.7 4.9 9.1 1.8 1.9 2.6
579 .•.•.do...•.• 170 d' 11+19 76 3.8 5.2 9.1 8.0 2.8 8.7 4.7 9.1 1.9 1.9 2.6
666 •••••do•••••. 199 lm.d' 11+16 81 4.0 5.5 9.3 8.0 2.7 8.1 4.2 9.5 2.2 2.0 2.7
673 •••••do•••••. 184 d' 12+18 73 4.0 5.5 9.5 8.9 2.8 8.1 4.2 8.0 1.8 2.0 2.7

-- -- -- - _... .-

Size Field SAIH SA/O HIE HIM HIS H/J HIAd HIR OlE OIM OIS PV/P AVIV DR AR VR PR DC AC BrNo.

------ ----------------------- - - ---- -
Over 200 51 2.9 4.1 4.5 2.7 3.5 2.0 3.4 6.6 3.2 1.9 2.5 1.6 1.3 8 13 II 18 1.6 1.0 8

millime- 79 3.1 4.4 4.6 2.6 3.5 2.0 3.4 6.7 3.2 1.8 2.5 1.8 1.4 10 13 11 17 1.6 .90 9
ters. 86 3.2 4.5 4.7 2.7 3.6 2.0 3.7 7.0 3.3 1.9 2.6 1.7 1.5 10 12 11 18 1.7 1.0 9

90 3.2 4.4 4.5 2.7 3.5 2.0 3.6 7.3 3.3 2.0 2.6 1.6 1.4 9 12 11 17 1.6 1.0 8
140 3.1 4.4 4.6 2.6 3.4 1.9 3.4 6.5 3.3 1.9 2.4 1.8 1.4 9 12 11 19 1.5 .92 9
150 3.1 4.5 4.5 2.6 3.5 2.0 3.4 6.0 3.1 1.8 2.4 1.6 1.4 10 12 11 18 1.5 .91 9
201 3.1 4.3 4.5 2.5 3.3 2.0 3.7 5.7 3.2 1.8 2.3 1.6 1.4 10 12 11 17 1.5 .90 9
773 3.2 4.4 4.6 2.6 3.4 2.0 3.5 6.8 3.3 1.9 2.5 1.8 1.4 10 11 12 17 1.6 1.0 9
777 3.1 4.5 4.6 2.6 3.3 1.9 3.3 5.7 3.2 1.8 2.3 1.8 1.4 9 11 11 17 1.6 .89 9
805 3.1 4.3 4.5 2.5 3.3 1.9 3.5 6.8 3.2 1.8 2.4 1.8 1.5 10 11 11 17 1.5 1.0 8

Under 200 195 2.9 4.0 4.0 2.6 3.4 1.9 3.6 6.0 2.9 1.9 2.5 1.5 1.3 10 12 11 17 1.6 .89 8
mlIIlme- 376 3.0 4.3 4.2 2.7 3.6 2.1 3.9 7.3 2.9 1.8 2.5 1.7 1.4 10 13 11 18 1.7 .98 9
ters. 478 2.9 4.1 4.1 2.5 3.4 1.9 3.8 6.8 2.9 1.8 2.4 1.5 1.3 10 11 11 17 1.7 1.0 9

458 2.9 4.1 4.2 2.6 3.4 1.9 4.1 6.9 3.0 1.9 2.4 1.6 1.3 10 12 11 17 1.6 .92 9
551 2.9 4.1 4.3 2.7 3.4 1.9 3.6 6.6 3.0 1.9 2.4 1.6 1.2 10 12 11 16 1.8 .93 8
553 3.0 4.2 4.1 2.5 3.5 1.9 3.7 5.9 2.9 1.7 2.4 1.5 1.4 10 11 12 19 1.5 .93 8
550 3.0 4.0 4.1 2.8 3.5 1.9 4.1 6.0 3.0 2.0 2.6 1.4 1.2 10 11 11 18 1.8 .94 9
579 2.8 3.9 4.0 2.5 3.3 1.9 4.1 6.2 2.9 1.8 2.4 1.6 1.3 11 14 11 17 1.5 .89 8
666 2.9 4.0 4.2 2.7 3.3 1.9 3.2 5.9 3.1 2.0 2.4 1.6 1.2 10 13 12 17 1.4 .80 9
673 2.9 4.1 4.1 2.4 3.5 2.0 3.7 6.3 3.0 1.7 2.5 1.6 1.2 10 12 11 17 .....-- 1.0 9
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TABLE 20.-Records of the occurrence of Leucichthys alpenre in Lake Michigan

[For each record is given, if known, the date and locallt)' the kind of gear used to make It, the depth of the water and character
of the bottom where made, the weight of the 11ft and the abundance of this species In It, and the total number of preserved specl·
mens examined]

Preserved
Gm· Depth, Weight Per· specimens

Rec· net cent· examined
Port from which nets ord Date Location mesh, in Bottom of lift, agewere set fath· InNo. In oms pounds of

Inches alpenro +200 -200
mm. mm.

-------
Washington Harbor, 1 Aug. 18, 1920 4 miles west of Boyer 2% 18-24 - .......... -- ............ ....... __ ....... (I) 2 .. _..__ ..

Wis. Bluff.
2 Aug. 19,1920 20 miles E. ~ N. of 2~,2% 71-00 Clay, mud•• 900 (1) 2 ....._---

Rock Island.
Sturgeon Bay, Wis••• 3 Aug. 23, 1920 12 miles E. by S. of 2%,2~ 6G-70 Mud._•••••• 60 (1) ... ----- ..... --- ..

channel mouth.
Algoma, Wls___••••••• 4 Aug. 24,1920 10 miles E. by N _._•• 2~ 35-50 Gravel, mud_ 310

~:~
1 .......... -

ShebOygan{ Wls_•••••• 5 Oct. 1,1920 11 miles southcast_•••• 2~ 60 Clay._•••••_ 200 2 .....----
Port Wash ngton,Wis. 6 Sept. 25,1920 18 miles E. ~ S••••••_ 2~ 65-48 •••••do•••••• .285 g) 1 ""'i7 ••• __do. __ •••• 5 miles E. ~S.__ ." •• 1~ 30 - ..--_ ..-- .............. -_.... -_ ..... ---......

D. H. Smith I •.••. 8 1892-1894 Sheboygan eef, about -_ ............. ---........... __ ........ --..-.. _.. ~ -_ ......- ............
halfway between
Port Washington

Milwaukee, Wis.._•••
and Muskegon.

2~ Red clay__., 11
)

9 Sept. 23, 1920 27 miles ESE __ •••••_. 60 260 1 .... __ ....
10 Nov. 15,1920 20 miles ESE_._ •• __ •• 2~ 28-35

'ciay======::
700 1) 4 ......... --

Michigan City, Ind•• 11 Sept. 3,1920 22 miles NW. by N. 2~ 30-40 ......_---- 10 9 .... __ ....

Oct.
~N.

Clay, mud•• 2012 11,1920 20 miles N. by W. ~ 2~ 30-40 535 3 ....--_ ..
W.

13 Nov. 8,1920 18 miles NNW_••••••• 2~ 30-38 Clay••••••_. 1,000 33 4 ...... - ....
14 Nov. 19,1920 17 miles NNW._._.~ •• 2~ 28-32. •••_.do••••,. 700 30 5 _...----
15 _••••do•• _•••• 17~ miles NW. by N. 2~ 32 ••• __do•••••• -- ............ 15 2 ..............

••••_do ____ ._. ~N.
2~ t16 10 miles NNW•••••••• 18

'ciay===:::=: 'Tooo' .. -- ...... ............
17 Mar. 2,1921 21 miles NNW_••••••• 2~ 30 :l ------ - ......--
18 Mar. 4,1921 15 miles NW. by N. 2~ 28 -_ .... _----_ ........ ......... - ........ ---- .. - .. .....--

Grand Haven Mich._ Mar. 20,1919
~N.

2~ Clay._••_••• (J) 719 12 miles west••••••_••• 6G-55 "i;400'
_..__ ....

Frankfort, Mich. __ ••• 20 Oct. 4,1920 9 miles north of Point 2~ 6G-70 Blue clay._. 22 5 _........
Bctsle.

Platte Bay, Mich. 21 J'uly 21,1923 1~ miles south of Ot· 1~ 8-12 Sand•••••••• ........... -. (l) ---...... 1
(field station). tcr Creck.

22 J'uly 23,1923 _••••do. ___•__ •••__•••• 1~ 15-25 ••••_do••••_. ......- .....- (4) -_ ..... _- 1
South Manitou Island, 23 J'uly 30,1923 Off the Iighthouse••••_ (l) 5 .....- ...._-- ......_.... ............... .. - .._- ....... 3 _..........

Mich.
Northport, Mlch._••• 24 J'une 22, 1920 5 miles northwest of 2~ 40-60 Mud_••••••• 200 98 8 ...........

Cathead Light.
l~ (I) 925 J'une 23,1920 Off Northport Point•• 28-40 •••••do•• _••• .-...-_.- 1

26 J'uly 31,1923 5 mUes northwest of 2~ 40-60 ..............- ........ - .. - 400 45 156 ......_--
Cathead Light.

Hans Anderson_••
} 27

.
Peter Anderson••_ Nov., 1923 Grand Traverse Bay•• 2~ 10-25 Mud, stone_ --....---.. .... -_ .....- .. -_ ......- ........ --
Walter Wllson_._.

Traverse City, Mich•• 28 July 18,1923 West Bay__ •••• __••••• 1~ 30-40 Clay•••••••• ---_ .. _.-
~:~ :::::r'--i29 J'uly 25,1923 Off Lees Polnt•• __ •••• 1~ 6-16

'Mud;"ciaY"::Will HopkIDB•••_. 80 Nov., 1923 Grand Traverse Bay__ 2U 10-25 --- ..-- .... _---
Beaver ISland{ Mich., 31 •••••do._ ••••• Sandy Bay_••••••••••• 2~ 10-25 Mud, stone. ..........- ............

James Mart n.
Charlevoix, Mich••_•• 32 J'une 29,1920 5 miles N. by E •••••••

~~
40-55 Clay, mud._ ..............- 98 8 ............

33 J'une 15, 1923 Off IIe Aux Galets__•• 25-47 'Cia;:::::::: •..·477· •••..00· 2 ............
34 Aug. 10, 1923 8 miles NNW. of Big 2ft 45-60 1 - .....--

Rock Point.
375 61135 Aug. 11,192.~ 3 miles NW. ~ W. __• 2~ 35-60 Red clay••_. 3 _......- ..

36 Aug. 21, 1923
{ar.md·a;;dLitti~·Tra:·

2~ ......_........ __ .. _..... 100 91 52 .. -_ .......
John Nordrum_•••

} 37 Nov., 1923 } 2~ 10-25 Mud, stone.Chas. Hendrick· vcrse Bays. - ... __ .......... ---_ .. _- .. -_ ........ --_ .. - ..
SOD, sr.

13 miles BE. ~ E •••••Manistique, Mich•••• 38 Aug. 11,1920 4~ 20 Sand, mud__ --_ .......... (I) 1 .. _........
39 Aug. 12,11120 15 miles SE. by S. ~ S. 2U 60-70 .. _.. _................... - 200 60 5 ........ -..

J Rare.
, LJrt not examined or percentage not ascertained.
I Where fishermen's names or other sources appear opposite the record number the data entered In the table were ohtalned from

these sources.
l Only specimens taken In 11ft.
I Pound•
• Occasional.
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TABLE 21.-Numerical expressions of certain systematic characters for the type of Leucichthys alpenre
and for nine cotypes from Lake Michigan over 200 millimeters long and for nine under 200 milli
meters long, selected according to size

. ."

.<:l~

Field
... ..,

Size No. Locality "s ~ ." ll< ll< -< Eo< ~ 0
~§

OJ ] .~ ~~ ... § § § ~
A -< A A A

~El p:: OJ ;:s ;:s ;:s ;:s A00 00 00 00--_. ----- - -------------- --------
Over 200 187352 Charlevoix, Mich_ _ 269 14+25 " 75 4.4 5.9 9.1 9.9 2.7 8.1 4.2 7.6 1.8 2.2 2.9

millime- 1587 Grand Haven, Mich 275 14+24 " 80 4.3 6.0 9.6 10.1 2.8 8.0 3.9 7.2 1.8 2.1 2.9
ters. 2864 Charlevoix, Mich. _ 284 15+25 " 81 4.2 5.7 9.4 9.4 2.7 9.1 3.9 7.2 1.8 2.1 2.8

2879 _____ do________ •___ _ 285 16+28 " 74 4.1 5.5 8.9 8.9 2.7 10.0 4.0 7.9 1.9 2.0 2.8
2938 Manistique, Mich _ 275 14+25 " 83 4.2 5.9 8.9 8.8 2.9 8.8 4.3 8.3 1.9 2.1 2.9
2940 _____do. ___________ _ 301 15+28 " 76 4.4 6.1 9.4 10.0 2.7 8.8 4.1 7.5 1.8 2.2 3.0
2941 __ •__do ____________ _ 317 13+25 " 76 4.2 5.7 9.1 9.9 2.8 7.9 3.8 7.8 2.0 2.1 2.9
2951 ____ .do_____ . __ . ___ .276 16+26 0" 80 4.2 5.8 8.4 10.6 2.6 7.4 3.5 7.8 2.2 2.1 2.8
4378 Michigan City, Ind 245 12+22 " 83 4.5 5.9 8.7 9.8 2.6 8.1 3.9 7.4 1.8 2.2 2.9
4395 _____do __________ ... _ 291 14+22 " 75 4.4 5.7 10.3 11.4 2.9 7.9 4.2 8.0 1.9 2.1 2.8

Under 200 1779 Northport, Mich._ _ 178 16+27 1m. " 76 4.2 5.8 11.4 10.4 2.9 8.0 5.1 9.3 1.8 2.0 2.7
millime- 1785 _____do. _. _•_______ _ 165 14+24 1m. " 84 4.1 5.3 10.3 9.8 2.9 8.0 4.8 8.6 1.7 1.9 2.5
ters. 1793 _____do_. __ •________ 178 15+24 1m. " 84 4.3 5.9 9.4 9.4 2.7 8.4 4.5 9.3 2.0 2..0 2.8

1813 ____ .do___ . _. ______ .174 15+26 1m. " 79 4.0 5.6 10.4 10.4 3.1 7.5 4.5 10.2 2.2 1.9 2.6
2707 _____do____________ _ 182 14+24 1m. 0" 81 4.1 5.5 9.6 10.7 2.8 7.2 4.9 9.5 1.9 2.0 2.6
2717 _____ do _____________

170 14+24 1m... 80 4.0 5.6 10.3 9.8 2.9 8.9 5.1 9.7 1.8 1.9 2.7
2749 _____do______ •___ •• .173 16+28 1m. 0" 86 4.2 5.5 10.8 9.7 2.9 7.2 5.0 10.1 2.0 1.9 2.6
2769 ___ ••do. ___ •__••• ___ 160 15+24 1m. 0" 79 4.1 5.5 10.6 10.5 3.0 8.3 4.8 9.4 1.9 2.0 2.7
2780 ___ ••do. ________•__ _ 193 15+27 1m. 0" 83 4.2 5.8 9.6 10.2 2.8 8.3 4.8 9.6 2.0 2.1 2.8

Size Field SA/H SA/O H/E H/M H/S H/J H/Ad H/R O/E O/M 0/8 PV/pIAV/V DR AR VR PR DC AC BrNo.

-------------------------- - - - - - -- -
Over 200 '87352 3.5 4.7 4.6 2.7 3.7 1.9 3.3 5.9 3.4 2.0 2.6 2.2 1.8 10 11 11 16 1.3 0.91 8

millime· 1587 3.3 4.6 4.5 2.5 3.7 1.9 3.1 6.8 3.2 1.8 2.6 2.2 1.6 11 11 10 15 1.5 .98 9
ters. 2864 3.2 4.3 4.5 2.5 3.5 2.0 3.9 6.5 3.3 1.8 2.6 2.1 1.5 10 12 11 16 1.3 .88 9

2879 3.2 4.4 4.5 2.6 3.6 2.0 4.0 5.8 3.3 1.9 2.7 2.2 1.6 11 12 12 17 1.4 .88 9
2938 3.3 4.6 4.5 2.6 3.6 1.9 3.5 5.5 3.2 1.9 2.6 1.9 1.6 11 13 11 17 1.4 1.0 9
2940 3.4 4.7 4.5 2.6 3.1 2.0 3.8 5.6 3.2 1.8 2.2 2.1 1.8 10 11 11 16 1.4 .96 8
2941 3.3 4.4 4.9 2.6 3.0 2.0 3.5 5.7 3.6 1.9 2.2 2.0 1.8 11 12 11 17 1.3 .94 10
2951 3.2 4.3 4.6 2.5 3.5 1.8 3.7 6.3 3.3 1.8 2.6 2.0 1.5 10 11 11 16 1.3 1.0 9
4378 3.4 4.5 4.2 2.5 3.8 1.8 3.4 6.4 3.2 1.9 2.9 2.0 1.5 11 11 11 16 1.4 1.1 9
4395 3.4 4.4 4.7 2.5 3.3 1.9 3.1 7.3 3.6 2.0 2.5 2.2 1.7 10 9 11 15 1.4 1.1 9

Under 200 1779 3.1 4.3 4.2 2.6 3.5 1.9 3.7 6.0 3.0 1.9 2.5 2.1 1.6 9 11 11 15 1.6 .94 9
milllme- J785 3.2 4.1 4.2 2.6 3.5 2.0 3.7 6.4 3.2 2.0 2.7 2.1 1.7 10 11 11 16 1.5 -~ .. --- 9
ters. 1793 3.3 4.5 4.1 2.6 3.4 1.9 3.4 6.0 3.0 1.9 2.5 2.1 1.5 11 12 11 16 1.5 .92 9

1813 3.0 4.2 4.3 2.7 3.8 2.0 3.8 6.2 3.1 2.0 2.8 2.2 1.7 11 12 11 16 1.5 1.0 9
2707 3.0 4.1 4.3 2.7 3.3 1.9 3.6 6.7 3.2 2.0 2.5 1.9 1.5 10 10 11 15 1.5 1.0 9
2717 3.0 4.1 4.3 2.6 3.7 1.8 3.8 6.1 3.1 1.8 2.6 1.9 1.4 9 11 11 16 1.6 .98 9
2749 3.1 4.1 4.0 2.5 3.6 1.9 3.6 6.6 3.0 1.9 2.7 1.9 1.6 10 12 11 17 1.6 .91 9
2769 3.1 4.2 4.2 2.6 3.8 1.8 3.6 6.2 3.1 1.9 2.8 1.9 1.4 9 11 11 15 1.7 1.0 9
2780 3.2 4.3 4.1 2.7 3.6 1.9 3.7 5.7 3.0 2.0 2.7 1.9 1.6 10 12 12 17 1.5 1.0 9. -

1 Type, U. 8. National Museum number.
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TABLE 22.-Records of the occurrence of Leucichthys alpena! in Lake Huron
1For:each record Is given, if known, the date and locality} the kind of gear used to make It, the depth of the water and character

of the bottom where made, the weight of the lift ana the abundance of this species In It, and the total number of preserved
specimens examined]

.,

Preserved

Rec· GilI·net Weight specimens
'Port from which nets mesh, Depth, of JIlt, Per· examined

ord Date Location In Bottom cent·were set No In fathoms In ageInches pounds
+200 -200
mm. mm.

~
------

Lake Huron proper:
Cheboygan, I July 21, 191L ___ 5 miles north of Specta· 2%: 35-50 Clay. __ ._.

---~~--~ -~---- 6 6
Mich. cle Recf.

2 Sept. 29, 1917__ •• 2 miles northeast of 2%: 35-50 . ___do .•. _. 1,850 (1) __ ft ___ 3
Spectacle Reef.

1)cl3 Oct. 15, 1919___•. ........ - -_ .... _.. - .. - ----_ .. --_ .. _- 35 'Ciay:::::: -------- (I) "--ii' 42
Rogers,'Mlch._._ 4 July 24, 191L ••_ .. - .... -- - ...... -- .... _................ -- '" 2%: 60-70 (3) -- .. - --

Emil Schme- 5 Sept. 17-30,1917_ .i2'iiiliiis 'E~ -by'N:'~-N:: 4J1j 12-15 Rock.____ • - .. ------ (I) ------ -- ----
kel. 6 Oct. 14, 1917_____ 2%: 35-50 Clay._____ 1,500 (1) 1 4

Alpena, Mlch•. __ 7 Aug. 13, 1917.___ 38 miles east of can buoy_ 2%: 70-80 __.do_______ 1,470
--(1)--

12 7
8 Sept. 7, 1917.____ Center of lake, east of 2%: 70-80 _..do_____ ._ 3,250 ---- .. - -- .. _--

can buoy.
9 . ____do__•____ •___ 20 miles SE. by E.)4; E. 4J1j 10-20 .. _.. - .. _-- .. --- .. _---_ .. - (') ------ 2

of can buoy.
10 Sept. 8, 1917___ •• 22 miles SE. by E. )cl E. 1)cl 30 -_ .. - .. ------- .. ------- (1) ..----- 1

of can buoy.
11 Sept. 10, 1917•••• 8 miles E. by N. of can 4)cl 20 -_ .. - .. _--_ .. -- ---- ....-- (') 1 .. _.. ---

buoy.
2%:1 Clay __ .• __ 1,30012 _____do________ '" Center of lake, north· 60-70 (1) -_ .. _.. - -- .. ---

east of can bnoy.
13 Sept. 12, 1917._._ Center of lake, east of 2%: 05-80 ._.do._••_•. 2,610 (1) .. ----- - _.. ---

con buoy.
14 Sept. 14,1917___ . 24 miles SE. by E.)cl E. 431 24 --------_ .. -- ----- .. -- (') 1 5

of can buoy.
15 _. __.do____ •______ Center of lake, north- 2%: 65-80 Cloy ______ 1.200 (I) 1 5

east of can buoy. •..do______ .10 Sept. 17, 1917____ .• __.do.... _..__ • __ •_•• __ •
2~ 60-70 .. --_ .. _-- (1) 1 -_ .. ---

17 Sept. 18, 191L_. 1731 miles N. by E. of 2. 60 ___do.•_____ 825 (3) 4 12
Thunder Bay Island.

18 Sept. 19, 191L.. 23 miles SE. by E. 31 E. 2%: 30 Rock.___ •• -------- (1) 1 .. ---_.
of can buoy.

Clay ___ ._.19 . ____do_.___ ._. ___ Center of lake, north. 2%, 65-80 ... - .... - (3) _.- .... 1
east of can buoy.

20 Sept. 20, 1917__ ._ 14 miles NE. by E. of 2%: 65 ___do..._____ ........ _- (3) -_ .... - 4
Thunder Bay Island.

21 Sept. 21, 1917.__ • Center of lake, east of 2%: 65-70 ___do__... __ .... - ...... (1) 3 6
can buoy.

22 _____do__________ . 17 miles NE. by N. %: N. 2%: 65-75 ___do_____ .. .. _.. --._. (3) . ...... - 1
of Thunder Bay
Island.

23 Sept. 22, 1917.._. 15 miles SE. by S. 31 S. 431 17 _............ _.. ._ ...... - (') .. .. - ... - 1
of Can bnoy.

24 Sept. 24, 1917___ • Center of lake, east of 2%: 65-80 Clay••__ ._ ._ ... _... (1) .. ...... - -_ .....
can buoy.

2%: .._do___ . ___ (1)25 Sept. 26, 1917____ _" ._do_.. ______ •_._ . __ .. _ 65-80 ........ _. . .. __ .- - ... _....
26 •• __.do______ •____ 13 miles SE. by S. of cnn 2~ 17 ---_ .._----- _.- ...... _- (1) 1 ---_ ...

buoy. Clay __ •• __ (1)27 Oct. 17, 1917••__ • Cen ter of lake, east of 2~ 65-80 _._ .. _-_ .. 4 _..... _..
can buoy.

2%: _..do_.... __ (1)28 Oct. 20, 191L••_ _' __ .do__•___ •_•• __ ._ •• ___ 65-80 _._ ...... - --_ .. - -._---
29 Aug. 30, 1919___ . 18 miles N. by E. )cl E. 2~ 60-64 ___do__••.•. .............. 20 . ....... - -_... _.

of Thunder Bay
Island.

2030 Sept. 3, 1919_.__ . 28 miles E. )4; S. of can 2%: 66-64 ___do___..._ _......... - --- .. - - _......
buoy.

of 4)cl 20-30 (I) 131 Sept. 16, 1919___ . 40 miles ESE. can _.- .... -.-_ .. - . __ ..... - .... ..........
buoy.

E. 2~ 65 Clay._••• _ (3)32 Sept. 18, 1919___ . 14 miles N. by of .... - .... - .... _...._.. - 1
Thunder Bay Island.

33 Aug. 7, 1920 __ ... 19 miles NE. )cl N. of 2~ 60-65 _.... _............. - 3,500 (') ........... ...... _....
Tbnnder Bay Island.

34 June 28,1923 •••• 19 miles northeast of 2~ 60-70 ................... 2,100 ,(I) .... _-- _.........
Thunder Bay Island.

35 June 30, 1923.... 17 miles NE. byN. %,N. 2~ 65-70 Clay._.... 1,600 7 _.._.. 13
of Thunder Bay
Island.

36 July 2, 1923_. _•. 20 miles E. by N. of can 2~ 60-70 ___do.__ ... 2,000 3 5 ............
bUo~.

37 July 5,1923_._ •• 18 ml es NE. %: E. of 2%: 80-100
•__do____ • __ 6,000 (I) .... __ . 4

Thunder Bay Island.
38 Jnly 7,1923 __ • __ 13 miles NE. 31 N. of 2%: 60 __.do_._____ 1,400 22 2 11

Thunder Bay Island.
(') 839 July 10, 1923____ • 3 miles E. %S. of North 431 14-20 Roc k, .. - ......... ... _- ....

Point. mud.

1 Rare.
I Occasional. .
I Lilt not examined or percentage not ascertained.

, See note, Table 20.
I Only specimens taken In Jilt.
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TABLE 22.-Records of the occurrence of Leucichthys alpenre in Lake Huron-Continued

+200 -200
mm. mm.

Preserved
specimens
examined

Port from which nets ~~d
were set No. Date Location

Gill-net Depth
m~sh, in J

In~~es fathoms
Bottom

Weight
of lift, Per-

in cent- 1--,---
pounds age

-------1--1------1---------1------1-----1--- ------

10-25 • _

60 Mud.•____ 400 48 16 12

70 ___do_______ 425 (I) 4 Z
4/Hl0

___do_______ -------- (') 13 1

52 __.do..______ 500 50 21 4
-------- ------------ -------- ------ ------ I'>

--io::.25- -Mud;rocit:= ----755- --ioo- ---iii- -----Z
10-25 do.______ 380 100 6 2

______ • • __ . . ._ 49 _

40 Aprll-Novem- _. M ____ H •• ____________ __ A 4% 20-30 ____ PM_pM_H. -------- (') ------ ----.-
ber, 1923.

Saginaw Bay at Tobico_ (')41 Oct. 29, 1921.____ (6) 3 ------------ -------- 1 -----3:42 Nov. 25, 1925____ Sagi~aw Bay at Nayan- (6) 3 ------------ -------- (I)
qumg.

43 Oct. 27, 1917_____ 35 miles NE. by N. ~N. 2~ 50 Clay ______ 1,183 48 6 7
of city.

44 Mar. 15, 1919____ --------------- - -- - --. ---- 1% 31 ___do_____ ._
.------- 21 4&

45 M ay-August, Off the islands __________ 4% 20-30 Rock and -------- ------ ----.- ----.-
1919. gravel.

46 August, 1919____ Off Gore Bay Light_____ 4% 20-25 -----------. -------- ------ .----- ------
47 J anuary-Febru- North Channe!. ________ 4% 20-25 ------------ -------- ------ --.--- ------

ary, 1919.

48 July 30, 1919. 21 miles east of Surprise 3
Shoal.

49 Oct. 6, 191L Off White Bluff_________ 3
50 Nov. 6, 1927 6% miles northeast of 3

Griffith Island.
51 July 28,1919. Off Cape Croker________ 3
52 July 30, 1919_. . .___________ 3
53 Nov. 19, 1919 Colpoys Bay____________ 3
M Nov. 28, 1919 • do___________________ 3
55 Dec. 3, 1919 ._do_. 1)1--3
56 June 10, 1922 Off Cape Croker 3
57 June 26,1023 do__.________________ 3 • _
58 November and In sound and along _

early Decem· shore.
ber, 1923.

Stanley Boyd _

Owen Sound to
Meaford, D.
McInnis.

Lake Huron proper-
Continued.

Tug records _

Bay City, Mich__

DUck Islands,
Ontario, A.
Purvis.

North Channel:
John Merrylees __
D. Beneteau _

Georgian Bay:
Lions Head, On·

tario.

W
. .1
larton, OntarIO

Harbor Beach,
Mich.

I Rare. • Lilt not exaIDlncd or percentage not ascertained. • Pound net.

TABLE 23.-Numerical expressions of certain systematic characters for 20 specimens of Leucichthys
alpenre from Lake Huron, 10 of them more than 200 millimeters long and 10 less than 200 milli
meters long, selected according to size

Field Locality
Length,

Rakers SD/OSize No. mllli- Sex Scales L/H L/O L/DB L/AB L/DA L/AT LID L/W DW SD/H
meters

-----------------------------
Over 200 844 Cheboygan, 315 ljl 14+25 82 4.2 6.1 10.0 10.7 2.8 7.8 4.0 8.5 2.1 2.2 3.1

mUll- Mich.
meters. 62 _____do_________ 260 ljl 14+24 79 4.1 5.7 8.8 9.1 2.8 8.2 4.1 8.9 2.1 2.0 2.8

141 Alpena, Mlch_ 305 ljl 13+24 78 4.1 6.1 10.0 10.1 2.8 8.2 4.0 8.0 2.0 2.2 3.0
143 _____do________ • 296 ljl 14+24 74 3.9 5.5 10.0 9.8 2.8 7.8 4.3 9.2 2.1 2.0 2.8
142 ___ ._do_________ 337 a' 14+25 81 4.1 5.7 8.3 9.3 2.8 8.4 4.0 8.4 2.1 2.0 2. "
147

_____do_________
310 ljl 13+23 75 4.1 5.9 10.0 10.2 2.8 8.8 3.7 7.4 2.0 2.1 3.0

144 _____do_________ 274 ljl 13+24 82 4.2 6.1 0.2 10.4 2.7 8.6 4.2 7.7 1.8 2.0 2.0
137 _____do.______ ._ 299 a' 15+23 80 4.2 6.0 10.0 9.2 2.7 8.2 3.8 7.6 1.9 2.0 2.9
146

_____do_________
289 9 15+25 80 4.1 5.6 9.0 10.5 2.7 8.4 3.7 7.8 2.0 2.0 2.8

136 ____ .do____ . ____ 342 ljl 13+24 78 4.2 6.0 10.3 11.0 2.9 8.1 3.9 7.6 1.9 2.1 3.0
Under~OO 42B Harbor Beach, 169 Im.ljl 13+23 77 4.1 5.6 9.3 8.8 2.8 8.0 4.3 8.2 1.0 2.0 2.7

mllll- Mich.
meters. 40B _. ___do_____• ___ 178 ljl 13+22 79 4.2 5.7 10.0 9.6 2.8 8.0 4.5 7.0 1.7 2.0 2.7

57B _____do_________ 173 ljl 13+23 84 4.1 5.7 10.2 10.0 2.8 7.8 4.4 8.4 1.8 2.0 2.8
50B" • ____do_________

189 Im.ljl 13+23 83 4.1 5.8 10.0 10.9 3.0 7.8 4.2 8.2 1.9 2.0 2.8
OOB _____do.________ 161 lID. a' 12+21 79 4.1 5.3 8.8 10.0 2.8 8.0 4.1 7.6 1.8 2.0 2.6
6lB

_____do_________
157 lID. a' 12+21 77 3.9 5.2 11. 2 9.2 2.9 7.9 4.1 8.3 2.0 1.9 2.6

72B . ____do_________ 161 1m. a' 11+20 72 4.0 5.4 9.0 9.2 2.8 8.0 4.6 8.2 1.7 1.9 2.6
73B

_____do_________
165 1m. a' 13+23 76 3.9 5.3 9.7 0.1 2.0 7.1 4.3 9.0 2.0 1.9 2.6

74B _____ do_________ 156 1m. a' 12+21 76 4.2 5.6 10.0 9.6 2.9 8.2 4.3 8.8 2.0 2.0 2.8
75B

_____do_________
1M Im.ljl 12+20 76 3.9 5.2 9.1 9.7 2.9 8.5 4.2 7.6 1.8 1.0 2.5

-
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TABLE 23.-Numerical expressions of certain systematic characters for 20 specimens of Leucichthys
alpenre from Lake Huron, 10 of them more than 200 millimeters long and 10 less than 200 milli
meters long, selected according to size-Continued

Size Field SA/H SAIO HIE HIM HIS HIJ HIAd HIR OlE OIM OIS PVIP AVIV DR Alt VR PR DC AC DrNo.

-------------------------- - - - - ---- -
Over 200 844 3.2 4.7 4.7 2.6 3.8 1.9 4.2 5.7 3.2 1.8 2.6 2.1 1.7 11 11 11 15 1.3 0.91 9
mlili. 62 3.2 4.5 4.8 2.6 3.4 2.0 3.6 6.2 3.4 1.8 2.5 1.9 1.7 11 12 11 16 1.3 .87 8
meters. 141 3.4 4.8 4.6 2.7 3.6 1.9 3.7 5.6 3.3 1.9 2.6 2.1 1.8 10 11 11 16 1.4 .98 8

143 3.1 4.3 4.5 2.4 3.5 1.9 4.7 7.1 3.2 1.7 2.5 1.8 1.6 10 12 11 16 1.6 .98 9
142 3.2 4.5 4.7 2.6 3.4 1.8 3.2 5.7 3.4 1.8 2.4 1.9 1.6 11 11 11 16 1.2 .94 9
147 3.3 4.7 4.8 2.5 3.5 1.8 3.5 7.2 3.4 1.7 2.4 2:2 1.6 10 10 11 16 1.4 1.0 10
144 3.2 4.7 4.6 2.5 3.4 1.9 3.7 5.8 3.2 1.7 2.4 2.0 1.7 10 12 11 16 1.3 .99 9
137 3.3 4.7 4.6 2.5 3.5 2.0 3.5 6.6 3.3 1.7 2.5 2.0 1.5 10 11 11 16 1.6 .98 8
146 3.2 4.4 4.8 2.6 3.4 2.1 3.7 6.3 3.5 1.9 2.4 2.0 1.6 10 11 11 16 1.2 .92 9
136 3.3 4.7 4.8 2.5 3.4 1.9 3.5 6.2 3.3 1.6 2.4 2.2 1.8 10 10 11 15 1.3 1.0 10

Under 200 42B 3.1 4.1 4.0 2.5 3.6 1.9 3.4 6..6 2.9 1.8 2.6 2.0 1.4 11 13 11 16 1.5 .90 9
mllll· 49B 3.2 4.3 3.8 2.5 3.7 1.8 3.8 6.3 2.9 1.8 2.8 2.2 1.6 10 11 11 16 1.5 .87 9
meters. 57B 3.1 4.3 3.8 2.4 3.7 1.8 3.4 5.9 2.7 1.7 2.6 2.1 1.3 10 11 11 16 1.6 1.0 9

59B 3.1 4.4 3.8 2.3 3.6 1.8 3.7 6.3 2.7 1.6 2.6 2.1 1.4 9 9 11 15 1.5 1.0 9
60B 3.1 4.1 3.9 2.4 3.5 1.7 3.8 6.7 3.0 1.9 2.6 2.0 1.4 11 12 10 16 1.4 1.0 8
6IB 2.9 4.0 3.8 2.5 3.4 1.8 3.8 7.3 2.8 1.8 2.6 1.8 1.4 10 12 12 16 1.8 1.0 9
72B 3.0 4.0 3.9 2.4 3.6 1.9 3.5 8.0 2.9 1.8 2.7 2.0 1.5 11 12 10 16 1.4 .90 10
73B 3.0 4.0 3.9 2.4 3.9 1.8 3.7 6.9 2.9 1.8 2.9 2.0 1.4 10 11 11 17 1.6 1.0 9
74D 3.1 4.2 3.7 2.5 4.0 1.8 3.1 6.1 2.7 1.8 2.9 2.0 1.4 11 12 11 15 1.5 .88 9
75B 3.1 4.1 4.0 2.3 3.6 1.8 3.5 6.9 3.0 1.7 2.9 2.0 1.5 10 11 11 16 1.5 1.0 8

TABLE 24.-Records of the occurrence of Leucichthys zenithicus in Lake Superior

{For each record Is given, it known, the date and locality, the kind and quantity of gear used to make It. the depth of the water
and character of the bottom where made, the numher of fish gllled In the netting, the percentage of this speCies among them,
and the total number of preserved specimens examined)

Port from which nets were
set

Rec·
ord
No.

Date Location
Glll·net
mesh, in

inches
Depth,ln
fathoms

Sault Ste. Marie. Mich••••••

Grand Marais, Mich •••• __ ••
Marquette. Mich•••• __ ••••••

W. J. Parker '. __ •• __ •• __
Ontonagon. Mich ._._. •

Apostle Islands, Wis••••• _

Duluth, Mlnn. ._•• _._.
Grand Marais, Mlnn•• _••• __

1'0rt Arthur, Ontarlo._•• _

ltossport, Ontario•• _••••••__

Port Ooldwell, Ontarlo••• _
Michlplcoten Island, Ontario

Coppermlne Point, Ontario••

June 14, 1922_. __ •• 10 miles NW. by W. ~ W. of Point Iroquois 27!l,2% 38
Light In Whitefish Bay. .2 Oct. 3. 1917 • • . ._ 47!l +65

3 Aug. 5, 1921. • __ 31 miles N. U E. . __ .• _. __ .. .__ 4}1 100
4 Aug. 8,1921..- • 6 miles NE. % N •• • • • 17!l,27!l.2~ 42-65
5 Aug. 11, 1921.__ • __ 18 miles NE. by N • .__________________ 2}1,2%, 1O<l-80
6 Dec. 5,1922--- Off Granite Island __ ._. • __ •• __ • __ • ._ 4Y2 ._
7 1923 • • • • . • •__ • •__ • •• _
8 November, 1925_•• • __ •• • __ ••• __ • __ •• _•• __ • __ • __ • ._•• _ •• __ •• _. •__ • • __
9 Nov.25·Dec.1._._ 10 miles N. by W. ~ W_. •• • .__ 2% 2<l-40

10 Aug. 16, 1921 __ •••_ 54 miles W. by N __ • __ • __ •• •• _. • • __ •• 4Y2 25-80
11 Aug. 24, 1921.__ •• _ 21 miles west•• _••• • •• __ •• •__ .__ 272.2% 15-45
12 Aug. 25,1921._•• __ 6 miles NNW. __ •• • • .____ 2Y2, 2% 2<l-38
13 July 11, 1922.__• Between Cat and South Twin Island ••_•• _.__ 2Yz,2% 15-20
14 July 14, 1922 •• 25 miles north of South Twin Island. • __ ._.. 4Yz 5<l-90
15 July 15, 1922__••__ • 14-18 miles NW. by N. of South Twin Island __ • 4Y2 40-90
16 .do 20 miles northwest of Rocky Island • •__ ._ 4~ 35-65
17 July 17, 1922. 20 miles NE. by E_._. • • ._ 2% 3<l-40
18 Sept. 14, 1921.. __ ._ Off Terrace POlnt_. • __ •• • __ ••• •• __ ._ 27!l.2% 3<l-65
19 July 17, 1922 do • • • •__ •__ • ._ 4}1 3<l-65
20 Sept. 15. 1923 North of Silver Island_.__ • • • 2~ 14
21 do ..__ Thunder Bay, off Thunder Cape • __... 27!l 31
22 Sept. 17, 1923 Thunder Bay, north of Welcome Islands•• • 2~ 11
23 do ._. • Thunder Bay. south of Welcome Islands.... • 2Y2 23
24 Sept. 19, 1923 • __ Thunder Bay, off Sawyer Bay_. • .._ 2Y2 49
25 Oct. 4, 1921...__ • __ Off Bread ROck. •••••••_••• __ •__ ._......_.. 27!l,2% 80-90
26 Sept. 25, 1923_. • Simpson ChanneL • .__________ 27!l 74

~ ~~~.2~~'1~~~:::::: _~~_~~!~~~!_s!~~_~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~~ __ •__ •• _~~
29 June 19, 1922 •• _ 6 miles northeast of East End Light.._. ••••_ 4Y2 15-35
30 June 22, 1922_ 3 mnes SE. 7!l E. of Quebec Harbor Llght. ••• 2~ 2U 80
31 June 24,1922. __ •__ Agawa Bay ._ •• __ •••••_••••••••_. __ ••• •• 4Y2 4<l-50
32 June 26,1922 Off Alona Bay. • • •• __ •••• • •__ • __ 27!l.2",47!l 60
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TABLE 24.-Records of the occurrence of Leucichthys zenithicus in Lake Superior-Continued

Port from which nets were set
Rec
ord
No.

Bottom
Length. Number Percent- Preserved speci-
of .net, Nights of fish age of mens examined
f~~t set giJIed ze~~hi- +200 mm. -200 mm.

---------1--[---------[--'-----------------

2
8
7
3
1
4

9
25
52
36

2
50

---------7
1
2
S

Sault Ste. Marie, Mich _
Grand Marais, Mich _
Marquette, Mich _

1 1,800 2 200 99 79
2 ~

3 -Reddisb:b;.ow;iciay~~::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::::: :::::::::: 18
4 Red clay____________________ 2,500 5 250 96 57
5 2,500 7 200 88 19
6 16
7 1

8 2
W. J. Parker ,____________________ 9 -Ciay:::::::::::::::::::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::::: ----(,y--- _
Ontonagon, Mich________________ ~~ -Red-C;iay:::::::::::::::::::: --2;500- ------7- ------700- -------ijij- ~~

12 Sand and clay_______________ 2,500 7' 500 97 53
Apostle Islands, Wis_____________ 13 Sand________________________ 2,200 1 300 99 185

14 Red and yellow clay :____ 2
15 Clay 3
16 do_______________________ 4

Duluth, Minn___________________ 17 Sand________________________ 48
Grand Marais, Minn_____________ 18 Clay 3,500 7 2,000 98 39

19 do_______________________ 17
Port Arthur, Ontario_____________ 20 Mud________________________ 500 1 32 3 1

21 Brownish-grayclay_________ 500 2 70 50 32
22 Clay________________________ 500 2 16 (3) 1
23 Brownish-grayclay 1,000 2 121 6 8
24 do_______________________ 1,000 2 50 62 26

Rossport,Ontario________________ 25 Grayish-brown clay_________ 1,000 4 210 89 42
26 Clay 1,000 1 4 100 4
27 do_______________________ 1,000 4 25 92 22

Port Coldwell, Ontario___________ 28 1
Michipicoten Island, Ontario____ 29 24

30 Blue clay___________________ 2,500 3 75 79 30
Coppermine Point, Ontario______ 31 Mud _

32 1,800 5 200 87 68

~ea;a~~t~~l1:.i~~.~::::::::::::::: :::::: :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::::: :::::::::: rKnife River, Minn.'_____________ 3
Duluth, Minn.'__________________ 1

4 Field Museum collection,.borrowed specimens.
'U. S. National Museum collection, borrowed specimens•

I See note, Table 20.
• Abundant.
I Rare.

TABLE 25.-Numerical expressions of certain systematic characters for the type of Leucichthys zenithicus
and for 19 other specimens from Lake Superior, 9 of them over 200 millimeters long and 10 under
200 millimeters, selected according to size

Size Ficld I,ocality LengthIRakers I Sex Scales L/H L/O L/DB L/AB L/DA L/AT I4D L/W D/W SD/H SD/ONo.

Over 200 162517 I s I 0 Royale, 278 17+28 ci' 74 3.7 5.1 10.0 8.7 2.8 9.0 4.7 9.0 1.9 1.8 2.6
mllli- Mich.
meters. 63882 ROBsport, 265 16+25 '< 80 3.9 5.3 9.4 9.3 2.8 7.3 4.0 7.1 1.7 2.0 2.7

Ontario.
53888 _____do _______ 254 15+25 '< 80 4.0 5.3 9.0 9. i 2.8 8.1 4.2 7.8 1.8 2.0 2.7
63894

_____do _______
266 16+27 '< 76 4.0 5.4 9.4 9.8 2.8 7.6 4.1 8.0 1.9 2.0 2.7

63897
_____ do _______ 286 15+27 '< 79 4.1 5.5 8.7 9.2 2.8 8.1 4.4 8.2 1.8 2.0 2.7

63901
_____do _______

277 15+25 ci' 74 3.8 4.9 8.9 9.2 2.8 8.3 4.3 9.3 2.1 1.9 2.4
57033 Michipicoten 203 16+28 ci' 82 4.0 5.4 9.7 9.0 2.7 8.2 4.1 8.2 1.9 2.0 2.7

Island, On-
tario.

57067 Alona Bay ___ 233 15+24 '< ll3 4.0 5.2 9.7 9.7 2.8 6.7 4.2 8.6 2.0 2.0 2.6
58095 Apostle Is- 263 16+25 '< 75 4.0 5.2 10.0 9.7 2.7 7.7 4.6 9.3 2.0 2.0 2.6

lands.
68104

_____do_______ 257 14+25 '< 80 4.0 5.1 10.0 9.6 2.7 7.4 4.5 8.0 1.7 1.9 2.5
Under 200 63380 Marquette, 155 14+23 ci' 86 3.7 4.8 9.8 8.5 2.9 7.4 4.4 9.3 2.1 2.0 2.5

mill!- Mich.
meters. 63651 Ontonagon, 170 15+23 1m. '< 81 4.0 5.6 10.4 10.4 2.8 7.4 5.3 8.9 1.6 1.9 2.7

Mich.
63655 _____do _______ 185 13+24 Im.ci' 75 3.8 5.1 9.7 9.7 2.8 7.5 4.4 9.2 2.0 1.9 2.5
63661

_____ do _______
195 16+26 ci' 79 4.0 5.1 8.5 9.3 2.7 8.4 4.4 8.1 1.8 2.0 2.6

63805 Grand Ma- 168 16+24 '< 79 4.0 5.2 9.8 9.7 2.9 7.3 4.0 8.4 2.1 2.0 2.7
rais, Minn.

9.6 2.557059 AlonaBay ___ 188 13+23 d' 80 4.0 5.1 8.2 2.8 7.8 4.5 8.7 1.9 1.9
57820 Michipicoten 191 14+24 '< 80 4.0 5.4 9.0 10.1 2.7 7.3 4.5 8.6 1.9 2.0 2.6

Island, On-
tario.

57832
_____ do_______ 171 14+23 ci' 72 4.0 4.6 10.5 8.6 3.1 7.7 4.7 9.5 2.0 1.9 2.4

57944 Whitefish 189 15+24 '< 69 3.9\5.0 9.8 9.4 3.0 8.5 5.2 9.9 1.8 1.9 2.5
Bay.

183 14+23 '< 2.458471 Grand Ma- 76 3.8 5.0 9.1 8.7 2.9 8.3 4.4 8.1 1.8 1.8
rals, Minn.

'Type, U. S. National Museum number.
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TABLE 25.-Numerical expressions of certain systematic characters for the type of Leucichthys zenithicus
and for 19 other specimens from Lake Superior, 9 of them over 200 millimeters long and 10 under
200 millimeters, selected according to size-Continued

Size Field SAIH SAIO HIE HIM HIS HIJ HIAd H/R OlE °IM °IS PVIP AV/V[DR AR VR PR DC AC BrNo.

Over 200 162517 2.11 4.0 4.6 2.5 3.5 2.0 4.2 6.2 3.3 1.8 2.5 1.6 1.3 10 12 12 16 1.7 1.0 10
milli· 53882 3.0 4.1 4.4 2.4 3.4 2.0 3.6 5.11 3.3 1.8 2.6 2.0 1.4 10 12 11 16 1.5 .94 9
meters. 53888 3.1 4.2 4.4 2.5 3.3 1.9 3.4 5.7 3.3 1.8 2.5 2.1 1.5 11 12 11 16 1.4 .95 9

53894 8.0 ·1.2 4.4 2.4 8.7 2.0 3.4 6.6 3.2 1.8 2.7 1.8 1.6 10 10 11 J1j 1.4 .96 9
53897 3.2 4.3 4.6 2.3 3.4 1.9 3.5 4.8 3.4 1.7 2.5 1,.8 1.5 11 12 11 18 1.4 1.0 9
53901 3.0 3.8 4.8 2.4 3.6 1.9 4.4 5.7 3.8 1.9 2.8 1.7 1.4 10 12 11 16 1.4 .94 9
57033 3.0 4.1 4.7 2.5 3.5 2.0 3.6 5.9 3.4 1.8 2.5 1.7 1.5 10 11 11 17 1.5 .93 9
57067 3.0 3.9 4.0 2.5 3.5 1.9 3.4 6.4 3.0 1.9 2.7 1.6 1.3 11 12 11 16 1.6 1.0 9
58095 3.0 3.11 4.3 2.4 3.3 1.9 3.1 6.5 3.3 1.9 2.5 1.7 1.3 10 13 11 16 1.5 1.0 9
58104 3.0 3.9 4.2 2.3 3.5 1.9 3.1 5.9 3.2 1.8 2.7 1.6 1.4 10 12 11 16 1.6 .98 9

Under 200 53380 2.9 3.7 3.7 2.6 3.6 2.1 4.0 7.0 2.9 2.0 2.8 2.0 1.2 11 13 11 16 1.6 .93 8
m i 11 i· 53651 3.0 4.3 4.2 2.6 3.7 2.1 3.4 7.0 3.0 1.8 2.6 1.7 1.5 10 11 11 17 1.6 1.0 9
meters. 53655 2.9 3.9 4.0 2.5 8.6 2.0 4.7 6.0 3.0 1.8 2.7 1.6 1.4 10 11 11 16 1.5 1.0 9

53661 3.0 4.1 4.0 2.5 3.7 2.0 3.9 8.7 3.0 1.8 2.8 2.1 1.4 11 11 11 16 1.4 .96 9
53805 3.0 4.0 3.8 2.5 3.5 1. 9 3.0 7.0 2.9 1. 9 2.6 1.5 1.3 10 10 11 16 1.7 1.0 9
57059 3.0 4.0 4.2 2.4 3.5 2.0 3.4 7.5 3.2 1.8 2..7 1.9 1.3 10 12 11 16 1.5 .92 8
57820 3.1 4.2 3.9 2.6 3.6 1.9 3.5 7.5 2.9 1.9 2.6 1.7 1.4 11 11 11 16 1.6 1.1 8
57832 2.7 3.5 3.9 2.6 3.4 2.1 4.2 8.1 3.1 2.0 2.6 1.7 1.1 10 12 11 17 1.5 .94 8
57944 2.8 3.7 4.1 2.6 3.4 2.0 4.1 8.0 3.1 2.0 2.6 1.5 1.1 10 12

1

11 17 1.7 1.1 9
584i1 3.0 3.9 3.8 2.4 3.4 1.8 3.6 7.8 2.9 1.8 2.6 1.8 1.4 11 12 11 15 1.6 .92 9

I Type, U. S. National Museum number.

TABLE 26.-Records of the occurrence of Leucichthys zenithicus in Lake Nipigon

[For each record is given, if known, the date and locality, the kind of gear used tc make it, the depth of the water where made,
and the total number of preserved specimens examined]

o

35 _
1 ._

Preserved speci.
mens examinedGiII·net

mesh,
in

inches
Location

Off Macdiarmid•••••••. _••• ••_••. _. ._ •• • •• _ 2~, 2~ 30 101
_____do ._ •__ •__ - --. _-- ,,_ - • __ • •-. .~ • •• 2
_• do__••• __ • • • • - _. _•. " •• • • • • 3
_• do .. •• - • • ._. .___ __ __ 15 1
Off Blackwater River • • ._________ 54 1
Off Selwyn Island • • •. .•• • ._.__ 1
Off McKellar Island • •• .. • • .. .. • ._. _
Bumboldt Bay •• • ._. • ._ .• _. __ • •• _._. __ .__ 6--35 1
Off Murchison Island • • •• .. ._ 25 5
Ombabika Bay • ••• • . •• ...__ .__ 10 5

_. do • • • __ • • c • 10 5
Off Whitesand Rlver. • •. 25 3
Grand Bay • .. •• • •. 4~ 15-20 1
Off source of Nipigon River •. . •• __ •. 12 2

_____do : . _. _.. __ •. ._. • ,,__ ___ __ 15 1
___•.do .. • . ____ __ 2~, 2% 10-15 19
Off Virgin Island .. • ... . ... _ 10-15
Unknown . __ • • • .. ______ 25

_.. __do •_• • • .. • •__ ___ __ 4)AJ . _
_• do • ._ • • •_____ ____ ___ ____ 4~ • _

Depth,
in

fathoms +200' -200mm. mm.

1-----1--------------.--------1-------------

Rec·
ord Date
No'!

1 July 26, 1922
2 Sept. 10,1923
3 July 21,1924
4 July 29,1924
Ii July 25,1924
6 Sept. 6, 1923
7 Sept. 5, 1923
8 Sept. 3, 1923
9 Aug. 15, 1922

10 Aug. 23,1923
11 July 19,1924
12 Aug. 17,1922
13 Aug. 1,1922
14 Aug. 25, 1921
15 June 15,1922
16 July 25,1922
17 Aug. 28, 1923
18 Aug. 15, 1922
19 Oct. 26, 1922
20 June 14,1924

1All but records I, 13, 16, and 19 are from University of Toronto collections.
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TABLE 27.-Numerical expression of certain systematic characters for 20 specimens of Leucichthys
zenithicu8 from Lake Nipigon, half of them over 200 millimeters long ana half under 200 milli
meters long, selected according to size

Size Field Locality ILength Sex Rakers Scales L/H L/O L/DB L/AB L/DA L/AT1L/D L/WD/W SD/H SD/ONo.

-----------------------------
Over 200 57454 Macdiarmid, I 247 .. 13+24 72 3.8 5.1 10.2 9.5 3.0 8.4 4.2 8.5 2.0 1.9 2.5
~ milli- ___ ?-d~~r~~.____ 70 8.6.meters. 57482 234 .. 12+23 3.8 4.8 8.9 8.6 2.9 8.5 3.9 2.2 1.9 2.5

57484 _____ do_______ 252 .. 14+25 72 4.2 5.3 9.4 9.1 3.2 7.6 4.5 9.8 2.1 2.0 2.6
57519

_____do_______
256 " 14+25 71 3.9 5.2 9.5 9.0 3.0 9.8 4.4 8.2 1.8 2.0 2.6

57531
_____do _______

274 .. 14+24 72 4.0 5.5 8.5 7.8 3.0 9.3 4.2 9.4 2.2 2.0 2.8
57548

_____do _______
246 .. 13+24 76 3.9 5.2 9.1 10.4 3.1 8.2 4.3 9.1 2.0 1.9 2.5

1:"" 57575
_____do _______

259 .. 13+22 76 4.0 5.3 8.9 8.6 3.0 8.9 4.5 9.5 2.1 2.0 2.7.' 57611
_____ do_______

252 .. 13+24 77 4.0 5.3 8.3 9.6 2.9 8.3 4.5 9.3 2.0 2.0 2.6
I, 57617

_____do _______
265 .. 14+22 72 4.0 5.3 9.1 8.3 2.9 8.5 4.2 8.5 2.0 2.0 2.7

57622
_____do_______

257 .. 14+26 74 4.0 5.1 9.1 10.2 2.7 9.1 4.0 8.8 2.1 2.1 2.6
Under 200 57510

_____do_______
186 1m... 13+26 72 3.6 4.6 8.5 9.7 3.2 8.0 4.7 10.3 2.1 1.8 2.3

mllli· 57625
_____do _______

190 a' 14+25 70 3.8 5.0 8.2 9.4 2.9 8.4 4.4 10.5 2.3 1.8 2.4
meters. 57633

_____do _______
196 a' 13+25 70 3.8 5.1 8.5 9.3 2.9 7.8 4.3 10.3 2.3 1.9 2.5

57650
_____do _______

184 1m." 15+26 77 3.9 5.2 9.6 10.2 2.9 7.0 5.1 10.2 2.0 2.0 2.7
57673

_____do _______
192 1m... 15+25 78 3.8 5.1 8.8 9.3 3.0 7.6 4.8 9.1 1.9 2.0 2.7

57695 ____ .do_______ 157 1m." 13+24 76 3.8 5.0 8.3 8.3 2.8 8.3 5.1 9.3 1.8 1.9 2.5
N840 Virgin Is- 199 a' 14+23 69 3.9 5.3 9.8 9.7 3.0 8.1 4.7 11.0 2.3 2.0 2.7

lands, On-
tario.

N459 t----------- 172 a' 13+22 73 3.8 4.8 8.6 9.0 2.9 9.0 4.0 10.1 2.4 2.0 2.5
N460 ?)----------- 161 lm.a' 13+23 78 3.8 5.1 9.9 9.0 2.8 8.4 4.3 9.4 2.1 2.0 2.7

IN461 ?)----------- 155 1m... 14+23 74 3.6 4.7 8.7 9.6 2.9 9.1 5.0 11. 0 2.2 1.8 2.4

Size Field SA/H SA/a H/E H/M H/S HlJ H/Ad H/R OlE O/M O/S PV/P AV/V!DR AR VR PR DC ~I:No.

----
Over 200 57454 3.0 4.0 4.5 2.5 3.2 1.9 3.5 7.1 3.4 1.8 2.4 1.8 1.4 10 11 10 16 1.7 1.0 9

mill i- 57482 2.9 3.7 4.1 2.4 3.2 1.9 3.4 5.8 3.2 1.9 2.5 1.6 1.5 10 12 11 16 1.6 .97 9
meters. 57484 3.3 4.2 4.0 2.4 3.3 1.9 3.0 6.0 3.1 1.9 2.6 2.0 1.7 11 11 11 15 1.5 .92 10

57519 3.1 4.1 4.4 2.3 3.2 1.9 3.6 5.9 3.3 1.7 2.4 1.8 1.6 10 12 11 16 1.6 1.0 9
57531 3.1 4.4 4.5 2.4 3.4 1.9 4.0 6.6 3.2 1.7 2.4 1.9 1.6 10 12 10 16 1.3 .82 9
57548 3.0 4.1 4.4 2.3 3.3 1.9 3.1 4.8 3.2 1.7 2.4 1.7 1.4 11 10 12 17 1.6 1.1 10
57575 3.2 4.2 4.2 2.4 3.3 1.9 3.3 5.7 3.2 1.8 2.4 1.9 1.5 10 12 12 17 1.5 .93 9
57611 3.1 4.1 4.1 2.3 3.4 1.9 3.4 5.5 3.1 1.7 2.6 1.9 1.6 11 11 12 17 1.3 1.0 9
57617 3.1 4.1 4.2 2.4 3.2 1.8 3.5 7.2 3.1 1.8 2.4 2.0 1.6 10 11 12 16 1.5 .94 9
57622 3.0 3.8 4.2 2.6 3.3 1.8 4.5 5.8 3.3 2.0 2.6 1.8 1.4 9 10 11 16 1.6 1.1 9

Under 200 57510 2.7 3.5 4.1 2.5 3.3 1.9 3.5 7.5 3.2 1.9 2.6 1.6 1.2 10 11 11 17 1.6 1.1 9
milli- 57625 2.9 3.8 4.1 2.5 3.5 1.9 3.5 6.2 3.1 1.9 2.6 1.7 1.4 11 12 11 17 1.5 1.0 9
meters. 57633 2.9 3.9 4.0 2.3 3.4 1.9 3.6 5.7 3.0 1.7 2.5 1.7 1.4 10 11 12 17 1.6 1.1 9

57650 3.0 4.0 3.8 2.5 3.5 1.9 2.9 5.8 2.9 1.9 2.6 1.7 1.3 10 11 11 17 1.6 1.0 9
57673 3.0 4.1 4.2 2.6 3.5 2.0 3.6 6.4 3.1 1.9 2.6 1.7 1.4 11 11 12 17 1.6 1.0 9
57695 2.8 3.8 3.6 2.4 3.6 1.9 4.1 5.4 2.7 1.8 2.7 1.7 1.3 10 12 12 16 1.6 .96 9
N840 3.0 4.1 4.1 2.5 3.5 1.9 3.4 6.2 3.0 1.8 2.6 1.7 1.5 9 11 11 16 .1.6 1.0 9
N459 3.0 3.8 3.8 2.4 3.4 1.8 3.4 6.9 3.0 1.9 2.7 1.7 1.3 10 11 11 16 1.6 1.0 9
N460 2.9 3.9 3.8 2.4 3.7 1.8 3.9 5.3 2.9 1.8 2.8 1.6 1.2 11 13 11 17 1.8 1.0 9

'N461 2.8 3.6 3.8 2.5 3.5 1.9 3.5 8.4 3.0 1.9 2.7 1.6 1.3 11 12 11 16 1.6 1.1 10

I University or Toronto collection.
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TABLE 28.-Records of the occurrence of Leucichthys zenithicus in Lake Michigan
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[For each record is given, if known, the date and locality, the kind of gear used to make it, the depth of the water and character of
the bottom where made, the weight of the lift and the abundance of this species In It, and the total number of preserved
specimens examined]

Preserved
GlII- Weight Per- specimens

Port from which nets Rec-
Location

net Depth, of centage examined
were set ord Date mesh, in Bottom lift, of

No. in fathoms in zenith-
Inches pounds icnS +200 -200

mm mm

- -------
Washington Harbor, 1 Aug. 19,1920 20 miles E. ~ N. of 2%,2% 71-90 Clay, mud.. 000 (I)

~----- ------
Wis. Rock Island.

Sturgeon Bay. Wis••• 2 Aug. 23, 1920 12 miles E. by S. of 2%,2~ 60-70 Mud.••••_•• 60 (1) 2 ----- ...
ship-channel mouth.

Algoma, Wis.••••••••• 3 Aug. 24,1920 10 miles E. by N _••••• 2% 36-60 Gravel, mud_ 310 20 2
Sheboygan. Wls•••__•• 4 Sept. 28, 1920 6 miles SE. by E __ •••• 1% 30-32 '(jiay:::::::: --··200· t ------ 7

6 Oct. 1,1920 11 miles southeast••_•• 2% 60 3) . 6 ---.......
Port Washlngton,Wis. 6 Sept. 26, 1920 18 miles E. % S ••••__• 272 66-48 ••••_do____ ••• 286 1) 7

7 ___ ._do_._____ • 6 miles E. % S_____ ._. 1% 30 'Mud:::::::: -------- f) ------ 2
8 May 26,1921 8 miles northeast_____• 2711 20-36 3) 2 - ........ --

Milwaukee, Wls. ___•• 9 Mar. 24,1919 -27'miliis-ESE~-.::::::::
2711 60 -iied'iiiay:::: (3) 3 --- .. --

10 Sept. 23, 1920 2711 60 250 36 6 - ..----
11 Sept. 24,1920 9 miles NNE.•••••••_. 2% 22-26 Clay._._. __ • -------- (3) 9 --- ..... -
12 Nov. 16, 1920 20 miles ESE _______ •• 2% 28-36 ------- ..------ 700 99 13 ------
13 •••••do____ •••_ 6 miles E. by S. % S._ 2% 12 '(jiay:::::::: - ... ---- .... (3) 2 ------

Michigan City, Ind_•• 14 Sept. 3,1920 22 miles NW. by N. 2711 30-40 29 11 ------%N.
15 Oct. 11,1920 20 miles N. by W. ~ 2% 30-40 Mud, clay__ 535 44 5 --- .. --

W.
16 Nov. 8,1920 18 miles NNW. __ ._. __ 2% 30-38 Clay•••••_._ 1,000 64 11 .. -- ...-..
17 Nov. 19,1920 17 miles NNW•••_._ •• 2% 28-32 _____do_._ •• __ 700 15 6 --- ..._...
18 ••_••do•••••••• 10 miles NNW••••_••• 2% 18 '(jii\y:::::::: ..... - ... ---- 93 10 --- ... _...
19 ••___do_____ ••_ 17711 miles NW. byN. 2711 32 70 3 --- .. --

~N.
20 Mar. 2,1921 21 miles NNW••_•• ___ 2% 30 •••••do••___ •• 1,000 ~1) ..... --_ ..
21 Mar. 4,1921 15 miles NW. by N. 2711 28 -----_ .._......---- 1,000 1) 3 ------

%N.
22 Apr. 1,1921

'i2'miiiis'wesi:::::::::: ~~
30 Clay._._•••• 500 ~3) 2 ------

Grand Haven, Mlch_. 23 Mar. 20,1919 50-55 •••••do••••• __ .......... --- 3) 3 --- .... -
Frankfort, Mich._.___ 24 Oct. 4,1920 9 miles north of Point 2~ 60-70 Blue clay. __ 1,400 6 2 --- .... -

Betsie.
Northport, Mlch._••_. 25 July 31,1923 5 miles northwest of 2~ 40-60 Mud._._._•• - ..----_ .. (1) 5 ------

Cathead Light.
Charlevoix, Mlch __ ••• 26 June 29,1920 5 miles N. by E _____ ._ 2~ 40-50 Clay. mud•• -_.... ---- (1) 2 - ..----
Manistique, Mich••••• 27 Aug. 12,1920 15 miles SE. by S. 2~ 60-70 - .. ------_.....- .. - 200 40 1 - ...- ........

7ll S.
Lake Michigan 1__•••_ ----- ---- ..---------- ---_ ... -........_.. _--_.... ---_.... _...._...- ...._.._--....... -_ .......... 6 1 ...-...-
Milwaukee, Wis.5• ___ " ........... _... _..-. - ........ __ .......................... . ...... - ..._.._- 1 ---_ ... ........
Kenosha, Wls.I_.•_._ •• --- ... _--_ .... - ..-. ...- _.......... _.. - _............-....- ------_ ......._.- 1 .......... ............
Sturgeon Bay, Wis.I__ _.. ---_ .. ---.... _- --.. _.. --_.- - .._..-- .._........ _.... _.._-_ .. ---- 1 - .. - ... - _a ____

I Rare.
I Occasional.
I Lift not examined or percentage not ascertained.
1 Field Museum collection, .borrowed specimens.
I U. S. National Museum COllection, borrowed specimens.
I Wisconsin Geological Survey collection, borrowed specimens.

94995-29-19
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TABLE 29.-Numerical expressions of certain systematic characters for 10 specimens of Leucichthys
zenithicus from Lake Michigan over 200 millimeters long and for 7 specimens under 200 milli
meters long, selected according to size and locality

Size Field Locality Length Rakers Sex Scales L/H LIO L/DB L/AB LIDA L/ATNo.

--- ---0--- --------------
Over 200 mUlimeters___ 2828 Charlevoix, Mlch_______ 280 13+25 .. 84 4.2 5.7 10.0 9.9 2.8 8.7

2936 Manistique, Mlch_____ ._ 271 15+26 .. 79 4.3 5.7 10.4 11. 1 2.8 8.7
3992 Frankfort, Mlch •• ______ 271 14+27 .. 84 4.1 5.4 10.2 10.5 3.0 9.3
4208 Michigan City, Ind___ ._ 259 14+26 .. 73 4.1 5.7 8.9 9.8 2.8 8.3
4332

_. ___do ________ • _________
252 15+26 .. 86 4.5 6.0 9.7 9.7 2.8 7.0

4375
_____do _________________ •

272 16+25 .. 87 4.3 5.9 10.2 9.7 2.9 7.5
4379 ., ___ do __ ,,_, _•• _•• ______ 271 14+25 .. 79 4.5 6.0 10.3 10.1 2.8 8.2
4380

_____do______ • __ • _______ •
264 13+23 .. 81 4.3 5.8 9.4 10.1 2.7 8.3

4386 __ ._ .do_____ •___ •___•• ___ 245 16+26 a' 76 4.1 5.6 9.7 9.8 2.9 9.0
4397 _____do __________________ 257 14+24 a' 75 4.1 5.5 9.1 9.1 3.0 8.8

Under 200 mllllmeters._ 3701 Port Washington, Wis._ 175 14+23 1m... 83 4.1 5.3 10.2 11;0 2.8 8.1
3711 . ___ .do________ ._ •_______ 185 15+26 1m. a' 84 4.2 5.6 10;8 8.8 2.8 7.9
3777 Shehoygan, Wls._. ___ ._. 171 13+26 1m... 82 4.1 5.4 11.2 11.4' 3.1 7.2
3830 _._•.do __ • __ • ____________ 192 13+24 a' 74 4.0 5.4 9.6 10.2 2.8 7.8
3852 _____do___ ._.___ •••• _____ 170 14+24 1m. a' 77 4.0 5.3 10.0 10.7 2.8 7.7
3874 ____ .do____ • ________ •.• __ 162 14+25 1m. a' 80 4.0 5.5 9.5 10.0 2.7 7.3
3881 _•• __do __ • _._ ••• ____ •__ ._ 168 15+24 1m. a' 76 4.0 5.2 10.8 10.8 3.1 6.7

Size Field LID LIW DIW SDIH SD/O SAIH SAIO HIE HIM HIS H/J HIAd H/RNo.

--------------------------
Over 200 mlllimeters_ •••• 2828 4.3 8.0 1.8 2.1 2.8 3.2 4.3 4.5 2.5 3.2 2.0 3.5 7.2

2936 4.6 8.4 1.8 2.1 2.9 3.4 4.6 4.5 2.4 3.5 2.0 3.5 7.8
3992 4.3 7.9 1.8 2.1 2.7 3.3 4.3 4.3 2.3 3.5 2.0 3.9 6.5
4208 4.1 8.0 1.9 2.2 3.0 3.2 4.5 4.4 2.5 3.6 2.0 3.5 7.5
4332 4.6 7.8 1.6 2.2 2.9 3.5 4.6 4.3 2.5 3.5 2.0 3.2 5.8
4375 4.0 7.5 1.8 2.2 2.9 3.3 4.5 4.5 2.4 3.4 1.9 3.2 6.8
4379 4.1 8.2 2.0 2.2 2.9 3.5 4.7 4.5 2.5 3.5 2.1 3.1 5.9
4380 ·3.8 7.3 1.8 2.2 3.0 3.3 4.5 4.5 2.5 3.5 2.0 3.0 6.1
4386 4.6 9.0 1.9 2.1 2.9 3.2 4.4 4.4 2.4 3.6 2.1 3.6 6.9
4397 4.2 7.7 1.8 2.1 2.8 3.2 4.2 4.4 2.3 3.4 2.0 3.4 7.2

Under 200 millimeters_._, 3701 4.6 9.7 2.1 2.0 2.5 3.2 4.0 4.1 2.6 3.5 2.0 4.1 6.0
3711 4.5 10.2 2.2 2.1 2.8 3.1 4.1 4.2 2.6 3.6 2.1 3.6 6.2
3777 5.3 9.5 1.7 2.0 2.6 3.1 4.1 4.0 2.5 3.5 2.0 3.4 6.6
3830 4.4 10.6 2.3 2.1 2.8 3.1 4.1 4.2 2.6 3.5 2.0 3.4 7.2
3852 4.7 10.0 2.1 2.0 2.7 3.0 4.0

4.0 I 2.7 3.6 2.1 3.5 6.3
3874 5.2 9.0 1.7 2.0 2.8 3.0 4.2 4.2 2.7 3.6 2.0 3.3 6:6
3881 5.2 11.2 2.1 1.9 2.5 3.0 3.9 4.1 2.6 3.5 2.1 3.2 6.1

Size Field OlE OIM O/S PV/P AVIV DR AR VR PR DC AC Br MSIENo. ..
..~~~~ " , . .... .. -.-.-.. -.. -.--.. -.-.-- . _. , ...~~--

Over 200 mlllimeters._ ••• 2828 3.3 1.9 2.4 2.1 1.6 10 12 11 17 1.5 0.98 9 3.1
29:16 3.3 1.9 2.6 2.0 1.6 10 11 10 15 1.6 1.1 9 3.0
3992 3.3 1.7 2.7 2.2 1.8 10 10 11 15 1.4 .93 9 3.1
4208 3.2 1.8 2.7 2.3 1.7 10 11 11 15. 1.3 .95 9 2.8
4332 3.2 1.9 2.6 2.1 1.7 9 11 11 15 1.4 .92 9 2.9
4375 3.4 1.8 2.5 2.3 • 1. 7 11 12 11 15 1.4 .93 9 3.1
4379 3.4 1.9 2.6 2.4 2.0 11 11 11 .15 1..3 .89 9 3.0
4380 3.3 1.8 2.6 2.2 1.6 10 12 11 15 1.4 .96 9 3.0
4386 3.2 1.7 2.6 2.1 1.4 10 11 11 15 1.5 .. 96 8 3.0
4397 3.3 1.7 2.5 2.0 1.4 10 11 11 17 1.3 .91 9 3. I

Under 200 mlllimeters_._. 3701 3.2 2.0 2.7 2.1 1.0 10 11 11 10 1.5 1.0 9 2.7
3711 3.2 2.0 2.7 2.0 1.2 9 13 11 15 1.0 .96 9 2.7
3777 3.0 1.9 2.7 2.0 1.5 10 10 11 14 1.0 1.1 8 2.7
3830 3.2 2.0 2.7 2.0 1.3 10 10 11 15 1.5 1.1 8 2.8
3852 3.0 2.0 2.7 2.0 1.3 10 11 11 14 1.6 1.0 8 2.6
3874 3.0 1.9 2.5 1.9 1.3 9 11 11 16 1. 5' 1.0 9 2.7
3881 3.1 2.0 2.6 1.9 1.3 10 11 11 15 1.8 1.1 9 2.7



GREAT LAKES COREGONIDS 585

TABLE 3Q.-Records of the occurrence of Leucichthys zenithicus in Lake Huron
[For each record Is given, If known, the date and 10caUtyJ the kind of gear used to make It, the depth of the water and character

of the bottom where made, the wclght of the lift ana the abundance of this species In it, and the total number of preserved
specimens examined]

GlII. Preserved

Rec· net De.pth, Weight Per· specimens
Port from which or4 Date Locality mesh, 1D Bottom of 11ft, cent· examined

nets were set in
No. In fathoms pounds age +200 -200

Inches mm. mm.
. ------

Lake Huron proper:
Cheboygan,Mlch. 1 July 21,1917 5 miles north of Spectacle 2U 35-50 Clay....... ------_ .. (1) 8 3

Reef.
2 Sept. 28,1917 2 miles northeast of Spec- 2U 35-50 •••••do•••••• 1,800 99 ------ ---- .....

tacle Reef.
3 Sept. 29,1917 •••••do•.•••••••••••••••••••

~~
35-50 •••••do.••••. 1,850 99 9 2

4 Oct. 15,1919 .............. -_ .... -_ .................... -_ ....- 35 'ciay::::::: -------- (Il 1 11
Rogers, Mich•••. 5 July 24,1917

·i2·mlies·E:·by·N~~·N~ol·
60-70

"i~OOii'
(I 5

6 Oct. 14,1917 2U 35-50 •••••do...... 99 10 1

Alpena, Mich•••• 7 Aug. 13,1917
cltr..

2~ 70-80 •••••do.••••• 1,470 ~l) 238 miles east of can buoy•• ----- ..
8 Sept. 7,1917 . Center of lake east of can 2U 70-80 •••••do•••••• 3,250 I) 2 ------

buoy.
9 •••••do•••••••• 26 miles SE. by E. ~ E. of 4~ 16-20 ... - ..--- ........_-- ---- .. _-- (') 2 2

can buoy.
10 Sept. 8,1917 22 miles SE. by E. ~ E. of 1~ 30 .__ ........ - ._-_ .... .. ----- ..- (I) 2 11

can buoy.
11 Sept. 10, 1917 8 miles E. by N. of can 4~ 20 --_ .._.... - .. _--- ----_ ...... (4) 1 .. ...........

buoy.
12 ..•••do•••••••• 13~miles SE. by S. of can 4~ 15 Mud•.••••. - ... ---- .... (4) 4 1

13
uoy.

(4)Sept. 12,1917 11 miles SE. U E. of can 4~ 15-17 -_oO- .. -... -- .. _-- -------- 2 2

14
buoy.

4~ (')Sept. 14,1917 24 mnes SE. by E ~ E. of 24 -----------_ .. ------ .. - 2 1

15
can buoy.

Clay••••••••••••do•••••••. Center 01 lake northeast of 2U 65-80 1,200 (I) 1 1
can buoy.

16 Sept. 17,1917 13~ miles SE. by S. of can 2U 15 ------------- .....- ..- .. _- (') 1 - ..-_ ....
17

uoy.
Clay••••••••••••do••.••••• Center oflake northeast of 2U 60-70 -- ....---- (I) 1 ------

18
can buoy.

2USept. 18,1917 17~ miles N. by E. of 60 ...... - .. -----_ .... 825 (I) 5 3

19
hunder Bay Island.

2U I ·Rock••••••. (I)Sept. 19, 1917 23 miles BE. by E. 7i E. 01 30 ------ .. - 1 ------
can buoy.

20 Sept. 20,1917 14 miles NE. by E. of 2U 65 Clay••••••. -------- (I) ------ 2
Thunder Bay Island.

21 Sept. 21, 1917 17 miles NE. by N. ~ N. 2~ 65-75 •••••do•••••• ---_....... - (I) ----_ .. 1
of 'rhunder Bay Island.

22 Sept. 22,1917 15 miles SE. by S. ~ S. 01 47i 17 ------------- --_ ..---- (') 3 3
can buoy.

23 Sept. 26, 1917 13 miles SE. by S. of can 2U 17 ------------- -------- (.) 1 --- .._-
buoy.

24 Oct. 17,1917 Center of lake east of can 2U 65-SO Clay••••••• ---_ ..- .. - (I) 1 _.... _- ..
buoy.

25 Oct. 20,1917 ••.••do.•_._._ •••••••••••••• 2~ 65-80 •••••do•••••• - ...... __ .. - (I) 4 ------
26 Aug. 30,1919 18 miles N. by E. 7i E. 01 2~ 60-64 •••••do_••••. -------- 17 2 ------

Thunder Bay Island.
27 sept. 3,1919 28 miles E. ~ S. 01 can 2~ 60-64 •••••do...••• -------- 17 2 ......-....

buoy.
28 Sept. 13, 1919 Oll Presque Isle Light. ••• 1~ 60 ---_ .. _------- -------- ~:l

.. _---- 1
29 Sept. 16, 1919

·iii··mlies·N·E:·~··N:·oT
17i"M' 'ciiiy::::::: ":i:00ii' ---_.. - 1

30 Aug. 7,1920 2~ 3 --_ .... - ---- ....
Thunder Bay Island.

31 June 30, 1923 17mllesNE. byN. ~N.of 2~ 65-70 •••••do•••••• 1,600 5 ------ 1

32
Thunder Bay Island.

2~ 60-70 ..•••do•••••• 2,000July 2,1923 20 miles E. by N. of can 3 4 ------
bU0f{'

33 July 5,1923 18 mles NE. ~ E. of 2U 80-100 •••••do.__.•• 6,000 (8) 4 - ...._--
Thunder Bay Island.

34 July 7,1923 13 miles NE. 7i N. of 2U 60 •••••do._.••• 1,400 14 4 1

35 July
Thunder Bay Island.

4~ Rock, mud.10,1923 3 miles E. 7i S. of North 14-20 -_ .._---- (.) 1 1
Point.

Harbor Beach, 36 Oct. 27,1917 35 miles NE. by N. UN. 2U 50 Clay._••••• -------- (I) 3 - ..----
Mich. of city.

37 Mar. 15,1919 -- ---- --_ .. _- ---- _.. _----- .. _-- 17i 31 -----_ .. _----- -------- 12 ------ 30·
Georgian Bay:

Wiarton, Ontario 38 Nov. 6,1917 6Y. miles northeast of Grlf· 3 45-60 Mud•.••••• -------- (I) 1 .. _-- .....
11th Island.

Lion's Head, On· 39 July 30,1919 21 mHes east of Surprise 3 60 •••••do•...•• 400 (4) --_ ... _- 2
tario. Shoal.

Borrowed specimens:
Cheboygan, --_ ... - ------_ ... _- _... __ ... .. _... - - _... _.. -_ .. --- - -_ .. _-----_ ...... ---_ ... _-- .... --- .. -- .. _............ _------ _.. _-_ ... _- -_ ...... _- 2 ---- ......

Mlch.1

1 Lift not examined or percentage not ascertained.
• Occasional.
I Rare.

, Only specimens taken In the lift.
I Few.
I U. S. National Museum coll~ctlon.
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TABLE 31.-Numerical expressions of certain systematic characters for 20 specimens of Leucichthys
zenithicu8 from Lake Huron, 10 of them more than 200 millimeters long and 10 less than 200 milli
meters long, selected according to size

Size Field Locality Length Sex Rakers Scales LfH L/O L/DB L/AB L/DA L/AT LID L/W D/W SD/H SD/ONo.

------------------- --L--------
Over 200 44 Cheboygan, 287 Im.d' 14+25 72 4.1 5.7 10.0 11.0 2.6 9.2 3.8 9.2 2.4 2.1 2.9

milli- Mich.
meters. 46 _____do_______ . 260 !;! 14+26 71 4.1 5.5 8.8 9.5 2.7 9.4 4.1 9.6 2.3 2.1 2.8

56 _____do••_._. __ 269 !;! 14+25 80 4.5 6.2 9.9 10.0 2.5 8.4 4.0 7.9 1.9 2.2 3.0
855 _____do___•___ • 282 !;! 14+25 75 4.3 5.8 9.7 10.4 2.6 7.2 3.8 6.9 1.8 2.1 2.9
856 _____do•••_____ 275 !;! 14+24 82 4.1 5.7 10.5 9.8 2.7 8.0 3.5 6.4 1.8 2.1 3.0
942 Rogers, Mich_ 257 !;! 13+23 74 4.2 5.8 9.5 9.3 2.7 8.2 3.5 8.5 2.3 2.0 2.9
224 Alpena,Mich_ 236 d' 14+23 77 4.1 5.6 10.0 10.0 2.8 7.3 4.9 9.0 1.8 2.0 2.7
423 __ •• _do_____ •__ 277 d' 14+26 81 4.4 6.2 9.8 9.0 2.8 8.9 5.1 9.3 1.8 2.1 3.0
433

_____do______ • _
261 Evis. 14+27 82 4.2 5.7 9.5 9.8 2.7 8.0 4.4 9.3 2.1 2.1 2.9

540 •___ .do________ 270 Evis. 13+24 72 4.2 6.0 9.3 10.8 2.8 7.9 4.3 9.3 2.1 2.1 2.9
Under 200 58 Cheyboy- 186 1m.!;! 13+25 77 4.1 5.5 9.9 9.5 3.1 8.7 4.8 10.0 2.0 2.1 2.8

milll:- gan, Mich.
meters. 841

_____do________
167 !;! 13+22 79 4.2 5.7 9.8 9.9 2.9 8.3 3.9 .77 1.9 2.1 2.9

897
_____do________

191 !;! 13+23 82 4.1 5.4 10.4 10.9 2.8 7.6 3.8 7.7 2.0 2.1 2.7
230 Alpena,Mich_ 191 d' 14+23 79 4.2 5.8 11. 2 11. 2 2.9 8.2 4.7 8.7 1.8 2.1 3.0
249

_____do________
167 1m.!;! 12+23 74 4.1 5.6 11.5 9.8 3.0 8.0 4.5 8.0 1.7 2.1 2.8

253 _____do________ 188 1m.!;! 14+25 78 4.2 5.7 9.0 10.3 2.7 9.6 4.2 8.1 1.9 2.1 2.9
255

_____do________
170 1m.!;! 13+24 77 4.1 5.7 9.4 9.8 2.8 8.2 4.3 8.5 1.9 2.0 2.7

269
_____do________

171 !m.d' 13+23 75 4.0 5.7 9.4 9.5 2.8 8.2 4.8 9.0 1.8 2.0 2.8
·270

_____do________
180 Im.d' 14+24 80 4.0 5.7 9.2 10.0 2.8 8.2 4.5 8.7 1.9 2.0 2.9

273
_____do________

190 Im.d' 14+26 79 4.2 5.8 10.5 9.1 2.8 8.6 4.5 10.0 2.2 2.1 2.9

Size Field SA/H SAIO HIE HIM HIS H/J H/Ad H/R OlE O/M °/S PV/P AVIV DR AR VR PR DC AC DrNo.

-------------------------- - - - - ---- -
°vIer 200 44 3.2 4.4 4.6 2.5 3.3 2.1 4.0 6.8 3.3 1.8 2.4 2.0 1.5 9 10 10 16 1.4 0.93 9

millime· 46 3.3 4.4 4.4 2.6 3.4 2.0 4.0 6.8 3.3 1.9 2.5 2.1 1.5 11 11 11 16 1.3 .96 9
tars. 56 3.4 4.8 4.4 2.5 3.5 2.1 3.5 7.0 3.1 1.8 2.5 1.9 1.5 10 10 12 17 1.5 1.0 9

855 3.3 4.4 4.4 2.3 3.4 2.0 3.8 6.0 3.2 1.7 2.5 2.1 1.6 10 11 12 17 1.3 .92 10
856 3.2 4.4 4.7 2.4 3.3 2.0 3.4 6.4 3.3 1.7 2.3 2.0 1.6 10 11 11 16 1.5 .93 9
942 3.3 4.5 4.5 2.4 3.3 2.0 3.1 6.6 3.2 1.7 2.4 2.0 1.5 10 11 11 17 1.4 .86 8
224 3.1 4.2 4.4 2.5 3.5 2.0 3.8 6.5 3.2 1.8 2.6 1.8 1.5 10 11 11 17 1.5 1.0 9
423 3.4 4.8 4.4 2.5 3.3. 2.0 3.8 5.5 3.2 1.8 2.4 1.9 1.5 10 ·12 11 16 1.5 .93 8
433 3.2 4.4 4.2 2.5 3.4 2.1 3.5 7.6 3.1 1.8 2.5 2.1 1.6 10 12 11 17 1.3 ;93 9
540 3.4 4.7 4.2 2.5 3.7 2.1 3.7 5.6 3.0 1.8 2.6 2.0 1.6 10 11 11 16 1.4 1.0 9

Under200 58 3.2 4.3 3.7 2.6 3.6 2.0 3.7 6.9 2.8 1.9 2.9 2.1 1.4 9 11 11 17 1.5 1.0 9
mlllime- 841 3.2 4.4 4.1 2.8 3.5 2.0 3.4 7.5 3.0 2.0 2.6 2.4 1.4 10 11 11 16 1.5 .98 9
tars. 897 3.1 4.1 4.0 2.6 3.5 2.0 3.8 11.7 3.0 2.0 2.7 2.2 1.4 10 11 11 16 1.5 .97 8

230 3.2 4.4 4.0 2.6 3.5 2.1 3.3 6.4 2.9 1.8 2.6 2.1 1.5 10 10 10 16 1.6 1.0 9
249 3.3 4.4 3.7 2.6 4.0 2.1 3.8 6.4 2.7 1.9 2.9 2.3 1.5 9 11 11 17 1.6 1.0 9
253 3.2 4.4 4.2 2.5 3.5 2.2 4.1 6.8 3.0 1.8 2.6 2.0 1.6 11 11 11 16 1.3 .98 9
255 3.1 4.3 4.1 2.5 3.6 2.1 4.0 6.0 3.9 1.9 2.6 1.8 1.5 10 12' 11 17 1.4 .92 9
269 3.1 4.3 4.1 2.5 3.7 2.0 3.8 6.4 3.0 1.9 2.6 1.9 1.4 10 11 11 16 1.4 .94 10
270 3.1 4.4 4.1 2.6 3.7 2.1 4.0 6.5 2.9 1.8 2.6 1.9 1.5 10 12 11 17 1.4 1.0 9
273 3.3 4.5 4.2 2.5 3.6 2.1 3.8 6.5 3.0 1.8 2.6 2.0 1.6 9 11 11 16 1.6 .96 9
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TABLE 32.-Records of the occurrence of Leucichthys reighardi in Lake Michigan

[For each record Is given, If known, the date and localltYl the kind of gear used to make It, the depth of the water and character
of the bottom where made, the weight of the lift ana the abundance of this species In It, and the total numbar of preserved
specimens examined) .

Port from which nets ~;J'
were set No. Date Location

Gm·net Depth
m~h, In'
in~hes fathoms

Bottom

Preserved

Wei~bt Perccnt. ~~~~:~
of .lIft, age of

Po~~ds reighardi
+200 -200
mm. mm.

---'-------'-1--1------1---------1---,---·1-----1--- -------

Frankfort, Mich•• __ •

Sturgeon Bay, Wls__

2

1

4
1

31

1 •__ ._.

7 _"'__

1 ••••_.

3

8 _••• __
2 •••
2 __ • _

4 __._••

1

8 __._._

48
2

47 ••
6 1
1

3
1
4 1

15 __ ••_.

6
8

35 •• __••
3

43
5

3 __._••

12
3
1

12
4

---"8" ~

(1)

(I)

(I)

(1)

(1)

(1)

(I)

(1)

16
(1)
(1)

m

30

(1)

(1)

(1)

30
41

000

50

310

Mud·clay••_ 635

Clay•••_•• __ 1,000
_ •• •• 700
Clay_. ._. •• __

Clay • 500
_____do__• ._.

-~._-----_..-...... --- ....... --

-cia;:::::::: ----200- (:I~ 20
•• do______ 285 (

'Mud:::::::: --.----- 1::I~
'Red-cia;:::: 250
Clay __• ••

__._.do • • ._

-~:~~~a:= -------- .-.-!:!---- ~ S
Clay • • __ •__ ••• I 1 1

__•••do. .__ 480 I ._ ••_••_

~g :::::~~::::::: 1,000
28 • ._. •• 1,000

20 Rock__• ._.

20-24

35-50
35-40
30-32

60
65-48

30
2()-{l5

50
60
30

3Q-40

3Q-40

30-38
28-32

32

30
5Q-55
14-26
28-35
28-32
60-70

3Q-40
&-16

40-55
40-65
45-50

8-12 Sand • • _

4Q-60 Mud__ •• 200

28-40 ._••_do•••__ •• _,_,_,,_4Q-60 .do •__• _

2% 18-24

21!i 30-50

4

4

l1!i

21!i,2% 71-00 Clay·mud _

2%,2~ 60-70 Mud ••

Gravel·mud.

4 miles west of Boyer
Bluff.

14 miles E. ~ N. of
Rock Island.

5 miles west of Boyer
Bluff.

3 miles WNW. of
Boyer Blufl'.

20 miles E. ~ N. of
Rock Island.

12 miles E. by S. of
ship-channel mouth.

10 miles E. by N. ._
40 miles SE. by E._••_
5 miles SE. by E._. _
11 miles southeasL__ ._
18 miles E. ~ S_. ••
5 miles E. ~ S••• __ ••_
8 miles northeast__ • _

-27iii1ies-ESE~~::::::::

-22iiiii;sNW-:bY'N'-~
N.

20 miles N.by W.
~W.18 miles NNW. _

17 miles NNW • _
17~milesNW. byN.
~N.

21 miles NNW_. _
14 miles NNW._. ._
15 miles NW. by N.
~N.

-i2-mlies'west~:::::::::
7 miles NW. by N _"_4 miles wesL • •
9 miles northwest _
9 miles north of Point

Betsle.
1~ miles south of

Otter Creek.
5 miles northwest of

Cathead Light.
Ofl' Northport Polnt_.
5 miles northwest of

Cathead Light.West Bay • • _
Ofl' Lees PolnL _
5 mUes N. by E. •••
3 miles northwesL _
8 miles NNW. of Big

Rock Point.
3 miles NW.1!i W • 2~ 35-60 Red clay____ 375 21• • • • ••• ,_ ._••_••• • .____ 100 .(1)

'i5'DiiiesS:ECbY-S~~'s: ~~ --00:.70- :::::::::::::: 200 ---(ii--'

Washington Harbor,
Mich.

Port Washington,
Wis.

Algoma, Wls__ • ••
Sheboygan, Wls•• _

Milwaukee, WIs_ •• __

Racine, Wls_. •• _
Michigan City, Ind.

1 Aug. 18, 1920

2 • do •__ ._

3 ••_._do_•• _

4 do. _

5 Aug. 19,1920

6 Aug. 23, 1920

7 Aug. 24, 1920
8 Sept. 28, 19209 _•••_do _

10 Oct. I, 1920
11 Sept. 25, 1920
12 do__••• _._
13 May 26, 1921
14 Mar. 24, 1919
15 Sept. 23,1920
16 Oct. 8, 1920
17 Sept. 3, 1920

18 Oct. 11, 1920

19 Nov. 8,1920
20 Nov. 19,1920
21 Nov. 19,1920

22 Mar. 2,1921
23 • .do._._._••
24 Mar. 4,1921

25 .Apr. 1,1921
26 Mar. 20,1919
27 Aug. 30,1920
28 Aug. 27, 1920
20 Aug. 28, 1920
30 Oct. 4, 1920

31 July 21,1923

32 June 22,1920

33 June 23, 1920
34 July 31,1923

Traverse City, Mlch_ 35 July 18,1923
36 July 25,1923

Charlevoix, Mlch __•• 37 June 29,1920
38 June 30, 1920
39 Aug. 10, 1923

40 Aug. 11,1923
41 Aug. 21,1923
42 May 3, 1924

Manistique, Mlch_.__ 43 Aug, 12, 1920

Grand Haven, Mlch_
LUdlngton~}1lch •
Manistee, Mlch_. •

Platte Bay, Mich.
(field station).

Northport, Mlch ••

1 Rare.
I Lift not' examined or percentage not ascertained.

I Only specimens taken In lift.
I Occasional.
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TABLE 33.-Numerical expressions of certain systematic characters for the type of Leucichthys reighardi
and for 9 other specimens from Lake Michigan, '* of them cotypes, over 200 millimeters long and for
10 other specimens under 200 millimeters long, selected according to size and locality

Size Field Locality Length Rakers Sex scaleslL/H LID L{DB L/ABIL/DA L/AT LID LIW D/W SD/H SDIDNo.

-----------------------------
Over 200 187351 Michigan 210 14+23 9 74 4.4 6.0 10.9 9.9 3.1 7.2 4.2 6.7 1.6 2.3 3.1

milll· City, Ind.
meters. 53080 ••.•.do•••••••• 223 14+25 <l' 75 4.2 5.4 9.4 9.7 2.6 6.9 4.1 6.9 1.6 2.1 2.7

53094 •••••do•••••••• 220 14+24 9 77 4.4 5.9 11.2 9.6 2.9 7.5 4.4 7.3 1.6 2.2 2.9
53104 .•.•.do•••••••• 234 13+22 9 76 4.4 5.8 9.7 11.0 2.8 6.9 3.9 6.9 1.7 2.3 3.0
53111 •••••do•••••••• 233 13+23 9 75 4.3 5.8 10.0 10.0 2.7 7.0 4.0 6.6 1.6 2.1 2.9
4684 Charlevoix, 226 14+22 9 75 4.2 5.6 9.8 9.8 2.8 5.7 4.2 7.2 1.7 2.1 2.8

Mich.
4685 •••••do•••••••• 240 14+23 9 71 4.6 5.9 10.0 9.4 3.0 7.5 4.1 7.5 1.8 2.3 3.0
4686 •••••do•••••••• 238 13+24 9 73 4.2 5.6 9.8 9.0 2.8 8.8 3.8 6.6 1.7 2.1 2.9
4687 •••••do•••••••• 227 12+22 9 74 4.2 5.5 9.0 9.8 2.9 7.5 4.3 7.5 1.7 2.0 2.7
4688 .....do•••••••. 233 13+22 9 81 4.3 5.7 10.4 10.9 2.9 8.3 4.3 7.2 1.6 2.2 2.9

Under 200 3375 Manistee, 161 14+23 Im.<l' 73 4.2 5.6 10.5 8.9 2.9 8.9 4.2 10.5 2.1 2.1 2.8
milll· Mich.
meters. 3376 •••••do•.•••••• 166 14+26 9 80 4.2 5.6 11. 2 9.7 3.1 7.4 4.7 9.7 2.0 2.1 2.8

3656 Port Wash· 182 14+25 <l' 76 4.1 5.3 9.6 9.1 3.0 7.2 4.3 9.1 2.1 2.1 2.7
ingtoD.
Wis.

3781 Sheboygan, 198 14+22 <l' 79 4.6 6.2 11.3 9.0 3.0 7.3 4.7 8.4 1.7 2.2 3.0
Wis.

3786 •••••do•••••••• 186 13+21 <l' 78 4.4

1

6.0 11.4 10.0 2.9 7.9 4.7 10.0 2.1 2.1 2.9
3822 •••••do•••••••• 168 13+23 9 68 4.4 6.0 11.2 11.0 3.1 8.0 4.4 9.3 2.1 2.2 3.0
3825 ••..•do•••••••• 191 13+23 <l' 75 4.2 5.6 10.6 9.6 2.9 8.6 4.5 9.5 2.1 2.1 2.8
3854 ••.••do•••••••• 172 13+22 <l' 74

::~Ig:~
10.1 10.1 2.9 8.0 4.1 10.1 2.4 2.1 2.8

3856 •••••do•••••••• 183 . 14+23 <l' 77 10.7 9.6 2.9 7.6 4.5 9.1 2.0 2.2 3.0
4656 Michigan 172 13+23 9 77 4.3 I 5.7 10.1 9.4 2.9 7.7 4.3 7.1 1.6 2.1 2.8

City, Ind. I
Field HIE/HIM

I
Size No. SAIH SAID HIS H/J H/Ad H/R DIE DIM DIS PV/P AV/VDR AR VR PR DC AC Br

-1- --- -
Over 200 187351 3.4 4.6 3.8 2.7 3.8 2.1 3.1 6.7 2.8 2.0 2.8 2.1 1.4 9 10 11 16 1.6 1.0 9

mille· 53080 3.1 3.9 4.0 2.6 3.7 2.1 3.2 6.5 3.1 2.0 2.9 2.0 1.5 9 11 10 16 1.4 1.0 9
meters. 53094 3.5 4.6 4.1 2.8 3.7 2.1 3.7 5.9 3.1 2.1 2.8 2.3 1.7 9 11 11 16 1.5 .92 10

53104 3.3 4.5 4.3 2.6 3.7 2.1 3.3 6.6 3.2 2.0 2.8 2.4 1.6 9 10 10 16 1.3 .90 10
53111 3.2 4.3 4.1 2.7 3.8 2.1 3.3 6.7 3.0 2.0 2.8 2.1 1.7 10 11 12 17 1.4 .95 9
4684 3.3 4.3 4.1 2.7 3.8 2.1 3.2 5. I 3.1 2.0 2.8 2.0 1.5 10 12 11 16 1.5 1.0 8
4685 3.5 4.5 3.9 2.7 3.6 2.0 3.0 6.1 3.0 2.0 2.8 2.2 1.5 9 11 11 16 1.4 .90 9
4686 3.3 4.4 4.0 2.8 3.8 2.1 3.6 6.0 3.0 2.1 2.8 2.3 1.5 10 11 12 15 1.3 .90 9
4687 3.3 4.3 4.0 2.7 3.6 2.0 3.3 7.0 3.1 2.0 2.7 2.0 1.6 9 12 11 16 1.4 .86 9
4688 3.5 4.6 4.0 2.8 3.7 2.1 3.7 5.4 3.1 2.1 2.8 2.5 1.6 9 11 12 16 1.4 1.0 9

Under 200 3375 3.1 4.1 3.8 2.6 3.7 2.1 3.4 6.0 2.9 2.0 2.8 2.0 1.4 9 11 11 16 1.6 .84 9
milli' 3376 3.2 4.3 3.8 2.7 4.1 2.0 3.2 5.6 2.8 2.0 3.1 2.3 1.4 9 11 10 16 1.7 .92 8
meters. 3656 3.1 4.0 3.8 2.5 3.6 2.0 3.1 5.5 2.9 2.0 2.8 1.9 1.2 9 11 11 16 1.6 1.0 8

3781 3.4 4.6 4.0 2.6 3.9 2.0 3.0 6.1 3.0 1.9 2.9 2.4 1.5 9 11 11 16 1.6 .86 8
3786 3.3 4.5 3.9 2.7 3.8 2.1 3.7 6.9 2.9 2.0 2.8 2.2 1.7 9 11 11 15 1.6 .91 9
3822 3.5 4.7 3.8 2.8 4.0 2.1 3.7 6.3 2.8 2.0 2.9 2.1 1.6 10 10 11 15 1.7 1.1 9
3825 3.3 4.4 3.9 2.8 4.0 2.1 4.0 6.9 2.9 2.1 3.0 2.0 1.5 9 11 11 17 1.5 1.0 9
3854 3.3 4.4 3.9 2.7 3.6 2.0 3.5 6.2 2.9 2.0 2.7 2.3 1.6 10 11 11 15 1.4 .95 8
3856 3.2 4.4 3.8 2.7 4.3 2.0 3.3 5.8 2.7 1.9 3.1 2.0 1.4 9 11 11 17 1.6 1.1 9
4656 3.2 4.3 4.0 2.8 4.0 2.1 3.7 6.4 3.0 2.1 3.0 2.2 1.6 10 11 10 16 1.5 .94 9

1 Type, U. S. National Museum number.
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TABLE 34.-Records of the occurrence of Leucichthys reighardi dymondi in Lake Nipigon

[For each record is given, I! known, the date and locality, the kind of gear used to make it
j

the depth of the water where made,
and the total number of preserved specimens examined

2

2

Preserved speci
mens examined

+200mm. -200mm,

Gill-net Depth, in
m~g.e~n fathoms 1------,---Location

Oil Macdiarmid __ ._. __ •• ••• __ • • __ •__• •• ._e. __ '_" ' 1(}-15 1 2

:::::~~:::: :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ._:~~:~_ 3~ 3~ • ~___ ._do•• ., ._. • •• _. ••• •• • • • 6 • _
___ ._do•• _•• __ •• _•••• __•• • • • •• • •__ • • •__ • • ._•• • __ •__ • _
Oil Selwyn Island • • • • • ••• __ • ._. • •••_

g~'RF~i2~I~rafsiiiiid:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: :::::::::: ._~~~. r ~Ombabika Bay •• __ •• •• _. __ •• ._. • •• • • 10 1 • • •
Oil Whltesand Rlver__ •• __ •• _•• • •• • • • • • 25 3 1
Oil Frog Island. •• •• • • • • ••• _ 25 I
Orand Bay •• • eo_eo. 10 1

:::::~~:::: :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~~. 15'~ ~ 1
Off source of Nipigon River_. • • ,_,_,_, 12 3

:::::~g:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ._:~::~. 1(}-~g 2~ .Sandy Bay • • • •• • • • lHl 1
• __ ._do. • • •• .__ 11 2
Unknown_.__ • • • ._. • • • __ e' 2(}-25 1

_____do • • • .______ 4~ .___ _ 3

Rec·
ord Date
No.'

1 Aug. 9,1921
2 July 26,1922
3 Aug. 4,1923
4 Sept. 8, 1923
5 Sept. 10,1923
6 Sept. 6,1923
7 Sept. 3, 1923
8 Sept. 5, 1923
9 June 19,1924

10 Aug. 17,1921
11 June 30,1921
12 Aug. 23,1921
13 Aug. 1,1922
14 July 17,1924
15 Aug. 25,1921
16 July 25,1922
17 July 19,1924
18 Aug. 27, 1921
19 July 23,1924
20 Aug. 15, 1922
21 Oct. 26, 1922

I All but records 2, 13, 16, and 21 are from University of Toronto collections.

TABLE 35.-Numerical expressions of certain systematic characters for the type of the dymondi form of
Leucichthys reighardi from Lake Nipigon and for 17 cotypes, half over 200 millimeters and half
under 200 millimeters long, selected according to size

Size Field Locality Length Rakers Sex Scales L/H L/O L/DB L/AB L/DA L/AT LID L/W D/W SDiH SD/ONo.
--- -----------------------------
Over 200 57273 Nipigon Rlv· 211 13+22 \1 72 3.9 5.1 8.7 9.5 2.7 7.8 3.8 8.1 2.1 1.9 2.5

mIlll- or source.
meters. 57301 __ • __do ____ •__ 238 12+22 0' 73 3.9 4.8 8.8 9.0 3.0 8.0 4.0 8.8 2.1 2.0 2.4

57304 _•• __do __ • ____ 268 13+21 0' 7I 8.9 5.1 9.7 9.9 2.9 7.4 3.8 9.2 2.4 2.0 2.6
57309 __ ._.do_. __ ._. 261 12+21 0' 68 3.8 5.1 8.0 9.0 2.9 8.7 3.7 8.4 2.2 1.9 2.5

'57467 Macdiarmid, 227 12+20 \1 69 3.7 4.9 9.0 9.1 2.9 8.4 3.8 8.7 2.2 1.8 2.4
Ontario.

57499 ___ ._do_____ ._ 225 12+23 0' 71 4.0 5.1 8.3 8.2 2.8 9.3 3.8 8.3 2.1 1.9 2.5
67501 _. ___do. __ •••• 238 13+22 \1 70 3.7 5.1 8.5 8.5 3.0 7.6 3.9 8.8 2.2 1.9 2.6
57595 • ____do. __ •••_ 223 13+22 \1 64 3.5 4.6 9.6 9.7 3.0 8.2 3.7 8.2 2.2 1.8 2.4
57657 ____ .do___ ._._ 225 13+21 \1 70 3.7 5.1 9.6 8.8 2.7 9.0 3.7 8.0 2.1 1.9 2.6

Under 200 57267 Nipigon Rlv· 197 13+23 0' 68 3.6 4.6 8.7 8.2 2.7 7.8 3.9 8.5 2.1 1.8 2.4
milli- er source.
meters. 57667 Macdiarmid, 169 13+21 Im.O' 71 3.8 4.9 8.6 8.8 2.8 8.0 4.1 8.8 2.1 1.9 2.5

Ontario.
57721 •____do•• __ ••• 200 13+23 1m. \1 74 3.9 5.0 10.5 9.5 2.9 8.6 4.3 9.3 2.1 2.0 2.6
63069 ~.??_._--_._-- 190 11+21 0' 67 3.9 5.0 9.5 9.6 3.0 8.2 4.2 7.0 1.6 1.9 2.5
63076 1 ___ ._•••• __ 195 13+21 \1 70 3.7 4.7 8.8 9.2 2.9 7.8 3.8 6.7 1.7 1.9 2.3
N70 Orlcnt Bay__ 181 12+23 0' 66 3.6 5.0 8.9 9.5 2.9 8.6 3.9 9.0 2.3 1.8 2.5

N105 Sandy Bay.__ 185 13+22 \1 72 3.9 5.4 10.0 9.8 2.9 7.4 4.0 9.2 2.3 1.9 2.6
NI019 Humboldt 175 13+22 0' 73 3.9 5.1 9.7 10.1 2.9 8.3 3.8 9.2 2.3 2.0 2.5

Bay.
13+21 10.3NI077 Orient Bay_._ 145 1m. 9 74 3.6 4.8 10.2 3.0 7.6 4.8 9.0 1.8 1.8 2.4

-. . _." ...

I Type, U. 8. National Museum No. 88353.
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TABLE 35.-Numerical expressions of certain systematic characters for the type of the dymondi form of
Leucichthys reighardi from Lake Nipigon and for 17 cotypes, half over 200 millimeters and half
under 200 millimeters long, selected according tosize--Continued

Size Field BAfH BA/O HIE HIM HIS HIJ HIAd HIR OlE °IM °IS PVIP AVIV DR AR VR PR DC AC BrNo.
---- ------------ - -- - ---- - - - - ---- -

Over 200 57273 3.0 3.9 4.0 2.6 3.5 1.8 3.1 5.3 3.1 2.0 2.7 1.7 1.6 11 11 10 15 1.4 1.1 9
mill!- 57301 3.0 3.7 4.0 2.4 3.5 2.0 3.3 5.3 3.2 1.9 2.8 1.7 1.3 11 12 11 16 1.6 1.1 9
meters. 57304 3.0 3.9 4.5 2.5 3.5 1.9 3.0 5.6 3.4 1.9 2.7 1.6 1.3 11 12 11 16 1.7 1.1 9

573011 3.0 4.0 4.4 2.5 3.6 2.0 3.3 6.5 3.4 1.9 2.8 1.5 1.6 11 11 11 15 1.4 1.0 9
157467 2.9 3.9 4.2 2.3 3.5 1.9 3.2 5.0 3.2 1.7 2.6 1.6 1.5 10 12 11 16 1.5 1.0 9
57499 3.1 4.0 4.0 2.5 3.4 1.9 3.5 6.0 3.1 1.9 2.6 1.8 1.6 11 12 11 16 1.4 .96 9
57501 2.9 4.0 4.2 2.5 3.6 1.9 4.0 5.6 3.1 1.8 2.6 1.9 1.5 11 12 11 16 1.5 .99 10
57595 2.8 3.7 4.1 2.4 3.6 1.9 3.4 5.6 3.2 1.9 2.7 1.8 1.5 10 11 11 16 1.6 1.0 10
57657 2.9 4.0 4.0 2.5 4.0 2.0 3.6 5.8 2.9 1.9 2.9 1.5 1.5 9 11 11 16 1.6 1.0 10

Under 200 57267 2.8 3.7 3.8 2.4 3.6 1.8 3.3 4.8 3.0 1.8 2.8 1.6 1.4 10 11 11 16 1.6 1. (). 9
mllli- 57667 2.9 3.7 3.7 2.4 3.7 1.8 3.6 5.6 2.8 1.8 2.8 1.5 1.4 10 12 11 17 1.6 1.0 9
meters. 57721 3.0 4.0 3.9 2.4 3.6 1.9 3.9 5.3 3.0 1.8 2.8 1.7 1.4 10 10 11 16 1.9 1.1 10

63069 3.1 3.7 3.9 2.4 3.6 1.9 3.2 5.1 3.1 1.8 2.8 1.5 1.5 10 11 10 15 1.8 1.1 9
63076 3.0 3.8 3.7 2.3 3.4 1.8 3.6 5.0 3.0 1.9 2.7 1.8 1.5 10 10 11 16 1.5 1.0 9
N70 2.8 3.8 4.0 2.4 3.8 2.0 3.5 4.8 2.9 1.8 2.8 1.6 1.4 10 11 11 16 1.4 1.1 9

NI05 3.0 4.1 3.9 2.5 3.9 1.9 3.0 5.7 2.8 1.8 2.8 1.8 1.5 10 12 11 16 1.9 1.1 8
N1019 3.0 4.0 3.7 2.5 3.7 1.9 3.6 5.1 2.8 1.9 2.8 1.8 1.4 10 10 11 15 1.8 1.1 10
NI077 2.8 3.7 3.7 2.6 3.7 2.0 3.5 5.1 2.7 1.9 2.7 1.6 1.3 9 10 11 16 2.0 1.2 10

1Type, U. S. National Museum No. 88353.

TABLE 36.-Records of the occurrence of Leucichthys reighardi dymondi in Lake Superior

[For each record is given, if known, the date and locality, the kind of gear used to make it, the depth of water and character Of
the bottom where made, the abundance of this species in the llft, and the number of preserved specimens examined]

Gill- Per- PreservedRec- net Depth,Port from which nets ord Date Location mesh, in Bottom centage specimens
were set No. in fathoms of examined,

inches relghardi +200mm.

Ontonagon, Mich ____ 1 Aug. 24,1921 21 miles west__________________ 2~,2~ 11H5 Red clay______ (1) 4
2 Aug. 26,1921 6 miles NNW_________________

2~,2~ 20-38 Sand, clay____ (I~ 1
Apostle Islands, Wis_ 3 July 11,1922 Between Cat and South Twin 2~,2~ 15-20 Sand__________ (I 2

Islands.
Duluth, Minn _______ 4 July 17,1922 20 miles NE. by E ____________ 2% 30-40 _____do________ f) ----------2
Grand Marai~Minn_ 5 Sept. 14, 1921 OII Terrace Point. ____________ 2~,2~ 3lHl5 Clay. _________ 1)
Port Arthur, ntario_ 6 July 20, 1922 Black Bay____________________ (.) 8 Mud__________ f) 3

7 Nov. 25,1922 Thunder Bay, between Pie 2~ ---.- --- --- ----- .) 100
and Welcome Islands.

8 Sept. 15, 1923 North of Sllver Island_________ 2~ 14
Mud__________

65 21
9

____ .do_______
Thunder Bay, oII Thunder 2~ 31 Brownlsh-grny 50 33

Cape. clay.
10 Sept. 17,1923 Thunder Bay, north of Wel- 2~ 11

_____ do________
81 14

come Islands.
11

_____do _______
Thunder Bay, south of Wei· 2~ 23 Clay____ • _____ 92 28

come Islands.
12 Sept. 19, 1923 Thunder Bay, 01I Sawyer Bay_ 2~ 49 Brownish-gray 32 15

Rossport, Ontario____ Mar. 10,1922
clay.

13 -Moffat-StraiC:::::::::::::::: (~ ------4:- ----------------

"!1j
1

14 Aug. 5,1922 - .. -_ .... ------ ---- 7
15

_____ do _______ Armour Harbor_______________ 8) 4 .._-------- ------ I
16 Aug. 10, 1922 MolIat Strait.. ____________ • __ 8) 4 .... -------------- 5
17

____ .do_____"__ Crow Point ___________________ 8) 4 -Ciay;sand::::: 1) 1
18 Sept. 26, 1923 MolIat Strait. ________________

2~ 13-14 17 5
19 Sept. 29, 1923 01I Salter Island_ •• ___________ 2~ 42

Clay__________ (1) "
1 Only specimens taken in lift. , Rare. 1 Pound net. • Lift not examined.



GREAT LAKES COREGONIDS 591

TABLE 37.-Numerical expressions of certain systematic characters for 10 specimens of Leucichthys
reighardi dymondi from Lake Superior, selected at random

Field Locality Length Rakers Sex Scales L/H L/O L/DB L/AB L/DA L/AT LID L/W D/W SD/H SD/O SAlHNo.
-------------------------------

li9139 Port Arthur, On·tarlo_•• _______• 225 13+23 a' 68 4.0 5.5 9.7 8.6 2.8 8.5 4.2 7.7 1.8 1.9 2.6 3.0
li9162 •____do___••...__ ._ 215 14+23 I;' 68 3.9 5.5 9.6 9.7 2.9 7.4 3.7 7.6 2.0 1.9 2.7 3.0
li9174 •____do_._•• ___• __ 235 13+24 a' 72 4.1 5.8 10.9 10.6 2.6 7.1 4.4 8.3 1.8 2.0 2.8 3.2
li9180 __ ••_do___ ••••_. __ 223 13+21 a' 69 3.9 5.3 S.5 9.7 2.7 7.1 4.3 7.1 1.6 2.0 2.6 2.9
li9181 __••_do____ •••____ 223 13+24 I;' 73 4.0 5.3 9.6 8.9 '2.6 7.3 4.1 8.2 2.0 I.S 2.4 3.0
li9186

_____do___•________
217 13+23 a' 71 3.S 5.2 9.8 9.0 2.9 7.9 3.9 7.4 I.S 1.9 2.6 3.0

li9197 _____do.._________ 222 12+24 I;' 74 3.8 5.1 8.7 10.0 2.7 8.5 4.0 8.2 2.0 2.0 2.6 2.9
li919S _____do____ ••••___ 235 13+21 I;' 74 4.1 5.5 9.4 9.8 2.7 7.5 4.1 8.7 2.1 2.0 2.7 3.1
li9208 " ___do__• ________ 211 13+21 a' 73 4.0 5.3 8.7 8.3 2.8 9.1 3.9 7.5 1.9 2.0 2.6 3.1
li921S

_.___do___________
237 12+23 a' 73 3.S 5.6 9.1 8.5 2.S 8.7 4.0 7.4 I.S 1.9' 2.7 3.0

Field Locality BAIO H/E HIM HIS H/J H/Ad H/R o/El o/M °IB PV/P AVIV DR AR VR PR DO AO BrNo.
----------------------- - - - ---- -

li9139 Port Arthur, On-tario __ •____• ___ 4.1 4.0 2.5 3.7 2.1 3.5 6.3 2.9 1.8 2.7 I.S 1.5 10 12 11 16 1.6 0.89 9
li9162 • ___ .do_••____ ._._. 4.2 3.9 2.6 4.1 2.0 3.S 5.5 2.8 1.8 2.9 1.7 1.5 11 12 12 16 1.7 1.0 9
li9174

_____do.__________•
4.5 4.0 2.5 3.S 2.0 3.5 5.6 2.S 1.8 2.7 1.9 1.4 11 12 12 17 I.S 1.0 10

li9180
_____do,__•• _______

3.9 3.9 2.5 3.8 2.0 3.2 5.5 2.9 1.9 2.8 1.7 1.4 11 11 11 17 1.4 1.0 9
li91S1 ••••_do____••__ • ___ 4.0 4.1 2.5 3.7 2.0 4.2 5.6 3.0 I.S 2.8 2.0 1.5 10 13 12 17 1.4 .86 10
59186 ___ • _do____• _______ 4.1 4.1 2.4 3.6 2.1 3.7 5.9 3.0 1.8 2.7 1.7 1.3 11 12 11 15 1.7 1.0 9
li9197 _••__do______ •• ____ 3.9" 4.0 2.5 3.5 2.0 4.0 5.7 3.0 I.S 2.6 1.8 1.3 10 11 11 14 1.4 1.0 9
li9198 . ____do__••_••_. ___ 4.3 4.0 2.5 3.S 2.0 3.6 5.7 3.0 I.S 2.S 1.9 1.5 10 12 11 15 1.4 .91 9
li920S __ •••do.__••••• ____ 4.1 3.9 2.5 3.7 2.0 3.6 5.7 2.9 1.9 2.S I.S 1.6 10 11 12 17 1.4 1.0 S
li921S __ ._.do___•••••____ 4.4 4.3 2.5 4.0 2.1 4.0 5.4 3.0 1.7 2.7 1.6 1.6 10 12 11 16 1.4 .92 9

TABLE 38.-Records of the occurrence of Leucichthys reighardi in Lake Ontario

{ior each record Is given, If known, the date and localitYrthe kind of gear used to make It, the depth of the water and character of
the' bottom where made, the abundance of this spec es In the lift, and the total number of preserved specimens examined]

Preserved
GIll- specimens

Port from wWch nets Rec· net Depth, Abun· examined
were set ord Date Locality mesh, In Bottom danceNo. In fathoms

Inches +200 -200
mm. mm.

--
Brighton, Ontario____ 1 June 10, 1921 20 miles S. by W. from the 2~ 40-50 Mud_______ Common__ IS -_ ... - ..

light.
2 June 16,1921 _____do•••_____• ____••_••••_ 2~ 40-50 _. ___do. _• __ __.do. __.'. 16 .. ..........

Sandy Pond, N. Y •• _ 3 Aug. 24, 1923 9 miles west.__• ____ •_____ •• 3 25-30 _____do. ____ Occasional 13 ------
4 Aug. 30, 1923 14 miles west_. ______ •______ 2~, 3}2 60 Clay and ••_do•• ____ 10 .._----

mud.
Selkirk, N. Y••••___._ 5 July 11,1921 5 miles NNW. olI Nine· 3 25-35 Blue clay._ Rare••_••• 4 .........-..

Mile Point.
Osweg~N. Y ••__.... 6 S~t. 1,1923 OlI Nlne·Mlle Polnt____••• 3 30 Brown cia!. Common._ 1 ..- ........
Sodus oint. N. Y._._ 7 J Y 12,1921 S}2 miles NNW_._•••___••• 2}2, 2~ 60 Mud an Rare __• __• 3 ............

clay.
Oharlotte, N. Y _••••• S July 4,1921 7 miles olI Braddock Point 2}2, 2~ 65 Blue and _••do •••••• 1 ......_- ..

Light. brown
clay__••••

Wilson, N. Y_._••• __ • 9 June 23, 1921 3 miles north_. ____ •___••••• 2~,2~ 30 Brown clay_ __.do•• _._. 2 ....... _--
10 July 19,1921 6}i miles N. by W.}2 W ••• 2}2, ~~ 65 •• __ .do. ____ ___do_____• 2 ----·211 July 21, 1921 2 miles north.____ ••• __••___ 20 ......-------- ..- Common_. 6

94995-29-20
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fABLE 39.-Numerical expressions of certain systematic characters for 10 specimens of Leucichthys
reighardi from Lake Ontario, selected according to size

r

Field Locality Length Rakers 8ex Scales L/H L/O L/DB LIAR LfDA L/AT LID L/W D/W SD/H SD/O SA/H SA/ONo.

---------------------------------
~166 Brighton,

Ontario ___ 225 13+25 cJ' 85 4.7 6.4 9.6 10.0 2.8 7.7 4.5 9.0 1.9 2.3 3.1 3.7 4.9
53179 . ____do_______

228 12+22 cJ' 80 4.6 6.1 9.9 9.8 2.9 7.3 4.6 8.7 1.8 2.2 3.0 3.5 4.7
53934 _____do__••••_ 216 13+23 cJ' 76 4.5 6.3 9.7 9.1 2.7 7.4 4.4 8.6 1.9 2.3 3.1 3.5 4.8
53W7

_____do_______
240 14+23 I;l 76 4.7 6.4 10.3 10.0 2.7 8.0 4.2 8.0 1.9 2.4 3.3 3.6 4.9

53942
_____do_______

215 14+23 cJ' 75 4.3 5.9 10.2 9.3 3.0 7.6 4.0 7.6 1.8 2.0 2.7 3.4 4.7
53952 _____do_______ 240 12+21 cJ' 74 4.5 6.1 10.4 10.9 2.7 8.0 4.1 8.5 2.0 2.3 3.2 3.4 4.7
53956 __ . __do_______

257 13+23 cJ' 78 4.6 6.4 10.7 9.1 2.8 8.2 3.7 7.3 1.9 2.3 3.2 3.7 5.1
53982 Wilson,N.Y_ 208 14+24 I;l 72 4.3 5.9 10.9 9.5 2.8 7.1 4.3 7.4 1.7 2.2 3.0 3.3 4.5
53996 _____do:______ 203 14+24 I;l 80 4.5 6.0 10.5 9.2 2.9 7.8 4.6 7.2 1.5 2.2 2.9 3.5 4.7
54080

_____do_______
240 13+24 cJ' 75 4.6 5.9 10.5 9.5 2.8 8.4 4.0 7.5 1.8 2.4 3.1 3.4 4.5

Field Locality HIE HIM HIS HIJ HIAd HIR OlE OIM OIS PV/P AVIV DR AR VR PR DC AC BNo.

-- ------------------ - - - - ---- -
53166 Brighton, Ontario ______ 4.2 2.8 3.9 2.1 3.3 5.7 3.1 2.1 2.9 2.5 1.8 11 10 11 15 1.2 0.92 9
53179

_____do__________________
4.1 2.8 3.8 2.2 2.7 7.9 3.1 2.1 2.8 2.2 1.6 11 11 II 16 1.4 1.0 9

53934 _____do__________________ 4.0 2.9 3.6 2.1 3.1 6.7 2.9 2.1 2.6 2.3 1.5 10 12 11 17 1.4 .89 7
53937

__ • __do______ •___________
4.2 2.8 3.8 2.1 4.2 7.0 3.1 2.0 2.8 2.7 1.5 10 11 11 17 1.4 1.0 9

53942
_____do__________________

4.2 2.9 4.0 2.1 3.2 6.1 3.1 2.1 3.0 2.3 1.7 9 11 11 15 1.4 .94 \)
53952

_____do_________________ •
4.4 2.8 3.7 2.3 3.3 7.0 3.2 2.0 2.7 2.1 1.4 \} 9 11 16 1.6 1.1 S

53956
_____do____ •_____________

4.2 2.7 3.9 2.1 3.6 7.6 3.0 2.0 2.8 2.3 1.6 8 11 12 16 1.5 .96 9
53982 Wilson, N. Y ___________ 4.2 2.9 4.2 2.1 3.4 6.8 3.1 2.1 3.1 2.3 1.5 9 12 10 16 1.6 .96 8
53996 . ____do___ • ________ • _____ 4.2 2.8 3.7 2.1 3.1 6.5 3.0 2.1 2.8 2.4 1.6 11 12 10 16 1.4 .90 9
54080

_____do__ •• ______________
4.3 2.6 3.4 2.1 3.2 6.4 3.3· 2.0 2.6 2.41 1.4 9 10 11 15 1.4 .90 8

."

TABLE 40.-Records of the occurrence of Leucichthys nigripinnis in Lake Michigan

[For each record Is given, if known, the date and locality, the kInd of gear used to make it, the depth of the water and character
of the bottom where made, the weight of the lift and the abundance of this species In It, and the total number or preserved
specimens examined)

Port from wblch nets ~~g'
were set No.

Date Location
GiII·net Depth Weight
mesh, in' Bottom of 11ft,
in~~es fathoms in

pounds

Per·
cent
age of
nigri
pinnis

Preserved
specimens
examined

1

4

la
1
3
1

1

(I)

(I)

(I)

(I)200

1,400

..

71-90 Clay, 900 (1) 2-
mud.

60-70 Mud_. ___ 50 (1) 1

65-48 Clay __ •• _ 285 (1) 2

60-80
Mud_____ ........... _- ~'} 5.

50 -Re,i'aiiy=-------- ') 5
60 250 (I) 2

80-90 - ....-----_ .. - ._ ... _---- -------- --------_ ...-

30-40 Clay_._•• • _

30-40 MUd, clay 535

80-90
60

2;l4" 40-60 do • __
2;l4" 40-65 Clay__ ._.
2% 35-60 Red clay _ 375
2% 60-70 ••_. ._.. 200

2;l4" 60-70 Blue clay_

2% 40-60 Mud _

. .._2~ .50--55. Clay..... _•• (') 5.
2;l4" 60-70 do__ .__ (') 4
4Ys 40-80 do ' __ '_" __ '

Port Washington,
Wis.

Washington Harbor,
-Wis.

Sturgeon Bay, Wls __ •

Milwaukee, Wis__• _

Wm. Lahmann '_.

1 Aug. 19, 1920•••• __ 20 miles E. ~ N. of 2~, 2%
Rock Island.

2 Aug. 23, 1920 12 miles E. by S. of 2%,2;l4"
ship-channel·mouth.

3 Sept. 25, 1920 18 miles E: :liS ._ 2~

4 May 26,1922_. 24 miles E. by N______ 3:li
5 Mar. 24, 1919______ 2:li
6 Sept. 23, 1920 27 miles ESE_________ 2:li
7 December-Jan- 40 miles ESE __

uary.C. Tamms__ 8 Aprll-June do_ .. • _
Racine, Wis.; - C. 9 January Off city _

Hyttel, sr.
Michigan City, Ind__ 10 Sept. 3, 1920 • __ 22 miles NW. by N.

:li N.
11 Oct. 11, 1920.. 20 miles N. by W.

;l4"W. -.
12.. .Mar•.20,-1919..._._ .12 miles west.••_.__••
13 Aug. 30, 1920. 17 miles W. ~ 8 _
14 December-Jan- 5-8 mileswest _

uary.

15 Oct. 4, 1920.. _

Orand Haven, Mich••
LUdington, Mich ._
Manistee, Mich.,

Peter Petersen;
Hans P. Petersen.

Frankfort, Mich ••_

Northport, Mlch _

17
Charlevoix, Mlch. • 18

19
Manistique, Mich.___ 20

9 miles north or Point
Betsie.

16 June 22,1920 5 miles nortilwest of
Cathcad Light.July 31,1923 do _

June 30,1920 3 miles northwcst.. _
Aug. 11,1923. 3 miles NW.:li W _
Aug. 12, 1920 15 miles SE. by S.

~S.Chicago, TI1.' • ._ ••_. •••• • • __

I Rare.
J Lift not examined or percentage not ascertained.

a See note, Table 20.
, Field Museum collection, borrowed specimens.
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TABLE 41.-Numerical expressions of certain systematic characters for 10 specimens of Leucichthys
nigripinnis from Lake Michigan, selected according to locality

Field Locality Length Rakers Sex Scales LIH LIO L/DB L/AB LIDA LIAT LID LIW D/W SDIH SDIO SAIHNo.

------ -- ------------------------
1564 Grand Haven,Mlch__________ 272 18+31 '? 81 4.3 5.7 8.0 9.0 2.5 8.3 3.4 6.4 1.9 2.1 2.8 3.2
1684 Milwaukee, Wls_ 274 18+32 1m. rJ 86 4.4 6.0 9.4 8.8 2.7 7.7 3.4 6.8 2.0 2.1 3.0 3.3
1686 _____do___________ 265 19+31 1m. '? 81 4.4 6.3 9.8 9.2 2.9 7.6 3.8 6.4 1.6 2.1 3.0 3.3
2891 Charlevoix,Mlch__________ 286 16+30 '? 77 4.1 5.6 9.1 8.6 2.8 8.1 3.5 7.1 2.0 2.0 2.7 3.2
3203 Washington Har-

bor, Wis_______ 262 16+30 rJ 81 4.3 5.6 9.7 8.4 2.7 8.8 3.9 8.4 2.1 2.1 2.7 3.2
3305 Sturgeon Bay,Wls ___________ 254 19+29 rJ 78 4.1 5.4 8.7 8.7 2.7 7.6 4.1 7.9 1.9 2.0 2.7 3.1
3397 Ludington,Mlch__________ 294 19+32 c1' 85 4.2 6.0 9.7 8.8 2.9 7.3 4.2 8.9 2.0 2.0 2.8 3.2
3550 Michigan City,lnd____________

259 18+34 1m. Cjl 83 4.3 6.1 9.5 8.6 2.7 7.6 4.1 8.0 1.9 2.1 3.0 3.3
3684 Port Washington,

Wls•• _______ ._ 294 16+28 '? 82 4.4 6.2 8.9 9.2 2.7 7.7 3.8 7.7 2.0 2.1 3.0 3.3
3987 Frankfort, Mlch_ 300 17+30 '? 87 4.4 6.0 8.8 9.4 2.6 7.7 3.9 7.9 1.9 2.2 3.0 3.4

Field Locality SAIO HIE HIM HIS HIJ HIAd H/R OlE °IM °IS PV/P AVIV DR AR VR PR DC AC BrNo.
---------------------- - - - - ---- -

1564 Grand Haven,
Mich.__________ 4.3 4.3 2.7 3.8 2.0 3.9 5.1 3.2 2.0 2.9 1.8 1.3 11 12 12 17 1.3 1.0 8

1684 Milwaukee, Wls_ 4.6 4.2 2.6 3.7 2.0 3.3 5.6 3.1 1.8 2.7 1.8 1.4 10 12 12 17 1.5 1.0 9
1686

_____do____________
4.7 4.4 2.6 3.7 2.0 3.2 4.9 3.1 1.8 2.6 1.8 1.4 10 11 12 15 1.7 1.0 8

2891 Charlevoix, Mich_ 4.3 .4.4 2.7 3.7 2.0 3.4 6.8 3.2 2.0 2.7 1.7 1.4 10 12 11 18 1.6 .99 10
3203 Washington Har·

bor, Wls _______ 4.2 4.0 2.7 3.5 2.0 3.5 5.5 3.1 2.0 2.7 1.6 1.5 10 13 11 17 1.8 .94 8
3305 Sturgeon Bay,Wls____________

4.2 4.2 2.6 3.6 2.0 3.3 5.0 3.1 2.0 2.8 1.6 1.3 11 12 12 18 1.5 1.0 8
3397 Ludington, Mich_ 4.5 4.3 2.7 3.9 2.0 3.2 5.5 3.0 1.9 2.8 1.6 1.4 10 12 11 15 1.7 1.0 9
3550 Michigan City,Ind ____________ 4.7 4.3 2.7 3.9 2.0 3.3 5.9 3.0 1.9 2.7 1.6 1.4 10 13 11 16 1.6 .93 9
3684 Port Washington,Wls____________ 4.7 4.4 2.6 4.1 1.9 2.9 5.4 3.1 1.8 2.9 1.8 1.3 10 12 11 17 1.5 1.0 9
3987 Franklort, Mich__ 4.6 4.4 2.6 3.7 2.0 3.3 6.0 3.2 1.9 2.7 1.7 1.5 10 11 112 17 1.5 .99 9

TABLE 42.-Records of the occurrence of LeucichthY8 nigripinnis in Lake Huron

[For each record is given, II known, thc date and iocality/ the kind 01 gear used to make it, the depth 01 the water and character
of the bottom where made, the weight of the IJtt ana the abundance of this species In it, and the total number of preserved
specimens examined]

Rec- Gill-net Depth, Weight Per- Preserved
Port from which nets mesh, of lift, specimens

were set ord Date Location in In Bottom in cent- examined,No. Inches fathoms pounds age +200mm.

---------
Lake Huron pro~r:

2~ 35- 50 Clay____
(l~ 1Cheboygan, ich_ 1 July 21,1917 5 miles north of Spectacle Reef. _.. _- .. ---

Rogers, M lch_____ 2 July 24,1917 -ss-Uilies-eastoTcan-i>uo;;;====== 2~ 60- 70 _._do____ ---_ ........ ~:) 3
Alpena, Mlch ____ 3 Aug. 13, 1917 2~ 70- 80 ___do____ 1,470 10

4 Sept. 7, 1917 Center oflake east ofcan buoy _ 28, 70- 80
___do____

3,250 45 3
5 Sept. 10,1917 Center 01 lake northeast 01 can 2~ 60- 70 ___do____ 1,300 12 --_ .. _- .. - .. _-

buoy.
2~6 Sept. 12, 19i7 Center oflakeeast olcan buoy. 65- 80 ___do ____ 2,610 30 -----------

7 Sept. 14, 1917 Center of lake northeast of can 2~ 65- 80 ___ do ____ 1,200 10 1
buoy.

2~8 Sept. 17,1917
_____do. ______________________ •

60- 70 ___do_. __ ................. 18 .. .............. - ....
9 Sept. 21,1917 Center oflake east of can buoy _ 2~ 65- 70

___do ____
-------- 55 9

10 Sept. 24,1917
__ __ _do _________________•• _____

2~ 65- 80 ___do____ -_ .. _---- 63 .... - .................
11 Sept. 26,1917

_____do ________________________

~~
65- 80 ___do ____ ------_ .. 30 -----··---412 Oct. 17,1917

_____do ________________________
65- 80

___do ____ -------- 45
13 Oct. 20,1917 ____ .do________________________

2~ 65- 80 • __do. ___ .. _--- ...- 55 8
14 Aug. 30,1919 18 miles N. by E. ~ E. of 2, 60- 64

___do ____ ------ ... - 10 2
Thunder Bay Island.

215 Sept. 3,1919 28 miles E.~ S. of can buoy__ 2~ 60-64 ___do ____
.... ------ 10

16 Aug. 7,1920 19 miles NE.~N. of Thunder 2" 60- 65 • __do____ 3,500 Ii .. .......................
Bay Island.

17 June 28,1923 19 miles northeast of Thunder 2" 60- 70 ---_ ........ _-- 2,100 75 ------ .. ---.
Bay Island•

I Rare. • Lift not examined or percentage not ascertained.
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TABLE 42.-Records oj the occurrence oj Leucichthys nigripinnis in Lake Huron-Continued

Rec- Gill-net Depth, Weight Per- Preserved
Port from which nets ord Date Location mesh, In Bottom of .lift, cent- specimens

were set No. In fathoms In age examined,
Inches pounds +200mm.

------
Lake Huron proper-

Continued.
Alpena, Mlch_____ 18 June 30,1923 17 miles NE. by N.~N. of 2~ 65- 70 Clay_ •• _ 1,600 24 7

Thunder Bay Island.
19 July 2,1923 20 miles E. br N. of can buoy_ 2~ 60- 70

___do____
2,000 82 3

20 July 5,1923 18 miles NE.~E. of Thunder 2~ 80-100 ___do____ 6,000 90 7
Bay Island.

21 July 7,1923 13 miles NE.~N. of Thunder 2~ 60
___do____

1,400 15 2
Bay Island.

Harbor Beach, 22 Oct. 27,1917 35 miles NE. byN.~.ofclty_ 2~ 50 ___do. ___ 1,183 (I) 1
Mich.

Georgian Bay:
July 30,1919 21 miles east of Surprise Shoal. Mud____ (I)Lions Head, On- 23 3 60 400 5

tarlo. 24 Oct. 6,1919 Off White Bluff_______________ 3 70
___do____

425 95 10
Wlarton, Ontarlo_ 25 Nov. 6,1917 6~ miles northeast of Grltfith 3 45--60 __ .do. ___

----- ..- .. (') 2
Island.

26 July 28,1919 Off Cape Croker______________ 3 52 ___do____ 500 ~I) 4
27 June 10,1922

_____do_______________ • ________
3 - .. -- ..... _- ---------- -------.. ') 47

28 June 26,1923
_____do_________ • ______________

3 -------- ---------- .... _.... _-- (') 3

1 Rare. , Lift not examined or percentage not ascertained.

TABLE 43.-Numerical expressions oj certain systematic characters Jor 10 specimens oj Leucichthys
nigripinnis Jrom Lake Huron, selected according to size

Field Locality Length Sex Rakers Scales L/H LIO L/DB L/AB L/DA L/AT LID L/W DIW SDIH SDIO SAIHNo.

-------------------------------
129 Alpena, Mlch __ 320 9 16+28 78 4.3 6.0 9.3 9.3 2.9 8.0 3.5 7.2 2.0 2.1 2.9 3.4
130

_____do__________ 340 9 19+32 80 4.2 5.6 8.9 9.7 2.6 8.5 3.4 6.1 1.7 2.1 2.8 3.3
204

_____do__________
290 0' 18+33 77 4.1 5.6 8.0 8.3 2.7 8.2 4.1 8.0 1.9 2.0 2.8 3.1

205
_____do__________

312 9 16+30 79 4.1 5.5 8.7 9.6 2.6 7.8 3.6 7.4 1.9 2.0 2.7 3.1
763

_____do__________
304 0' 16+31 82 3.9 5.5 8.7 9.3 2.8 8.3 3.8 8.0 2.1 1.8 2.6 3.0

770
_____do__________

297 0' 17+30 83 4.1 5.5 8.7 8.2 2.8 7.7 3.5 7.4 2.1 2.0 2.6 3.0
771

_____do__________
302 9 17+30 78 4.0 5.5 7.7 7.3 2.5 7.7 3.6 7.4 2.0 1.9 2.7 2.9

772 ____.do_____ • ____ 303 9 18+32 85 4.0 5.7 8.8 8.3 2.7 8.1 3.9 7.9 2.0 2.0 2.8 3.1
800

_____do__________ 255 9 18+32 77 4.0 5.6 8.9 9.1 2.9 9.0 4.2 7.8 1.8 2.0 2.7 3.1
1165

_____do__________
314 9 17+30 85 4.1 5.7 9.5 9.3 2.7 7.8 4.0 6.5 1.6 1.9 2.7 3.1

Field Locality SA/O HIE HIM HIS H/J H/Ad H/RIO/E OIM OIS PV/P AVIV DR AR VR PR DC AC BrNo.

129 Alpena, Mlch____ 4.7 4.1 2.6 3.6 1.9 3.6 4.7 3.0 1.8 2.6 1.7 1.4 10 11 12 16 1.6 1.0 9
130

_____do____________
4.4 4.2 2.7 3.6 2.0 3.7 5.3 3.2 2.0 2.7 1.8 1.6 10 11 11 18 1.3 .97 10

204
_____do_______ • ____

4.3 4.0 2.5 3.7 1.9 3.6 4.6 3.0 1.9 2.7 1.6 1.3 11 13 12 16 1.4 .94 8
205

_____do____________
4.2 4.1 2.6 3.5 2.0 3.5 5.1 3.0 1.9 2.6 1.7 1.5 10 11 12 15 1.4 1.0 9

763
_____do________ • ___

4.3 4.1 2.7 3.7 2.1 3.7 4.2 2.9 1.9 2.6 1.6 1.5 10 12 11 18 1.5 .98 9
770

_____do____________
4.1 3.9 2.5 3.5 1.9 3.2 4.5 2.9 1.8 2.6 1.6 1.0 11 12 11 17 1.5 .97 9

771
_____ do____________

4.1 4.0 2.5 3.7 1.9 3.4 4.5 2.8 1.8 2.7 1.5 1.3 11 13 11 17 1.3 .84 10
772

_____do____________
4.3 4.2 2.6 3.8 2.0 3.2 4.2 3.0 1.9 2.7 1.7 1.3 11 11 12 17 1.4 .92 10

800
_____do____________

4.4 4.1 2.4 3.6 1.9 3.9 6.2 3.0 1.8 2.6 1.7 1.3 10 11 11 16 1.5 .92 9
965

____ .do.___________
4.3 4.1 2.6 3.8 2.0 3.6 4.8 3.0 1.9 2.8 1.7 1.3 10 11 112 17 1.6 1.0 8

I
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TABLE 44.-Records of the occurrence of Leucichthys nigripinnis cyanopterus in Lake Superior

[For each record is given, if known, the date and locality, the kind and quantity of gear used to make ItI ~he depth of the water
and the character of bottom where made, the number of the fish gilled in the netting, the percentege of tms species among them.
and the total number of preserved specimens examined)

,J:l'

~ ~
....

"C'm
"' ..0 ",l'l~

~
~~ ..og

Port from E.g ........ .... gj, 1>"'",
.8m oilS III ~~ ~.~ "E.Swhich nets '" Date Location 11-8 Bottom ,J:l ....

~ :·Sao£lo
~~

l'l._
were set g ~.8 iBtbS·8 "" '€l,

~'a ~~~'" '" ~ Zp:; Cl A Z p.
- ------

Bault Bte. Marie, 1 June 14, 1922•••• 10 miles NW. by W. 2~,2~ 38 Moo_ .. _____ ........ ___ 1,800 2 200 1 2
Mich. U W. of Point iro-

quois Light in
Whitefish Bay.

4~ +65Grand Marais, 2 Oct. 3, 1917••••.• _ .... - .... --_ .. -_ .. -_ .. -oo .. ____ --- .. _----_.......... - - .....---- ---- -- .. --- -oo .. - .. - 25
Mich.

Ohas. Mae- 3 Aprll- October, .......... -_ .. -_ ......- --- --_ .... - 3U +65 Olay•••••••••• - ......... -- ..--- ------ ------ ......_-_ ..
donald,' up to about
Joseph 1007.
DesJardins.

Aug. 5, 1921. •••• 31 miles N. ~ E•••.•• 4~ Reddish.Marquette, 4 100 ------- ---- - .. _--- .... _--- 10
Mich. brown clay.

5 Aug. 8, 1921.•••• 6 miles NE. ~ N ••••• 2~,2~ 42-65 Red clay•••••• 2,500 5 250 3 7
6 Aug. 11, 1921.••• 18 miles NE. by N ••• 2~,2~ 100-SO _......-.._-~-- ..---- 2,500 7 200 10 20
7 1923.••••••••.••• ..... - -oo ........ ___ ... _ .. __ ............. -..---_.... -oo------ -- ..---..-- ..------ ---- .. ----- 10
8 November, 1925. -------- .. ---- ---------- ..· ..3~ 'ciay:::::::::: - ..----- ---- ------ ------ 2

W. J. Parker. 9 April-August•••
'54'miles\V~by'N::::

60-100
Ontonagon, 10 Aug. 16, 1921.••• 41(, 25-80 ]

Mich. 11 Aug. 25, 1921.••• 6 miles NNW•••••••• 2~,2~ 20-38 ·Sand.:·clay:::: 2,500 "7' "500' ·O~2·· 1
K. McLean_ 12 April-Nov. 1.••• Off city••••••••••••••

2~~~
60-100 Clay••••••••••

'2,"200'Apostle Islands, ]3 July n, 1922.•••• Between Oat aud 15-20 Band.••••••••• 1 300 .3 1
Wis. Bouth Twin lillands.

14 July 14, 1922•.••. 25 miles north of 4~ 50-90 Red and yel· ------- ---- - ..._--- ...... ---- 2
Bouth Twin Island. low clay.

]5 July 15, 1922••••• 20 miles northwest of 4~ 35-65 Clay•••••••••• 1
Rooky Island.

Band••••••••••Duluth, Minn••• 16 July 17, 1922••••• 20 miles NE. by E ••• 2% 30-40 ---_ ..-- ... --- ............. ...---- 2
Grand Marais, 17 B:;y,t. 14, 192L.•• Off Terrace Point••.. 2~,2~ 30-65 Olay••.••••••• 3,500 7 2,000 .15 3

Minn. 18 J Y 17, 1922..•.. •••••do••••..•.••••.••
~~

30-65 .•...do•••••••• 1
James Scott. 19 April- October, 5-6 miles off the coast. 80-90 •••••do•••••••• -.. oo---- ... _-- -- ..... _- ... _---- - .... _- .. -

1003-1906.
Rossport, On' 20 Oct. 4, 192L.•••• Off Bread Rock•••••• 2~,2~ 80-90 Grayish· 1,000 4 210 10 23

tario. brown clay.
Port Ooldwell, 21 Oct. 22, 1923.•••• ......-- ... -_ ......................... -_ ............ 4~ -- ..----- ------- ..-------- -- ...---- ---- ---- .. - ------ 5

Ontario.
Mlchlplcoten Is· 22 June 19, 1922. '" 6 miles uortheast of 4~ 15-35 -------':'-------- ------- ---- ------ ------ 6

land, Ontario. East-End Light.
23 June 22, 1922.••• 3 miles BE. ~ B. of 2~,2% 80 Blue clay••••• 2, 500 3 75 21 16

Quebec Harbor
Light.

John Mc·

}24 }MlIlan. 1900-1903••.••••• {Northwest and south
3~ 60-nO Clay••••••••••Luther Me' 01 the island. ------- ._-- .. -- .. -- ------ --- ..---

Arthur.
Ooppermlne 25 June 24, 1922•••• Agawa Bay••••••••.• 4~ 40-50 Mud...••••••• ------- ._-- ------ ------ 1

Point, Ontario. 26 June 26, 1922•••• Off Alona Bay••••••• 2~,2~ 60 ------_ ...... ------ 1,800 5 200 13 27
Marquette, ---- --- _____ 00 ______---

---~------_.. _- -------- -------- -------- --- - ......... -_ .. _---- ---_ ....... ... _-- ------ --- .. _- 2
Mich.'

1 All over 200 millimeters except 1 specimen 198 millimeters long under record 22.
, Bee note, Table 20. .
'U. B. National Museum collection, borrowed specimens.
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TABLE 45.-Numerical expressions of certain systematic characters of the types of the cyanopterus and
prognathus forms of Leucichthys nigripinnis from Lakes Superior and Ontario, respectively, and
for nine other specimens of that species from Lake Superior, selected according to size and locality

Field Locality Length Rakers Sex Scales LIH LIO LIDB LIAB LIDA LIAT LID LIW D/WISDfH SD/O SAIHNo.

-------------------------------
64672 1 Marquette.

Mich_________ 345 14+25
'"

77 4.0 5.6 8.9 9.6 2.8 7.5 3.8 8.0 2.0 1.9 2.7 3.1
866 Grand Marais,Mich_________ 284 14+24 '"

87 4.1 5.6 9.0 9.2 2.7 7.7 3.7 8.4 2.2 2.0 2.7 3.2
1293

_____do__________
289 16+26 r:l' 80 3.9 5.2 9.6 8.3 2.8 8.6 4.0 9.0 2.2 1.9 2.6 3.0

1295
_____do__________

292 16+28 r:l' 85 4.2 5.8 10.0 8.8 2.7 7.8 4.2 8.8 2.0 2.0 2.8 3.2
1296

_____do__________
298 14+24 '" 84 4.1 5.5 9.2 8.5 2.7 7.5 3.5 8.0 2.2 2.0 2.7 3.0

1322 _____do_________ • 330 15+25 r:l' 85 4.1 5.2 8.6 8.6 2.7 7.8 3.7 8.0 2.1 1.9 2.4 3.2
57001 Mlchiplcoten

Island, Onta-rio_____ • ______ 272 14+26 r:l' 82 4.1 5.4 9.0 7.7 2.9 8.2 4.1 8.3 2.0 2.0 2.6 3.0
57028 _____do ________ ._ 287 15+24

'"
85 4.0 5.3 9.1 8.7 3.0 7.7 4.1 7.9 1.9 2.0 2.6 3.0

57146 Alona Bay______ 246 15+24 '"
88 4.0 5.4 9.6 8.7 2.8 8.2 3.8 7.6 2.0 2.0 2.6 3.0

57188 Apostle Islands,Wis__________ 267 15+25 '" 88 4.1 5.6 8.3 7.8 2.8 7.9 3.8 7.6 2.0 2.0 2.7 3.0
45568 1 "Lake Ontario" 297 114+28 Ev. 77 4.1 5.7 9.3 8.7 2.8 8.3 3.4 7.4 2.1 2.0 2.8 3.2

HIJ IHLAd

I
Field Locality SAIO HIE HIM HIS HIR OlE °IM OIS PV/PAV/V DR AR VR PR DC AC BrNo.

----
646721 Marquette, Mich_ 4.2 4.7 2.7 3.9 1.9\ 3.8 5.6 3.4 1.9 2.8 1.6 1.4 11 12 12 17 1.4 1.0 9

866 Grand Marais,Mich__•________ 4.4 4.5 2.6 3.7 2.0 3.9 5.6 3.3 1.9 2.7 1.8 1.4 11 12 12 17 1.5 1.0 9
1293 __• __do____________ 4.0 4.3 2.6 3.6 2.0 4.1 4.2 3.2 2.0 2.7 1.5 1.3 10 11 11 18 1.5 .95 9
1295 _____do____________ 4.0 4.4 2.5 3.7 2.0 3.3 5.6 3.2 1.9 2.7 1.7 1.3 10 13 11 17 1.7 .97 9
1296 _• ___ do__•••• ______ 4.1 4.7 2.6 3.6 2.0 4.2 5.6 3.5 2.0 2.7 1.6 1.3 10 12 12 17 1.5 .93 9
1322 _____do____________ 4.0 4.4 2.5 3.6 1.9 3.6 5.2 3.5 2.0 2.8 1.9 1.3 11 14 11 17 1.3 .85 9

57001 Michlpicoten Is-
land, Ontario__ 3.9 4.4 2.7 3.8 2.0 3.8 5.4 3.3 2.0 2.9 1.7 1.3 10 13 12 17 1.4 .86 9

57028 _____ do____________ 4.0 4.4 2.7 3.7 2.0 3.6 5.8 3.3 2.0 2.8 1.6 1.4 10 12 12 18 1.4 .88 9
57146 Alona Bay_______ 4.1 4.2 2.6 3.6 1.9 3.8 5.6 3.2 1.9 2.7 1.6 1.4 10 12 11 19 1.6 .93 9
57188 Apostle Islands,Wis____________ 4.3 4.4 2.6 3.7 2.0 3.5 6.4 3.2 1.9 2.7 1.6 1.3 11 12 11 17 1.5 .94 9
45568 1 "Lake Ontario"_ 4.5 4.6 2.4 3.6 1.8 4.1 5.1 3.3 1.7 2.6 2.1 1.4 11 13 12 16 -- ..-- -----. 9

I

I Types, U. S. National Museum catalogue number.
• The count of 14 is not complete, because some of the rakers have been lost.

TABLE 46.-Records of the occurrence of Leucichthys nigripinnis regalis in Lake Nipigon
[For each record Is given, If known, the date and locality, the kind of gear used to make It, the depth of the water where made,

and the total number of preserved specimens examined]

Rec
ord

NO.1
Date Location

Gill net
mesh, in
inches

Depth,
in

fathoms

Preserved speci·
mens examined

+2oomm. -200mm.

--1----1----------------1--------
1 July 26,1921
2 July 26,1922
3 Sept. 8, 1923
4 Sept. 10,1923
5 Aug. 21, 1921
6 July 28, 1922
7 Sept. 6, 1923
8 Sept. 3,1923
9 Sept. 5, 1923

10 Aug. 10, 1921
11 Aug. 15,1922
12 Aug. 21,1923
13 June 19,1924
14 Aug. 17,1922
15 June 21,1924
16 Aug. 1,1922
17 Aug. 27,1921
18 Sept. 3,1923
19 July 25,1922
20 Aug. 28,1923
21 Aug. 30, 1923
22 July 23,1924
23 Aug. 15,1922
24 Oct. 26,1922
25 June 14,1924

_~~_~~~~~~~~_~::.__::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: --2~;2~- ~g 9~ ---------2
_____do • -'_____ __ 6 1
_____do • _ _ __ 2 ---- _

i!~~irFi~~~~m~m~~~~~~~m~m~~~~m~~~mmm~~ ~~~~~~~~ =====}!= ----.---~- =========i
Off Murchison Island .____________________ 15 5

_____do_. _ _ __ ___ _ 25 17

-~~~~~~~~~~:_::::::::::::: :::::::::::::::::::::::::~:::::::::: :::::::::: ~~ ~Off Whltesand River •• 25 4
Off Caribou Island______________________________________________ 25 3

g&a~~~~ap::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~~_ l&-~g i____ .do ___ __ __ _ _ _____ __ 10 1
Off Source of Nipigon River .__________________________ 2~, 2,% 10-15 42

_~~.X~~~i~_~~:~~~ -_-_:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: :::::::::: 10-~~ ~
S d B 10

---------1-
an y ay- - - - --------.--- --- ----------- --- ------------------ -- --- ---- --- ---"--io--Unknown ---- - -- •• -- -- __•• __ - ---- -----

:::::~~::: :::::::::::::::::::.:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: -- ---om-:::::::::: ~ ::::::::::
I All but records 2, 6, 16, 19, and 24 from University of Toronto collections.
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TABLE 47.-Numerical expressions of certain systematic characters for the type of the regalis form of

Leucichthys nigripinnis from Lake Nipigon and for 11 cotypes, 10 over 200 mm. tong and 2 under
200 mm. long, selected according to size

Size Field Locality Length Rakers Sex Scales L{H LIO LIDB LIAB L/DA L/AT LID L/W D/W SD{H SDIONo.
------------------------- ----

Over 200 5723,0; Nipigon Riv· 230 10+31 1m. 0' 75 4.0 5.4 7.9 9.1 2.8 7.5 3.8 8.7 2.2 1.9 2.6
mm. er source.

57248 •••••do•••••• 240 17+29 1m. 0' 74 4.0 5.4 8.0 8.2 2.8 8.5 3.8 8.2 2.1 2.0 2.7
57319 .••..do..••.• 294 18+33 9 76 3.9 5.7 9.8 10.4 3.1 7.9 4.0 8.4 2.0 2.0 2.9
67414 Macdiarmid, 280 18+32 ci' 71 4.1 5.4 8.6 9.4 2.7 8.0 4.0 9.0 2.2 2.0 2.7

Ontario.
157416 •••••do•.••.• 326 18+30 9 72 4.1 5.8 7.7 8.5 2.7 9.0 3.5 7.7 2.1 2.0 2.9

57422 .•••.do••••.• 278 10+28 9 74 3.9 5.4 8.6 1l. 5 2.6 8.1 3.8 8.1 2.1 1.9 2.7
57431 ..•••do•••.•• 326 19+32 9 69 4.0 5.3 7.4 8.4 2.7 9.5 3.1 7.7 2.5 2.0 2.6
57502 •••..do.• _••• 298 18+31 9 71 4.1 5.9 8.0 9.0 2.6 8.2 3.8 8.0 2.1 2.0 2.9
57516 •.•••do••••• , 249 18+31 1m. 9 71 4.0 5.6 8.3 8.8 2.7 8.3 3.0 7.7 2.1 2.0 2.8
57616 .•••.do••...• 277 18+32 9 79 4.0 5.6 8.9 9.6 2.8 8.9 3.9 8.1 2.0 2.0 2.1

Under 200 2NI025 Humboldt 174 17+31 1m. 0' 72 3.8 5.3 9.1 8.1 2.9 7.,0; 4.3 9.1 2.2 1.9 2.6
mm. Bay.

'N1168 Sandy Bay•. 159 17+30 1m. <; 76 3.7 5.1 8.8 7.9 2.8 8.8 4.6 8.8 1.8 1.8 2.5

Size Field SAIH BAIO HIE HIM HIS H/J HIAd HIR OjE OjM OjS PVjP AVIV DRIAR
VR PR DC AC BrNo.

Over 200 57235 3.0 4.2 3.8 2.5 3.8 1.9 3.0 5.4 2.8 1.8 2.7 1.4 1.5 11 12 12 16 1.6 1.0 9
mm. 57248 3.1 4.2 3.9 2.6 3.7 1.9 3.2 4.9 2.8 1.9 2.7 1.3 1.4 12 13 12 16 1.6 1.0 .8

57319 3.1 4.5 4.1 2.6 4.0 2.0 3.2 5.2 2.8 1.8 2.7 1.6 1,5 9 11 11 16 1.6 1.1 9
57414 3.2 4.3 3.7 2.5 3.0 1.8 3.2 4.8 2.8 1.9 2.1 1.5 1.4 11 11 11 10 1.6 1.0 9

157416 3.2 4.1; 4.1 2.6 3.9 1.9 3.4 4.3 2,9 1.8 2.7 1.6 1.4 10 12 12 16 1.4 1.0 8
57422 3.1 4.2 3.8 2.5 3.6 1.8 3.5 5.0 2.8 1.8 2.6 1.6 1.3 10 12 12 16 1.5 1.2 9
57431 3.2 4.2 4.0 2.7 3.8 1.9 3.2 5.0 3.0 2.1 2.9 1.6 1.6 11 12 11 16 1.4 1.1 9
57502 3.2 4.6 4.0 2.5 4.0 2.0 3.4 5.1 2.7 1.7 2.1 1.6 1.4 10 11 12 16 1.5 1.1 8
57516 3.1 4.3 4.0 2.6 3.9 1.9 3.6 4.9 2.8 1.8 2.7 1.4 1.3 U 12 11 16 1.6 1.0 9
57616 3.2 4.4 3.9 2.7 4.0 2.0 3.6 5.3 2.8 1.9 2.8 1.6 1.5 10 U 12 17 1.5 1.0 8

Under 200 12N1025 2.9 4.0 3.7 2.6 4.0 2.0 3.6,5.0 2.7 1.8 2.9 1.4 1.3 10 12 12 17 ----- 1.1 8
mm. 12NU68 2.9 3.9 3.3 2.6 3.8 1.9 3.7 5.1 2.4 1.9 2.8 1.4 1.3 10 12 11 16 1.6 1.0 9

1Type, U. S. National Museum catalogue number 88354. , University oC Toronto collection.

TABLE 48.-Records of the occurrence of Leucichthys kiyi in Lake Michigan
For each record is given, if known, the date and locality, the kind oC gear used to make it, the depth oC the water and charactcr oC

the bottom where made, the weight oC the lift and the abundance oC this species in it, and the total number oC preserved specl.
mens examined!

Preserved
Gill· Depth, Weight Per· specimens

Rec· net cent· examined
Ports Crom which ord Date Location m~sh,

in Dottom oC Iitt, agenets were set No. m Cath· In oC
Inches oms pounds kiyl +200 -200

mOl. mm.

------
Washington Har· 1 Aug. 18, 1920 14 miles E. %: N. of Rock 231 30-SO ---------- .. _-- -------- (1) ------ I

bor. Wis. Island.
2 Aug. 19,1920 20 milcs E. 31 N. of Rock 231,2% 71-90 Clay·mud... 900 65 9 12

Sturgeon Bay. Wis.• 3 Aug. 23,1920
Island. I

60-70 Mud••••_•••12 mUes E. by S. of ship· 2%.2%: 50 65 9 11
channel mouth.

Algoma, Wis•..•.••• 4 Aug. 24,1920 10 milcs E. by N •••••••••• 2~ 35-50 Gravcl·mud. 310 ~') 4 2
Sheboygan, Wis•..•. 5 Oct. 1,1920 11 miles southeast••._••••• 2)-j! 60 Clay..••••.. 200 I) 11 1
Port Washington, 6 Sept. 25,1920 18 miles E. 31 S•.••••••••• 231 65-18 ••••.do .••.•• 285 35 7 ~

Wis.
8 mllcs northeast.••..••••• 2)-j! Mud.••.••.•7 May 26,1922 20-35

-~------
(1) _ .. -woo_ l

Milwaukec, Wis•. _. 8 Sept. 23,1920 27 miles ESE•.•.•••••••••• 231 60 Red clay•••. 250 60 5 . ... _---
Michigan City, Ind. 9 Sopt. 3,1920 22 miles NW. by NJi N •• 231 30-40 Clay .•..•... 6 4 .... ----

10 Oct. 11,1920 20 miles N. byW.'~W ••• 2~ 30-40 MUd, clay •. 535 (2) 2 .._ ...... -
11 Nov. 8,1920 18 miles NNW.••••••••••• 2~ 30-38 Clay...•• _.. 1,000 (') ------ ------12 Nov. 19,1920 30 milcs NNW•••••••••••_ 4~ 48-50 •••••do•••.•• (') 1 - ..... _--

Grand Haven,Mlch. 13 Mar. 20,1919 12 miles west..••.•.••••... 2%: 50-55 •••..do ..•••• -------- t 11 I
Ludington, Mich•••• 14 Aug. 30,1920 17 miles W. 31 S•.•.•••••._ 2~4 flO-70 •..••do •.•.•• -------- 1) 13 -_ ..---

15 .•••.do•...•.. 12 miles W. 31 s...........
~~

45-50 . •••.do•. "" _..------ I) 10
Manistee. Mich••••• 16 Aug. 28,1920 9 miles northwest.....•••• 28-32 'niue'ciay::: (2) ..·..i
FrankCort, MIch..•• 17 Oct. 4,1920 9 miles north of Point Det· 2%: 60-70 ."i;400' 38 5 2

sic.
Northport, MIch••.. 18 JulY 31,1923 5 miles northwest oC Cat· 2%: 40-60 Mud•••••••• ----- .... - 9 32 4hcad Light.
Charlevoix. Mich.:. 19 June 29, 1920 5 miles N. by E •••• ___ ••••

2~ 40-55 Clay, mud•• --_ .......... ('l 1 1
20 June 30, 1920 3 miles northwest. .• __ ••.• 2'~ 40-65 Clay.•, •••,. (I 4
21 Aug. 11,1923 3 miles NW. 31 W •••....•• 2%: 35-60 _••••do•••••_ 375 (2 ····7·

Manistique, Mleh•• 22 Aug. 12,1920 15 mUes BE. by S. 31 S•••• 2U 60-70 - ...... - ....... -- ...... 200 (') ..-- .. _- I

1Lift not examined or percentage not ascertained. 2 Rare.
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TABLE 49.-Numerical expressions of certain systematic characters for the type and for nine cotype8
of Leucichthys kiyi from Lake Michigan, selected according to size and locality

ll'ield LocalJty Length Rakers Sex Bcales LfH L/O LfDB L/AB L/DA L/AT1L/D L/W D/W SD/H SD/O SA/HNo.
------------------------------

841001 Sturgeon Bay,Wis___________
191 In+2li 9 85 4.0 5.4 9.1 9.9 2.9 8.1 4.0 7.3 1.8 2.0 2.5 3.1

2858 Oharlevoix,Mich_________ 227 15+25 9 82 3.9 5.3 9.8 8.3 3.0 8.7 3.9 8.4 2.1 2.0 2.5 2.9
3276 Sturgeon Bay,Wls__________ . 169 14+26 r3' 80 3.9 5.2 8.9 8.4 2.8 7.6 4.1 9.9 2.4 2.0 2.7 2.11
3295 Washington

Harbor, Wis.• 179 15+23 9 77 3.9 5.4 9.9 10.0 3.1 8.4 4.4 9.9 2.2 2.0 2.7 2.9
3370 Algoma, Wis. __ 199 14+24 9 83 4.1 5.5 9.0 9.8 2.8 7.7 3.9 8.2 2.1 2.1 2.8 3.1
3483 Ludington,Mich_._______ 222 14+23 9 86 4.1 5.5 9.0 8.4 3.0 7.9 3.5 8.2 2.2 2.1 2.9 3.:1
3597 Milwaukee,Wis___ . __ ..._ 219 14+25 9 84 4.1 5.7 9.8 10.0 2.7 8.1 3.5 8.4 2.3 2.1 3.0 3.1
3898 Sheboygan,Wis. 201 13+25 9 79 3.9 5.4 9.1 9.1 2.9 8.5 3.9 8.0 2.0 2.0 2.7 3.0
3972 Frankfort,Mich_________ 204 14+23 9 82 3.7 5.1 8.9 9.7 2.8 8.8 3.8 8.1 2.1 2.0 2.7 2.8
4008 Michigan Olty,Ind______ •____ 210 14+24 r3' 80 4.0 5.7 9.3 9.1 2.8 8.3 4.0 9.3 2.3 2.0 3.0 3.0

Field Locality SAIO HIE HIM HIS H/J HIAd HIR O/E O/M OIS PV/P AVIV DR AR VR PR DO AC BrNo.
---------------------- - - - - ---- -

84100 1 Sturgeon Bay,
Wis. ____________ 4.2 3.9 2.7 3.6 1.9 3.6 6.5 2.9 2.0 2.7 1.6 1.2 10 11 11 15 1.5 9

2858 Charlevoix, MICh. 4.0 4.1 2.5 3.4 1.8 3.8 8.0 3.0 1.8 2.5 1. Ii 1.1 10 13 12 17 1.7 1.0 9
3276 Sturgeon Bay,Wis. ____________ 3.9 3.8 2.3 3.5 1.9 3.5 7.1 2.8 1.7 2.6 1.4 1.1 10 11 12 16 1.7 1.0 9
3295 Washington Har-bor, Wis ________ 4.0 3.8 2.6 3.6 1.9 3.6 6.2 2.7 1.9 2.7 1.5 1.1 10 11 11 16 1.8 1.1 9
3370 Algoma, Wis. ___ ._ 4.1 3.9 2.4 3.6 1.9 3.0 7.0 2.9 1.8 2.7 1.4 1.2 10 10 11 16 1.6 1.1 9
3483 Ludington, Mich_ 4.3 3.8 2.4 3.5 1.9 3.1 6.0 2.8 1.8 2.6 1.5 1.1 10 12 12 16 1.8 1.0 8
3597 Milwaukee, Wis __ 4.3 4.3 2.6 3.5 1.9 3.1 7.9 3.1 1.9 2.5 1.6 1.1 10 10 11 18 1.7 1.2 9
3898 Sheboygan, Wis.._ 4.2 4.0 2.5 3.6 1.9 3.9 6.0 2.9 1.8 2.6 1.3 1.1 10 11 12 17 1.8 1.2 9
3972 Frankfort, Mlch._ 3.8 4.0 2.5 3.8 2.0 3.9 7.2 2.9 1.9 2.8 1.4 1.0 10 11 12 16 1.7 1.1 9
4008 Michigan City,Ind _____________ 4.3 4.3 2.6 3.7 2.1 3.2 6.7 2.9 1.8 2.6 1.5 1.0 10 11 11 17 1.8 1.2 9

1 Type, U. S. National Museum number.

TABLE 5Q.-Record8 of the occurrence of Leucichthy8 kiyi in Lake Huron

IFor each record Is ldven, If known, the date and locality, the kind of gear used to make It
j

the depth of the water and character
of the bottom wbere made, the weight of the lift and the abundance of this species In t, and the total number of preserved
specimens examined]

Preserved
Gill- specimens

Port from which Ree- net Depth, examlned
nets were set ord Date Locality mesh, In Bottom Abundance

No. In fathoms
Inches +200 -200

mm. mm.
--- --

Lake Huron proper:
Alpena, Mlch__ 1 Sept. 7,1917 Center of lake east of can 2~ 70-80 Clay ____ Only specimen -- ..--- 1

buoy. taken In lift.
2 Sept. 12,1917 .•__ .do_______ . ___ ._. _____ . ___

2~ 65-80 ___do_____ ____ .do__________ .... ---- 3
3 Sept. 14,1917 Center of lake northeast of 2~ 65-80 ___do_____ _____do__________

I 8
can buoy.

4 Sept. 18,1917 17)4 miles N. hy E. of 2~ 60 ___do____ . _____do____ •_____
.-.--- 18

Sept. 19, 1917
Thunder Bay Island.

5 Center of lake northeast of -------- 65-80 ___do_____ __ __ .do_________ . 2 3
can buoy.

6 Sept. 20,1917 14 miles NE. by E. of 2'4 65 ••.do_____ . __ ..do__________ ------ 16
Thunder Bay Island.

7 Sept. 21, 1917 17 miles NE. by N. ~ N. of 2~ 65-75 ___do____"_ ..____do____ •____ . .----- 36
Thunder Bay Island.

8
_____do________

Center of lake east of can 2'4 65-70 ___do____ . _____do__________
- ... - .. - 8

buoy.
9 Oct. 17,1917 ____ .do________________ . ______

2'4 65-80 ___do_____ _____do__________
2

10 Oct. 20,1917 ___..do__________ .. __ . ________
2~ 65-80 ___do_____ _____ do__________ 2 1

11 Sept. 13,1919 Off Presque Isle Llght _______ 1)4 60
___do_____ Rare___________

------ 8
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TABLE 5Q.-Records of the occurrence of Leucichthys kiyi in Lake Huron-Continued

599

Preserved
Gill· specimens

Ports from which Rec· net Depth, examined
nets were set ord Date Location m~sh, in Bottom Abundance

No. m fathoms
Inches +200 -200

mm. mm.

--- --
Lake Huron prop-

er-Continued.
Alpena, Mich•• 12 Sept. 18, 1919 14 miles N. by E. of Thun· 2~ 65

~~~-------
Only specimens ------ 5

der Bay Island. takeu in lift.
13 __ ._.do___•• ___ -- --.- - .. ---- ---- ----- ... - ----.- 2~ --65-":70- -ciai====

____ .do••________ 18
14 June 30, 1923 17 miles NE. by N. ~ N. of 2~ __ •••do••••••••_. 3 82

Thunder Bay Island.
2~15 July 2,1923 20 miles E. byN. of can buoy. 6{}--70 _._do_._._ •__•_do__••__ •__ . 1 6

16 July 5,1923 18 miles NE. ~ E. of Thun· 2~ 8{}--100 ___do_•••_ •___ .do._____ •___ 5 29

July
der Bay Island.

17 7,1923 13 miles NE. ~ N. of Thun· 2~ 60 ___do___.. ____ .do___•___ •__
----.- 4

der Bay Island.
Georgian Bay:

Lions llead, On· 18 July 80,1919 21 miles east of Surprise 3 60 --_.------ __ ._.do•••• ___ ••_---- .. - 2
tario. Shoal.

19 Oct. 6,1919 OtI White B1utI. ___ •••_._. __ 3 70 Mud__ ._ •..•_.do.______ •• _------ 2
Wiarton, On· 20 July 80,1919 --- .. -- -------- .. -_ .. --- ... - _.. __ .... 3 -------- --------_.. __ ._.do______ •••_ ------ 1

tario.

TABLE 51.-Numerical expressions of certain systematic characters for 10 specimens of Leucichthys
kiyi from Lake Huron, selected according to size

Field Locallty Length Rakers Sex Scales LIH LIO LIDB LIAB LIDA LIAT LID LfW DIW SD/H SDIO SAIHNo.

-------------------------------
27B Alpena, Mich_ 156 14+24 !;! 83 3.7 4.9 11.1 8.2 3.2 8.2 5.3 11.1 2.0 1.9 2.6 2.8
382 •__ ._do_•• _•••__ 180 14+23 !;! 77 3.9 5.1 8.8 7.7 3.1 8.5 3.6 7.5 2.1 2.0 2.6 2.9
560 ••_••do••••••••_ 170 14+25 § 80 3.8 5.1 10.3 8.5 3.1 8.0 4.3 8.9 2.0 1.9 2.6 2.9
581 _••••do••_•••_._ 155 14+23 87 3.8 5.3 10.3 9.6 3.1 8.3 5.0 8.8 1.7 2.0 2.7 2.9
559 __ ••_do__ •••_••_ 210 14+28 !;! 83 3.9 5.0 9.2 8.1 2.6 7.5 3.5 7.5 2.1 1.9 2.4 2.9
775 •••••do••••••••_ 194 14+24 !;! 86 3.8 5.1 8.8 8.0 2.8 8.0 3.5 8.8 2.4 2.0 2.6 2.9
949 ••_._do•• __ ••••_ 219 15+26 !;! 89 3.9 4.9 8.7 8.7 2.7 7.8 3.9 8.7 2.2 1.8 2.5 3.0
958 •___ .do•••••_••_ 208 13+23 !;! 79 3.7 4.9 8.8 9.0 2.8 8.3 3.8 8.3 2.1 1.8 2.4 2.9
976 ••••_do__•••_••_ 215 13+23 !;! 81 3.8 5.2 8.9 8.9 2.9 8.2 3.7 8.6 2.3 1.9 2.6 3.0

54873 •••_.do. __•••_._ 238 16+27 !;! 80 3.9 5.1 8.2 8.8 2.6 7.2 3.9 8.8 2.2 1.9 2.5 2.9

Field Locality SAIO HIE HIM HIS HIJ H/Ad HIR OlE OIM 0/8 PVIP AVIV DR AR VR PR DC AC BNo.

----------------------- - - - ---- -
27B Alpena, Mich•••• 3.7 4.0 2.6 3.4 1.9 4.0 6.4 3.0 1.9 2.5 1.9 1.0 10 12 11 15 2.0 1.0 9
382 ••_._do••• _••••••• 3.9 3.8 2.5 3.5 1.8 3.6 9.0 2.9 1.9 2.6 1.7 1.3 10 12 11 16 1.4 .89 9
560 ••••_do•• ___._•••• 3.9 3.8 2.5 3.6 1.8 3.6 6.2 2.8 1.9 2.7 1.6 1.2 9 10 11 16 1.8 1.3 9
581 •• ___do••• _••_•••• 3.1 3.8 2.6 3.6 1.9 4.0 7.6 2.7 1.9 2.6 1.4 1.2 9 11 11 15 1.8 1.1 9
659 _._ ••do••• _•••_••_ 3.6 3.7 ~.5 3.7 1.7 3.7 5.1 2.9 1.9 2.9 1.1 1.0 10 12 11 18 1.7 1.0 9
775 _••••do••• _•• __••• 3.9 4.0 2.4 3.5 3.3 6.9 3.0 1.8 2.7 1.6 1.1 10 12 12 18 1.7 1.1 9
949 _••••do••• __""'_ 4.2 4.0 2.6 3.6 -i~ii' 3.4 5.0 2.9 1.9 2.6 1.7 1.1 10 11 11 16 1.7 1.0 8
958 _._ ••do••• _••••••• 3.8 4.0 2.7 3.3 1.8 3.6 8.8 3.1 2.0 2.5 1.4 1.0 10 11 12 17 1.7 1.2 9
976 •••••do••• _••••••• 4.1 4.1 2.4 3.4 1.9 3.9 6.7 3.0 1.7 2.5 1.5 1.2 10 10 11 16 1.7 1.1 9

54873 ••_••do••••_•••••• 3.8 4.3 2.6 3.5 1.9 3.3 7.4 3.2 1.9 2.7 1.3 1.0 10 12 11 16 1.5 1.1 10
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TABLE 52.-Records of the occurrence of Leucichthys kiyi in Lake Superior

[For each record is given, if known, the'date and locality, the kind or gear used to make it, the depth or water and character or the
bottom where made, the abundance or this species in the lilt, and the number or preserved specimens examined)

Port rrom which
nets were set

Rec·
ord
No.

Date Location

GlII
net

mesh,
in

Inches

Depth,
inrath

oms
Bottom Abundance

Preserved
specimens
examined

+200 -200
mm. mm.

6

11

2
2

12
39
1
1
4

1 ._._••4),i 40-50 Mud •••_••_. __•__do ••••

4),i +65 •• _. ••• _. _••• ._. __

4),i 100 Reddish-brown Only specimens _._ ••_
clay. taken in lilt.1),i 42-65 Red clay ._do•• _

4),i l00-SO __ ._. ._. • do •• __ •• _
4),i __ • •__ •• •• •• _.____ 1
4),i •• ••• _. •• _. __ • _

31 miles N. ~ E_••••

6 miles NE. ~ N•••_
18 miles NE. by N_.
Oft Granite Island ___._.do ._

-2:5--iiiiies"iiortii-<if" ·----4~ --:50:.00- -iiiiii-iiiidyiilio-;- -Oiiiyspecimens ::::::
SouthTwinIsland. clay. taken in Illt.

14-18 miles NW. by 4),i 40-90 Clay do__••••• _
N. or South Twin
Island.

Agawa Bay •

Oct. 3,1917

2 Aug. 5,1921

3 Aug. 8,1921
4 Aug. 11, 1921
5 Nov. 22,1922
6 Dec. 5,1922
7 1923
8 Nov. -,1925
9 July 14,1922

10 July 15,1922

11 June 24, 1922

Grand Marais,
Mich.

Marquette, Mich _

Coppermine Point,
Ontario.

Apostle Islands,Wis_

TABLE 53.-Numerical expressions of certain systematic characters for 10 specimens of Leucichthys
kiyi from Lake Superior, selected at random

Field Locality Length Sex Rakers Scales LIH LIO LIDB L/AB LIDA L/AT LID L/W D/W SD/H SDIO SA/HNo.
-------------------------------

1298 Grand Marais,Mich_•._______ 174 <;! 16+26 81 3.7 4.9 8.7 8.0 2.9 8.4 3.7 8.7 2.3 1.8 2.5 2.7
1357 _____do___________

171 <;! 15+27 85 3.8 5.2 9.6 7.7 2.8 9.3 3.9 10.5 2.5 1.9 2.7 2.8
53548 Marquette,Mich_ 169 <;! 15+25 84 3.7 4.8 8.4 8.1 2.8 9.3 4.0 8.8 2.2 1.9 2.5 2.8
54232 •___ .do__________ 182 <;! 14+26 80 3.7 5.1 9.4 8.0 2.9 8.2 4.0 8.0 2.0 1.9 2.7 2.8
54242 __ ••_do_._._. ___ • 155 <;! 14+26 77 3.6 5.1 10.1 8.6 2.9 7.7 3.8 8.6 2.2 1.9 2.7 2.7
59066 ._._ .do_. __ •••____ 203 <;! 14+24 84 3.8 5.2 9.2 8.5 2.9 8.7 3.9 8.1 2.0 1.9 2.6 2.8
59070 ••• __do. ____ . _____ 195 d' 16+29 80 4.0 5.5 8.4 8.2 2.7 7.5 4.8 9.7 2.2 1.9 2.7 2.9
59085 ••_••do. __________ 178 9 15+24 72 3.7 5.0 8.4 7.1 2.9 8.0 4.2 8.9 2.1 1.9 2.5 2.8
59088 _____do___________ 183 <;! 16+26 75 3.7 5.1 9.5 7.8 2.9 9.5 4.1 8.3 2.0 1.8 2.6 2.8
59100 _____do. __________ 191 <;! 15+22 81 4.0 5.4 10.9 9.1 3.0 7.9 3.8 7.6 2.0 2.0 2.7 3.0

Field Locality SAIO HIE HIM HIS H/J H/Ad H/R OlE °IM OIS PVIP AVIV DR AR VR PR DC AC BrNo.
. ----------------------- - - - -----

1298 Grand Marais,
Mich ..•_._____ 3.7 3.6 2.6 3.8 1.8 3.5 5.5 2.7 1.9 2.8 1.2 1.0 10 12 11 17 1.7 1.0 9

1357 _____ do__ •________ 3.9 3.6 2.4 3.9 1.7 3.6 6.2 2.6 1.7 2.8 1.3 1.1 11 13 12 16 1.8 .94 8
53548 Marquette,Mlch. 3.7 3.6 2.5 3.4 1.8 4.0 6.2 2.8 1.9 2.6 1.4 1.1 10 12 12 16 1.6 1.0 8
54232 . __..do___ ._._•••• 3.9 3.8 2.5 3.8 1.9 3.5 5.5 2.7 1.8 2.7 1.2 1.1 9 11 11 16 1.9 1.0 9
54242 ____ .do_. _. _______ 3.8 3.7 2.6 4.1 2.0 3.7 6.0 2.6 1.8 2.9 1.4 1.0 10 12 11 16 1.9 1.0 8
59066 _. ___do.._______ . _ 3.9 3.8 2.6 3.9 .---- 3.8 6.4 2.8 1.9 2.8 1.4 1.0 11 11 11 17 1.8 1.0 8
59070 _..._do_ ......._.. 4.0 3.9 2.5 3.6 1.8 3.3 5.4 2.8 1.8 2.6 1.5 1.1 10 12 12 16 1.5 .93 8
59085

_____ do__________ • 3.8 3.6 2.3 3.6 1.8 3.4 6.0 2.6 1.7 2.6 1.2 1.0 10 12 11 16 1.6 .91 1)
59088 ___ ._do••. ___..... 3.9 3.5 2.3 3.7 1.8 3.5 5.5 2.5 1.6 2.7 1.4 1.1 9 12 11 17 1.8 1.0 9
59100 _____.do .•• ____.... 4.0 3.7 2.4 3.6 1.8 3.0 5.9 2.8 1.8 2.6 1.5 1.1 9 11 11 16 1.8 1.0 9
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TABLE 54.-Records of the occurrence of Leucichthys kiyi in Lake Ontario

For each record is given, If known, the date and locality, the kind of gear used to make It, the depth of the water and character
of the bottom where made, the abundance of this species In the lift, and the total number of preserved specimens examined)

Preserved
Gill·

D~Pth,
specimens

Port from which Rec· net Per· examined
ord Date Locality mesh, ID Bottom cent·nets were set No. in fath· age

inches oms
+200 -200
mm. mm.

----
Bronte, Ontario••••• 1 June 29,1921 13 miles E. ~ S••.•••••••.••.. 27\!, 2~ 4ll-50 Mud••••••••..•• (1) 7 ~-_ ......
Brighton, Ontario•.• 2 June 10,1921 20 miles S. y W. of Presque 27\! 4ll-50 •••••do...••••••• (1) I ----- ..

Isle Light.
Sandy Pond, N. Y•• 3 Aug. 30,1923 14 miles west...•••••••••.••••• 17\!,2t1, 60 Clay and mud.• (1) 1 _.. _-- ..

3,3 ~,

372
Selkirk, N. Y•••••••• 4 July 11,1921 5 miles NNW. of Nine·Mlle 3 25-35 Blue clay•••••.. <I) 2 ----- ..

Point.
Oswego, N. Y •••.••• 5 Sept. 1,1923 Off Nine·Mlle PoinL.•••••••. 3 30 Clay............ (1) 1 -- ....--

6 Sept. 4,1923 87\! miles W. by N. 7\! N •••••• 17\!,27\!, 7ll-75 Clay and mud •• (1) 8 3
3

Sodus Point, N. Y •• 7 July 12,1921 87\! miles NNW••...•••••••.•• 27\!,2~ 60 Mud and clay... 25 20 1
Charlotte, N. Y ••••• 8 July 4,1921 7 miles off Braddock Point 27\!,2~ 65 Blue and brown 33 31 --- .. --

Light. clay.
Wilson, N. Y•••••••• 9 June 23,1921 3 miles north.....••••••••.•••• 27\!,2~ 30 Brown clay•...• (1) 2 ------

10 June 25,1921 5 miles north.•••••••••••..•••• 272,2~ 50 Clay and mud•• 40 15 1
11 July 10,1921 •••••do..•..•••••..•""" ..••• 272, 2~ 50 .....do.......... 10 ------
12 July 19,1921 07\! miles N. by W. 7\! by w... 27\!, 2~ 05 Blue and brown 75 31 2

2 miles north•••••• __..........
clay.

13 July 21,1921 27\! 20 -_ .. -- ---- ... -- .. ---- (1) 3 ---- ....

1 Rare.

TABLE 55.-Numerical expressio'f}s of certain systematic characters for the type of the orienta/is form
of Leucichthys kiyi and for nine cotypes from Lake Ontario, selected according to size and locality

8
9
9
8
9
9

8

Field I
L/WID/WNo. Locality Length Sex Rakers Scales L{H LIO L/DB LIAB L/DA LIAT LID SD/H SD/O SAIH

I----
53221 Wilson, N. Y ••.• 227 '? 17+28 8214.2 5.6 9.9 10.8 2.6 8.3 3.1 7.8 2.4 2.1 2.9 3.2
53340 Charlotte, N. Y. 223 cJ' 16+29 81 i 4.1 5.7 9.0 10.2 2.0 7.8 4.0 7.9 1.9 2.1 2.9 3.1
54057 Wilson, N. Y•••• 224 cJ' 17+27 80.' 4.0 5.6 8.9 9.5 2.6 8.0 3.7 8.0 2.1 2.0 2.7 3.1
54064 1 .•••.do.•••..••••• 224 cJ' 15+28 79 i 4.0 5.4 9.0 9.2 2.8 8.8 3.6 7.4 2.0 2.0 2.7 3.2
54070 ••...do........... 243 '? 17+29 78

1

4
.
2 5.8 8.3 8.9 2.8 9.0 3.0 7.8 2.1 2.1 2.9 3.3

54143 Sod u s Point,
N. Y .......... 202 cJ' 16+28 83 4.3 5.7 8.7 8.7 2.8 8.0 3.8 7.7 2.0 2.1 2.8 3.4

59816 Oswego, N. Y ••• 203 cJ' 10+28 81 I 3.9 5.2 9.7 10.0 2.9 7.8 3.7 9.2 2.4 2.0 2.8 3.0
54006 Wilson, N. Y••.• 199 cJ' 16+27 80

1

4.2 6.8 9.6 9.9 2.7 8.6 3.9 8.2 2.1 2.1 2.9 3.3
64206 Sodus Point,

N. Y •••••••••• 196 cJ' 16+29 81 4.0 6.6 9.0 9.8 2.8 7.8 3.9 7.8 2.0 2.1 2.9 3.1
59818 Oswego, N. Y ••. 199 cJ' 16+29 80 i 4.0 5.6 10.2 9.8 3.1 7.8 3.9 8.2 2.1 2.0 2.8 3.1

Field Locality SAIO HIE HIM HIS HIJ HIAd HIR OlE OIM 0IS /PV/P AVIV DR AR VR PR~I~BNo.

53221 Wilson, N. Y ••••. 4.3 4.1 2.5 3.6 2.0 3.0 5.6 3.0 1.9 2.7 2.0 1.3 9 9 10 15 1.6 1.1
53340 Charlotte, N. Y ••• 4.3 4.1 2.4 3.5 1.9 3.6 5.0 3.0 1.8 2.6 1.9 1.3 10 11 11 16 1.6 1.1 9
64057 Wilson, N. Y ••••• 4.3 4.2 2.6 3.7 2.0 3.4 5.5 3.0 1.7 2.7 1.8 1.2 10 12 12 15 1.6 1.0 S
64064 1 •••••do••.•••.•..••• 4.3 3.9 2.5 3.6 1.8 3.1 6.4 2.9 1.8 2.6 1.8 1.3 10 11 11 17 1.5 1.1
64070 ••..do............ 4.6 4.1 2.6 3.7 1.9 3.4 4.7 2.9 1.9 2.7 2.0 1.5 10 11 11 15 1.3 1.0
64143 Sodus Point, N. Y. 4.5 4.0 2.6 3.4 1.9 3.7 5.1 3.0 1.9 2.6 2.1 1.3 10 10 11 16 1.6 1.0
59815 Oswego, N. Y••••• 4.1 4.2 2.7 3.7 1.8 3.1 4.8 3.1 2.0 2.7 1.6 1.2 9 10 12 17 1.7 1.1
64066 Wilson, N. Y ••••. 4.6 3.9 2.5 3.6 1.9 3.0 4.6 2.8 1.8 2.5 1.9 1.3 9 12 11 16 1.6 1.1
64206 Sodus Point, N. Y. 4.2 3.8 2.5 3.7 1.9 3.7 6.4 2.8 1.8 2.7 1.7 1.2 10 10 11 16 1.4 1.1
59818 Oswego, N. Y••••• 4.4 4.1 2.4 3.5 1.9 3.2 4.8 2.9 1.7 2.5 1.8 1.2 9 10 11 16 1.6 1.0 9

1 Type, U. S. National Museum No. 88362.
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TABLE 56.-Records Of the occurrence of Leucichthys hoyi in Lake Michigan

[For each record is given, If known, the date and locality, the kind of gear used to make It, the depth of the water, the weight
of the lift and the abundance of this specics in it, and the total number of preserved specimens examined)

+200 -200
mm. mm.

Preserved
specimens
examinedPort from which nets

were set
Rec·
ord
No.

Date Location

Gill
net

mesh,
In

Inches

D h Weight
~pt, of lift
In in

fathoms pounds

Per
cent
age of 1--...,.--
gllled
fish

--------1--1------1-------------1------------

16
13

Harbor,Washington
Wis.

Frankfort, Mleh _
Platte Bay, Mich. (field

station).
Northport, Mich _

I Aug. 18,1920 4 miles west of Boyer B1uff__________ 2% 18-24 • 50 2 2D
2 do 5 miles west of Boyer B1uff._________ 4 20 -------- (11 1 9
3 do 14 milcs E. ~ N. of Rock Island •• 2~ 36-50 __._____ (' 1 64
4 Aug. 19,1920 3 miles WNW. of Boyer B1uff_______ 4 20-40 (1 1
5 .do_. __ .•• 20 miles E. ~ N. of Rock Island__ •__ 2~, 2% 71-90 900 (. __ .___ 5

Sturgeon Bay, WIs_____ 6 Aug. 23,1920 12m~~~.E. by S. of ship-channel 2%,2~ 66-70 50 (B) ._ 19

Algoma, Wls • 7 Aug. 24,1920 10 miles E. by N 2~ 35-50 310 68 5 19
Sheboygan, Wis________ 8 Sept. 28,1920 40 miles SE. by E___________________ 371] 35-40 2 28

9 do 5 miles SE. by E____________________ I~ 36-32 -------- ----75· 4 81
10 Oct. 1,1920 11 miles southeast___________________ 271] 60 200 (') 1 4

Port Washington, Wis__ 11 Sept. 25,1920 18 miles E. ~ S_.___________________ 271] 65-48 285 53 4 34
12 do 5 miles E. ~ S______________________ 171] 30 90 •• 9
13 Sept. 27,1920 Off city __ •. (.) 5 _. • (') 9
14 May 26,1922 8 miles northeast.___________________ 271] 2Q-35 (I) • 1

Milwaukee, Wis________ ~~ re~t~; m~ -27-miies-E-SE-_-:::::::::::::::::::::: ~~ ~8 ----250- ~:l) 1~ ~
17 Sept. 24,1920 9 miles NNE________________________ 271] 22-25 (' 3 2D
18 Nov. 15,1920 20 miles ESE .______ 271] 28-35 (6 12

i\~~~~a:MitY:iiiiC:: ~~ ~;~t. g; ~~~ -22-miies-N\V:ijy-N.-~-r;C::::::::: ~~ 3018 :::::::: (1~2 2 22
21 Oct. 11,1920 20 milcs N. by W. ~ W 271] 30-40 535 34 ._ 13
22 Nov. 8,1920 18 milcs NNW 271] 30-38 1,000 10 12
23 Nov. 19,1920 30 miles NNW .________ 471] 48-50 (1) 2 23
24 do 17 miles NNW ._____ 271] 28-32 700- 50 3 23
25 do 10 miles NNW__ ~.__________________ 271] 18 (I) • _
26 do 1771] miles NW. by N. ~ N 271] 32 15 _
27 Mar. 2,1921 14 miles NNW______________________ I~ 26 .___ 96 ::_._. 12
2
2
8
9

--M---dO -4--1-92--1- 2
15
1 m!lles NNNWWb---N---iL-N------------- 2

2
ti 30 11,0

0
0
00
0 81 ----10-- 2ar., ml es • y . n n 28, 96

30 Apr. 1,1921 ._________________________ 271] 30 (:~ 2
Grand Haven, Mich • 31 Mar. 20,1919 12 miles west________________________ 2~ 50-55 ( 20 141
Ludington, Mich_______ 32 Aug. 30,1920 17 miles W. 71] S____________________ 2~ 66-70 (' 1

33 ••••_do 7 miles NW. by N •• 4~ 14-26 ._ 1 49
34 _. do .• _ 12 miles W. M Soo__________________ 2%; 45-50 -:-:-:':-:-:-:-: (~:ll 5

Manistee, Mleh________ 35 Aug. 27,1920 4 miles west.__ • ._____________ 171] 28-35 ----3-- 2
36 Aug. 28,1920 9 miles northwest. • __ • 4~ 28-32 7
37 Oct. 4,1920 9 miles north of Point Betsie________ 21~ 66-70 1,400 22 4 33
38 July 21, 1923 I~ miles south of Otter Creek_______ !1l 8-12 (1) 2
39 July 23,1923 __ . __do ._ 171] 15-25 ::::::::1 (1) 1 [;
40 June 22,1920 5 miles northwest of Cathead Light _ 2~ 4<HlO (6) 2
41 June 23,1920 OII Northport Point________________ 1M 28-40 60 1 67
42 July 31,1923 5 miles northwest of Cathead Light__ 2~ 4<HlO (') 33 10

Traverse City, Mlch.._ 43 July 18,1923 West Bay___________________________ 1~ 30-40 • 50 __
44 July 25,1923 Off Lees Point. __ ._. • __ ._____ 171] 6-16 (1) 3
45 July 26,1923 Ui miles south of Barrow Harbor___ (I) 5 10

Charlevoix, Mieh_______ 46 June 29,1920 5 miles N. by E_____________________ 2~ 46-55 :::::::: 9 10 36
47 June aO,1920 3 miles northwest. .___________ 2~ 46-65 -------- 1,"» 4

1

2_8_
48 Aug. 10,1923 8 miles NNW. of Big Rock Polnt_ __ 2%; 45-50 480 )
49 Aug. 11,1923 3 miles NW. ~ W__________________ 2~ 35-60 ._50 Aug. 21,1923 2%; 100 (B) 1 __

Manistique, Mich______ 51 Aug. 11,1920 13 miles SE. 71] E___________________ 471] 20 (1) 35
52 Aug. 12,1920 15 miles SE. by S. 71] S ._____ 2~ 66-70 200 (.) 15

Menominee, Mieh______ 53 Aug. 16,1920 8 miles south of Green Island________ 2% 16 (3) 1 33Jackson Park Lagoon, • •• 16

Chicago, IlJ.7

i~d~'n~~~D.:-Micb.:C::: ----- ::::::::::::::: :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: -------- -------- -------- -----.. ------
1 Only specimens taken.
1 Lift not examined or percentage not ascertained.
a Rare.
4 Pound net.

6 Occasional.
• None.
I Field Museum collection, borrowed specimens.
a U'Jiversity of Michigan collection, borrowed specimens.
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'TABLE 57.-Numerical expressions of certain systematic characters for 10 specimens oj Leucichthys
hoyi from Lake Michigan selected at random

Field Locality Length Rakers Sex Scales L/H LIO L/DB L/AB LIDA L/AT LID LIW D/W SDIH SDIO SAIHNo.

-------------------------------
1665 Milwaukee, Wls_ 201 16+28 !;> 75 4.3 5.9 10.4 1l.0 2.9 7.7 4.1 8.2 2.0 2.1 2.9 3.5
1671 _____do____ •._.____ 220 16+27 !;> 73 4.5 6.2 8.8 9.7 2.6 8.4 3.6 7.8 2.1 2.1 3.0 3.5
1704 __ • __ do____ • ______ 209 15+27 i! 69 4.3 5.8 11.4 10.3 2.7 8.7 3.8 7.4 1.9 2.2 3.0 3.4
3020 Menominee,Mich____ • _____ 160 17+27 !;> 69 4.1 5.7 8.8 9.6 2.7 7.4 4.0 8.4 2.1 2.0 2.8 3.2
~062 Washington

Harbor, Wis••• 208 15+28 i! 75 4.2 5.7 9.3 10.9 2.6 8.1 4.0 8.3 2.0 2.1 2.8 3.3
·4027 Michigan City,

Ind.____ •• _____ 148 15+30 !;> 74 4.0 5.2 9.5 9.7 2.7 8.7 4.2 8.9 2.1 2.0 2.6 3.1
4256 Milwaukee, Wls_ 141 17+28 !;> 74 4.0 5.5 9.7 9.9 2.9 8.0 4.8 8.4 1.9 2.0 2.7 3.1
·4259

____do___________
171 15+26 !;> 70 4.0 5.1 10.5 9.9 2.8 7.9 4.5 9.0 2.0 2.0 2.5 3.1

4344 MichIgan City,Ind________ •___ 171 16+26 !;> 67 4.1 5.6 10.1 10.0 2.8 8.5 4.0 8.5 2.1 2.1 2.8 3.2
4357 __ • __do_______••_. 201 17+29 !;> 69 4.2 5.9 10.3 9.9 2.7 8.3 3.7 6.5 1.7 2.1 3.0 3.3

Field Locality SAIO HIE HIM HIS HIJ H/Ad HIR OlE OIM OIS PV/P AVIV DR AR VR PR DO AC BrNo.

----------------------- - - - - ---- -
1665 Milwaukee, Wis._ 4.7 4.1 2.7 3.8 2.0 3.0 5.4 3.0 2.0 2.8 2.2 1.6 9 10 11 15 1.6 1.2 9
1671 __ •__do____• ___ • ____ 4.9 4.0 2.5 3.9 2.0 3.2 6.4 2.9 1.8 2.8 2.2 1.5 10 11 11 16 1.4 1.0 8
1704

_____ do_____________
4.6 3.9 2.5 3.6 1.7 3.7 5.3 2.9 1.8 2.6 2.0 1.6 7 11 11 15 1.8 1.1 8

3020 Menominee, Mlch 4.5 3.9 2.6 3.9 1.9 3.3 5.5 2.S 1.9 2.8 1.8 1.3 10 13 11 15 1.7 1.2 8
3062 Washington Har-bor, Wis________ 4.5 4.0 2.6 3.7 2.0 3.4 5.1 3.0 1.9 2.7 1.8 1.5 9 10 11 16 1.8 1.3 8
4027 Michigan City,Ind_____________

4.1 3.7 2.6 4.0 2.0 3.8 5.2 2.8 1.9 3.0 2.0 1.4 9 11 11 16 1.6 1.0 8
4256 Milwaukee, WIs__ 4.3 3.5 2.6 3.9 2.0 3.8 5.0 2.5 1.9 2.8 1.9 1.2 10 13 10 15 1.7 1.1 8
4259

_____do____•________
3.9 3.7 2.8 3.8 2.0 4.0 5.8 2.9 2.2 3.1 1.7 1.4 9 11 10 16 1.9 1.1 8

4344 Michigan Oity,
Ind•••_.______•• 4.3 3.7 2.4 3.7 1.9 3.7 4.8 2.7 1.8 2.7 1.9 1.3 9 10 11 16 1.7 1.2 8

4357 __._.do__•••_"" __• 4.6 3.8 2.6 3.8 1.9 3.3 5.2 2.7 1.8 2.7 1.7 1.4 9 11 11 15 1.9 1.1 9

TABLE 58.-Records of the occurrence oj Leucichthys hoyi in Lake Huron

lFor each record is given, il known, the date and locality, the kind of gear used to make it, the depth of the water and character
of the hottom where made, the weIght of the lift and tbe abundance of this species in It, and the total number of preserved
specimens examined)

Preserved
0111· Depth, specimens

Port from'whlch Rec- net examined
ord Date Locality m~sh,

in Bottom Abundancenets were set No. m fath-
Inches oms

+200 -200
mm. mm.

--- --
Lake Huron proper:

July OccasionaL______Oheboygan, 1 21,1917 5 miles north of Spectacle 2~ 3&-50 Olay______ ---- ..- 16
Mich. Reef.

2 Sept. 29, 1917 2 miles northeast of Spec- 2~ 3&-50 ___do_•••___ ____ .do.___._.____ ............ - 9
tacle Reef.

3 Oct. 1,1917 ....................... -_ ....- ....---_ .......... - ....... 2~ 3&-50 -_ ......... - ........... Onlt. specimens .. __ ....... 11
ta en in lift.

4 Oct. 15,191ll •i2-iiiiies-E:-b;'-N~ ~-N~or- 1~ 35 -aiay:::::: Abundant__••___ _.... --- 44
Rogers, Mlch.__ 5 Oct. 14,1917 2~ 35 Common_••• ____ _..---- 31

cJty.
Alpena, Mlch.__ 6 Aug. 13,1917 38 miles east of can buoy•• 2~ 7(}-80 - ........------- Only specimens -_......- 10

taken In 11ft.
7 Sept. 7,1917 26 miles SE. by E. ~ E. of 4~ 16-20 ..... - .. _--- ... --- _•• _.do____._. __ ._ -_ ......... 19

can buoy.
8 Sept. 8, 1917 22 miles SE. by E. ~ E. of 1~ 30 - .. - .........._.... - Abundant_••____ -_ ...._.. 23

can buoy.
9 Sept. 12,1917 11 miles SE. U E. of can 4~ 1&-17 _.......... - .... __ .. Only specImens -_ ..- .... 4

buoy. taken in 11ft.
10 •••__do__••__ •• Center of lake east of can 2~ 6&-80 --- ........... __ ...- _.....do_._._••__•• ............ 14

buoy.
11 Sept. 14,1917 Center of lake northeast of 2~ 65-80 --- ............. - ..... _•• _.do••_•••• __ ._ _.. - ...... 23

can buolJj
12 ._•••do__••___• 24milesS .byE.~E.of 4~ 24 - ........ -- ......-- •__ ••do_••___ ••• __ 1 51

can buoy.
.13 Sept. 17,1917 13~milesSE. by B. ofean 4~ 1a _.........._-_ .. -- __ •••do_.____• _••_ .. _..- .... 2

uoy.
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TABLE 58.-Records of the occurrence of Leucichthys hoyi in Lake Huron-Continued

30 Abundant • _

4~ 24-30 ._ Abundant ._._. _. _

2~ 50 Clay OccasionaL_____ 26

2~ 65-75 • do •• _

2~ 65-70 ••• do • _

4

4

6

25
92

34

6

33

11

\I

18

3

52
49
4

50

15

43

52
34

38
7

25

2

2

Preserved
specimens
examined

+200 -200\
mm. mm.l

Abundance

Common__• • _

Abundant__• • __
66 per cenL. • _

Bottom

17 • __do ••_._

17 • OccasionaL_. ._

30 _. • _
31

60 • Only specimens _. _
taken in lift.70 • .do •__ ••••__ • __ ._

52 _. •• • do •__._._ 2

60 • _
30 ._ Abundant • __ ._

20-30 _._. Only specimens ...
. taken in lift.65 do • ,, __

65-70 do __• • •

60-70 ._. do__• _

80-100 _. • .do _

60 • __ • do _

14-20 • do _

Depth,
in

fath·
oms

60 Only specimens _
taken in lift.

2~ 6~0 do_._. _

2~ 65 • do_. ••_

4~ 20-25

3 • ._. •• __ • ._.do_._._______ 2
3 10-25 ._.do. • • _
1~ 15 Mud,rock. do._. ._. •

3

3
3

GlII
net

mesh,
in

inches

Locality

17~ miles N. by E. of
Thunder Bay Island.

Center of lake northeast of
can buoy.

14 miles NE. by E. of
Thunder Bay Island.

17 miles NE. by N. ~ N.
of Thunder Bay Island.

Center of lake east of can
buoy.

15 miles SE. by S. ~ S. of
can buoy.

13 miles SE. by E. of can
buoy.

Off Presque Isle lighL 1~, 2~__ ____ ___ ____ ___ ___ __ 1~

40 miles ESE. of can buoy_ 4~.

24 Sept. 18,1919 14 miles N. by E. of
Thunder Bay Island.

17 miles NE. by N. ~ N.
of Thunder Bay Island.

20 miles E. by N. of can
buoy.

18 miles NE. ~ E. of
Thunder Bay Island.

13 miles NE. ~ N. of
Thunder Bay Island.

3 miles E. ~ S. of North
Point.

November. "

Oct. 27,1917 35 miles NE. by N. ~ N __

25 June 30, 1923

26 July 2,1923

27 July 5,1923

28 July 7,1923

29 July 10,1923

34 June ••_. 10 miles southwest and
west of Cape Hurd.

21 miles east of Surprise
Shoal.

Off White Bluff. ._
4 miles northeast of Cape

Croker Light.39 July 30,1919 • __ •• __
40 Nov.28,1919 Colpoy Bay _
41 Dcc. 3,1919 _. do _

M. couture' } 80
Capt. Pohlkotter
Harbor Beach, 31

Mich.

Port from which Rec-
ord Datenets were set No.

Lake Huron prop-
er-Continued.

Alpena, Mich______ 14 Sept. 18, 1917

15 Sept. 19, 1917

16 Sept. 20, 1917

17 Sept. 21, 1917

18
_____do________

19 Sept. 22, 1917

20 Sept. 26,1917

21 Sept. 13,1919
22 Sept., 16 1919
23 _____do________

Borrowed specimens:
Port Huron,

Mich.'

32 Dec. 9,1917 ._._. • •• __
33 Mar. 15,1919 __ • • • _

Tohermory,
Ontario.W. Leslie _

D. McInnis _
W.W. Ransbury_
W. J. Simpson_
J. R. Simpson_.
K. McLeod _
E. Darragh _

North Channel:
J. Merrylees }
J. young__ .____ 35 August Off Gore Bay Light. _
A. Purvis _

Georgian Bay:
Lions Head, 36 July 30,1919

Ontario.
37 Oct. 6,1919

Wiarton, On- 38 July 28,1919
tario.

'See note, Table 20. • University of Michigan collection.
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TABLE 59.-Numerical expressions of certain systematic characters for 15 specimens of Leucichthys
hoyi from Lake Huron, 10 from depths of about 30 fathoms and 5 from depths of 60 fathoms or
more, selected according to size and habitat

VarIety Field Locality Length Sex Rakers Scales L]H L]O L]DB L]AB L]DA L]AT L]D L]W D/W SD]H SD]ONo.
- ---------------------------

30·fathom••. 234 Alpena, MIch. 177 ci' 16+27 68 4.4 6.2 11.0 9.8 2.7 8.0 4.3 8.4 1.9 2.1 2.9
238 .....do. __ ••... 147 cl' 15+26 73 4.3 5.8 9.4 9.6 2.7 8.4 4.5 8.5 1.9 2.1 2.8
247 .....do••••..•. 173 \? 15+28 74 4.2 6.0 10.2 10.1 2.9 8.0 4.2 7.8 1.8 2.1 3.0
252 .....do....__ ••• 182 cl' 15+27 75 4.2 6.0 '9.1 8.7 2.7 9.5 4.5 8.1 1.8 2.1 2.9
268 .....do__ ...... 189 <;1 15+26 71 4.3 6.0 10.0 10.5 2.8 8.3 3.8 7.7 2.0 2.2 3.1

36B Harbor Beach, 184 cl' 15+27 72 4.2 5.9 10.1 9.8 2.7 8.3 4.0 8.0 1.9 2.0 2.9
Mich.

38B .....do__ ...... 161 cl' 15+27 74 4.1 5.7 10.0 10.3 2.9 7.3 4.0 8.2 2.0 2.0 2.8
45B .....do. _______ 152 <;1 15+29 74 4.0 5.5 10.2 10.0 2.8 8.9 3.9 7.6 1.9 2.0 2.8
58B ••••.do._ ...... 180 <;1 15+27 69 4.1 5.6 9.2 9.4 2.8 8.5 3.7 7.3 1.9 2.0 2.7
70B •.•••do.•. __... 163 <;1 14+27 72 4.2 5.5 10.5 8.9 2.8 8.3 3.7 8.1 2.2 2.0 2.7

tJO.fathom••. 29B Alpena, Mich. 161 \? 15+26 67 4.0 5.6 10.0 9.0 2.8 8.7 4.2 9.4 2.2 2.0 2.8
30B .....do.••••••. 161 ci' 16+28 79 3.9 5.2 9.7 9.5 3.0 9.4 4.2 8.9 2.1 2.0 2.8
381 __•••do....__... 158 <;1 14+27 79 3.9 5.2 9.7 8.6 3.0 8.4 4.6 10.0 2.1 2.0 2.8
391 _....do........ 151 <;1 15+26 78 3.9 5.4 10.7 9.5 3.0 7.7 3.9 10.0 2.5 2.0 2.8
394 .....do......... 170 \? 15+26 73 4.0 5.7 10.6 1l.5 3.1 8.4 4.4 9.4 2.1 2.0 2.1l

Variety Field SAIH SAIO H]E H]M H]S HIJ H/Ad R/R OlE °IM O]S PV/P AVIV/DR AR VR PR DC AC BrNo.

30·fathom._. 234 3.3 4.4 3;6 2.3 3.7 2.0 3.0 5.4 2.6 1.7 2.7 1.9 I. 3 9 11 11 15 1.9 1.1 8
238 3.3 4.4 3.7 2.6 3.1l 1.9 3.1 5.4 2.7 I.Il 2.1l 1.9 1.4 9 11 11 15 1.6 1.0 8
247 3.2 4.6 3.9 2.5 3.7 1.9 3.5 6.0 2.8 1.7 2.6 2.0 1.4 9 11 11 17 1.6 1.0 Il
252 3.3 4.6 3.8 2.7 3.8 2.1 3.4 5.0 2.7 I.Il 2.7 I.Il 1.4 Il 12 11 16 1.6 .97 8
268 3.4 4.8 3.9 2.5 3.7 1.1l 3.6 5.7 2.8 1.8 2.6 2.0 1.4 10 12 11 15 1.5 1.1 9

36B 3.2 4;5 3.8 2.5 3.8 I.Il 3.1 5.1 2.7 1.8 2.7 1.8 1.3 10 11 11 17 1.6 1.1 8
38B 3.1 4.4 3.6 2.4 3.1l 1.9 3.6 4.8 2.5 1.7 2.8 1.8 1.2 Il 10 10 15 1.8 1.1 8
45B 3.1 4.2 3.6 2.5 4.1 1.1l 4.0 5.0 2.7 1.8 3.0 1.9 1.2 Il 11 11 14 1.7 1.1 8
58D 3.2 4.3 3.8 2.5 3.7 1.9 4.0 4.8 2.8 1.8 2.7 2.0 1.3 Il 11 11 15 1.5 1.1 Il
70B 3.1 4.2 3.7 2.6 3.8 1.9 3.1l 6.2 2.7 1.1l 2.8 2.0 1.3 Il 12 11 16 1.8 1.0 8

tJO.fathom•••• 29D 3.1 4.1 3.8 2.5 3.8 1.9 4.8 5.0 2.7 1.7 2.7 1.8 1.3 Il 11 12 16 1.7 1.1 8
30B 3.1 4.4 3.6 2.3 3.7 1.9 4.0 5.1 2.6 1.7 2.6 1.8 1.3 10 12 11 16 1.8 1.1 II
381 2.9 4.0 4.0 2.5 3.5 1.8 4.3 7.2 2.9 1.8 2.6 1.8 1.2 10 12 11 16 1.6 1.0 8
391 3.0 4.2 3.8 2.6 3.8 1.9 3.4 5.6 2.7 1.7 2.7 2.0 1.1 9 11 11 17 1.8 1.0 8
394 3.2 4.4 3.9 2.4 3.8 1.9 3.8 5.0 2.8 1.7 2.7 1.9 1.2 9 11 12 16 1.8 1.1 9

TABLE 60.-Records of the occurrence of Leucichthys hoyi in Lake Superior
[For each record is given, if known, the date and locality, the kind of gear used to make it, the depth of water and character

of the bottom where made, the abundance of this species in the lift, and the number of preserved specimens examined)

. Preserved
Port from Rec- Gill·net D~pth,

specimens
which nets ord Date Location mesh, In III Abundance Bottom examined

were set No. inches fatboms +200 -200
mm. mm.

--
Sault Ste. Marie, 1 June 14,1922 In Whitefish Day .~... 1~ 40-50 Common....... ----_ .. _--- -- .. ---- .... - ... -- .. _.. -

Mich.
Marquette, 2 Aug. 8,1921 6 miles NE. %: N ...... 1~ 42-65 .••••do.......... Red clay••••••• .. _---- 28

Mich.
Ontonagon, 3 Aug. 24, 1921 21 miles west•••••••••• 2~,2~,4~ 15-45 Occasional••••• .....do.......... 5 16

Mich. 4 Aug. 25, 1921 6 miles NNW......... 2~,28~,4~ 20-38 .. __ .do........ __ Sand and clay•. 8 10
A~stle Islands, 6 July 11,1922 Between Cat and 2~,2%: 15-20 Ouly specimen Sand........... 1 ------

is. South Twin Islands. taken in lift.
6 July 14,1922 25 miles north of 4~ 50-90 OccasionaL .... Red and yellow ------ 10

South Twin Island. clay.
7 July 15,1922 14-18 miles NW.by 4~ 40-90 Common..._... Clay.........__ SO

N. of South Twin
Island.

S •••• •do........ 20 miles northwest of 4~ 35-65 .....do.......... .....do.......... 1 107

July
Rocky Island.

Duluth, Minn•• 9 17,1922 20 miles NE. by E •••. 2% 30-40 Lift not exam· Sand........... 1 I
Ined.

Grand Marais. 10 S~t. 14,1921 Off Terrace Point. __ •. 2~,2%:,4~ 30-65 Occasional.~ '" Clay.•"........ 20 10
Minn. 11 J y 17,1922 • ____do...... _.• _••• __ •• 4~ 30-65 .....do.......... .....do.._....... 3 9

Port Arthur, 12 Sept. 15, 1923 Thunder Bay, off 2~ 31 Only specimens Brownish·gray -.-_.o- 3
Ontario. Thunder Cape. taken in lilt. clay.

13 Sept. 17,1923 Thunder Bay, south 2~ 23 .....do...... __ •• •••..do.•••.••••• 3 4
of Welcome Islands.

14 Sept. 19, 1923 Thunder Bay, off 2~ 49 •••••do_......... .. •••do.......... ---_ .. - 10
Sawyer Bay.

Graylsh·brownROSSeort, On· 15 Oct. 4,1921 Off Bread !l.0ck••••••• 2~,2%: So-OO . __ ••do...__ ••••• 1 1
tar o. clay.

16 Sept. 29,1923 Off Salter Island •••••• 2~ 42 OccasionaL._•• Clay•••• __ ._••• ..--....- 2
M8r~uette. ....--- - .. ------ .. --- .. _- --- --_ .. -_ .. ------ --- ----- - .. -- .. _----- -- .. ----- -- ... _- .. _.. ------ --- ----- .. _--_ ...._--- .. 1 -- ..---

Mlc .1

I Field Museum collection, borrowed specimen.
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TABLE 61.-Numerical expressions of certain systematic characters for 10 specimens of Leucichthys
hoyi from Lake SuperiOl', selected at random

Field Locality Length Rakers Sex Scales L/H LjO L/DB LjAB L/DA L/AT LID L/W D/W SD/H SD/O BA/HNo.
---- --------------------------

1S3604 Ontonagon, Mlch__ 216 1H20 ~ 69 4.3 IS. 8 9.7 10.8 2.8 9.0 3.9 6.9 1.7 2.2 3.0 3.4
1S3616

_____do_________•__
222 16+26 ~ 68 4.2 6.0 9.7 10.0 2.8 7.4 4.1 8.2 2.0 2.0 2.9 3.4

03630
____-do_____________

193 16+20 ~ 74 3.7 IS. 1 9.6 9.1 3.0 8.0 3.7 7.8 2.1 2.0 2.8 2.9
03683

_____do_____________
203 16+28 ~ 69 4.1 IS. 7 9.6 8.8 2.7 7.8 4.3 9. IS 2.2 2.0 2.8 3.1

03774 Grand Marais,
IJlI

Minn____________ 200 14+24 r3' 75 4.0 IS. IS 8.3 9.1 2.7 8.7 3.7 7.6 2.0 2.0 2.9 3.1
1S3817 _____do_____________ 223 11S+27 ~ 79 4.2 6.0 10.1 10.2 2.9 9.6 4.2 7.9 1.8 2.0 3.0 3.3
03599 Ontonagon, Mlch__ 179 16+27 ~ 73 3.8 5.2 9.4 10.4 2.7 7.3 4.0 8.5 2.0 2.0 2.7 3.0
03656 _____do_____________ 159 15+21S r3' 72 3.7 4.9 9.9 8.8 2.7 7.5 4.1 8.3 2.0 1.9 2.5 2.8
08293 Apostle Islands,Wls _____________

169 17+29 r3' 78 3.9 5.2 8.8 9.3 2.6 8.0 4.0 8.8 2.2 1.9 2.6 3.0
1S8408 Grand Marais,Mlnn____________ 146 17+27 9 70 3.7 IS. 0 9.9 9.9 2.9 7.8 3.8 8.1 2.1 1.9 2.6 2.9

Field Locality SA/O HIE HIM HIS H/J H/Ad HjR OlE O/M O/S PVjP AVjV DR AR VR PR DC AC BrNo.
---------------------- - - - - ---- -

1S3604 Ontonagon, Mlch_ 4.7 3.9 2.5 3.7 1.8 3. IS 4.5 2.8 1.8 2.7 1.8 1.4 11 11 12 16 1.8 1.2 8
1S3616

_____do ____________
4.8 3.9 2.6 4.3 2.0 3.2 IS. 6 2.9 1.8 3.0 2.0 1.4 10 10 11 15 1.6 1.1 8

03630
_____do____________

4.0 3.8 2.3 3.8 1.8 3.8 IS. 1 2.8 1.7 2.8 LIS 1.1 9 12 11 16 1.9 1.1 9
03683

_____do ____________
4.3 3.8 2.4 3.8 1.9 3.1 4.9 2.7 1.7 2.7 1.8 1.2 10 12 11 lIS 1.8 1.0 9

03774 Grand Marais,Minn____________
4.3 3.9 2.3 3.7 1.9 3.8 4. IS 2.8 1.7 2.6 1.6 1.1 11 11 11 17 LIS 1.1 8

53817 _____do____________ 4.8 4.3 2.4 3.9 1.9 3. IS IS. 7 3.0 1.6 2.7 1.8 1.4 10 11 11 17 1.8 1.1 9
03599 Ontonagon, Mlch_ 4.1 3.7 2.5 3.7 1.9 3.2 IS. 7 2.7 1.9 2.7 1.8 1.1 11 11 11 15 2.0 1.1 8
1S3656

_____do____________
3.7 3.6 2.4 3.8 1.9 3.3 4.6 2.7 1.8 2.9 1.6 1.2 9 11 10 16 1.7 1.1 8

08293 Apostle Islands,Wls_____________ 4.1 3.5 2.3 3.6 1.8 3.3 4.5 2.6 1.7 2.7 1.7 1.2 11 11 11 16 1.7 1.2 9
1S8408 Grand Marais,Mlnn_______ ~ ____ 3.9 3. IS 2. IS 3.8 1.9 3. IS 4.8 2.6 1.9 2.9 1.7 1.4 9 10 11 16 1.8 1.2 8

TABLE 62.-Records of the occurrence of Leucichthys hoyi in Lake Nipigon

[For each record Is given, It known, the date and locality, the kind of gear used to make itt the depth of the water where made,
and the total number of preserved specimens examlnea]

Rec
ord
No.1

Date Location
Gill-net
mesh, In
Inches

Depth,
In fath

oms

Preserved
specimens
examined

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9

10
11
12

, 13
14
15
16

~~. ~; m~ _~~_ro~~~~~!~_-::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~~:~~ igSept. 10, 1923 do _
July 29, 1924 do ._ __ __ 15
Sept. 1,1923 Off Blackwater Rlver • • •• •• __ 30
July 25, 1924 do_ __ 54
Sept. 3,1923 Humboldt Bay • • • • .____ 6-31S
Aug. 15,1922 Off Murchison Island ._. • • 25
Aug. 1,1922 Ombablka Bay • ._____________ 4~ 15-20
Aug. 17,1922 Off Whltesand River .__________________ 20
Aug. 30,1923 Off Virgin Island • ._. •__ ._____ 19
Aug. 3, 1922 Unknown • • ._._. .____ 20-25
Aug. IS, 1922 ._do • • • • • 20-25
Aug. 15, 1922 do • .___________ 20-25
Oct. 26, 1922 do ._. • • • _

______ •• No data ••_• ••_. __ •• __•••• __ ••• ••• • ._._. •

150
1
6
1
2
2

113
2

427
13
3
3
2

11
17
18

I All but records I, 9, and 15 from University of Toronto collections.
J Eight specimens over 200 millimeters. .

lOne specimen over 200 millimeters.
4 Two specimens over 200 millimeters.
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TABLE 63.-Numerical expressions of certain systematic characters for to specimens of Leucichthys
hoyi from Lake Nipigon, selected according to size

. .....1: L/DBIL/AB
Field Locality

Length,
SD/HNo. milli· Scales L/H LIO L/DA L/AT LID LIW D/W SD/O SAtH

meters

57437 Macdiarmid, On·tarlo____________ ~ 212 16+28 .. 79 4.0 5.4 8.8 8.4 3.0 7.8 4.4 9.6 2.1 2.0 2.7 3.1
57460 __ ••_do________•____ 218 15+27 .. 70 4.0 5.7 10.3 10.0 3.0 8.7 4.1 8.7 2.1 2.0 2.9 3.2
67690 _____do. ____________ 216 17+28 .. 78 4.0 6.6 9.3 8.9 2.8 8.6 4.3 8.9 2.0 2.0 2.9 3.1
67615 __ •__do_____________ 202 16+29 .. 75 3.9 5.4 10.2 9.1 3.0 8.7 4.2 8.4 1.9 1.9 2.8 3.1
57639

_____do_____________
200 16+28 .. 76 3.8 5.1 9.1 9.0 2.8 7.8 4.2 8.3 1.9 1.9 2.7 3.0

57696 _____ do ____________ 153 16+29 .. 79 3.9 5.4 9.2 9.0 3.0 7.7 4.2 9.2 2.1 2.0 2.7 3.1
67704 Ombabika Bay____ 182 16+29 rJ' 81 3.8 5.5 9.0 8.2 2.9 9.5 4.0 8.2 2.0 1.9 2.7 2.9
67706

__ •__do________•____
175 16+26 .. 77 3.8 5.1 9.7 9.7 2.9 7.9 4.6 9.7 2.1 2.0 2.7 3.0

57709 __ •__do_._•• ________ 164 16+29 .. 75 3.9 5.0 9.0 9.1 3.0 7.9 4.0 8.2 2.0 2.0 2.6 3.0
67719

_____do_____________
153 17+29 rJ' 74 3.9 5.2 9.6 9.5 2.9 8.0 4.6 10.2 2.2 2.0 2.6 3.0

--
Field Locality SAfO HfE HIM HIS HIJ H/Ad HfR OfE DIM °IS PV/P AVIV DR AR VR PR DO AO BrNo.

------- ---------------- - - -- - ---- -
57437 Macdiarmid, On-tario ____________ 4.1 3.8 2.3 3.6 1.8 3.0 5.3 2.8 1.6 2.6 1.4 1.2 10 12 11 15 1.7 1.2 9
57460 _. ___do____________ 4.6 3.9 2.4 3.8 1.8 3.2 5.4 2.7 1.6 2.7 1.6 1.2 8 10 11 16 2.1 1.4 9
57590

_____do___ • ________
4.3 3.7 2.4 3.7 1.8 3.3 5.7 2.7 1.7 2.7 1.7 1.3 10 11 11 15 1.7 1.1 9

57615 __ •__do___ • ________
4.2 3.9 2.3 3.6 1.9 3.5 4.3 2.8 1.6 2.6 1.7 1.2 9 12 11 16 2.0 1.2 9

67639
__ •__do____________

4.1 4.0 2.3 3.6 1.8 3.0 4.9 3.0 1.7 2.7 1.6 1.2 10 11 12 15 1.8 1.2 9
57696 _____do ___ • ________ 4.3 3.5 2.3 3.8 1.8 3.6 4.8 2.5 1.7 2.8 1.5 1.3 10 12 11 15 1.7 1.1 9
57704 Ombablka Bay___ 4.2 3.8 2.3 3.8 1.9 3.3 4.7 2.7 1.6 2.7 1.6 1.2 10 12 11 17 1.8 1.2 9
67706 _____do_._. ________ 4.0 4.0 2.4 3.5 1.8 3.4 5.6 3.0 1.7 2.6 1.8 1.1 10 11 11 16 1.7 1.3 II
57709

_____ do___ • ________
3.9 3.5 2.3 3.4 1.8 3.5 4.2 2.7 1.8 2.7 1.6 1.1 10 11 11 16 1.8 1.3 9

67719 ____.do__ •••_______ 4.0 3.5 2.2 3.8 1.8 3.9 4.8 2.6 1.7 2.8 1.4 1.1 9 11 11 16 1.8 1.3 9

TABLE 64.-Records of the occurrence of Leucichthys hoyi in Lake Ontario

[For each record is given, If known, the date and localIty, the kind of gear used to make It, the depth of the water and character of
the bottom where made, the abundance of this species in the lift, and the total number of preserved specimens examined]

Preserved
Depth, specimens

Port from wblch Rec- Gill-net Per· examined
ord Date Locality mesh,ln In Bottom cent-nets were set No. Inches fath· ageoms +200 -200

mm. mm.
----

Winona.Ontarlo__ • 1 Nov. 23,1917
'i3"iiiiies-E:-gs::::::::::::::: 2}i·~S --40:50- 'M-tid::::::::::: ~:~

1
Bronte,Ontarlo____ 2 June 29,1921 7 1

3 June 30, 1921 Off Oakvllle_______•_______•__ 4'4 16 .. --~ - ---_ ..------ 1 1
Brlghton,Ontarlo__ 4 June 10, 1921 20 miles S. by W. of Presque 2% 40-50 Mud__________• {I} 13 3

Isle Light.'
5 June 16,1921 __ •__do ___ • ________ •__ ••_••_. __

2~ 40-50
•____ do_____•___

i:~
12 - ...... --

Bandy Pond, N. Y_ 6 Aug. 24,1923 9 miles west_______•__ •• _______ 3 25-28 Sand and mud_ 5
7 Aug. 30,1923 14 miles west_.__ ••••_••••_____ 1%,2~ 60 Clay and mud_ {I 14 1

Selkirk, N. Y ____ ._ July 5 miles NNW. of Nine-Mile
3,3~,3~

25-3. Blue c1ay____ "_ (I) 8 28 11,1921 3
Point.

Oswego, N. Y. __ ._. 9 Sept. 1, 1923 Off Nine-Mile Polnt______••__ 3 30 Clay___________
1:~

7 2:
10 sey,t. 4, 1923 8% miles W. by N. ~ N ______ l}i, 2%, 3 70-7. Clay and mud_ "'70- 4

Sodus Point, N. Y__ 11 Ju Y 12,1921 8~ miles NNW_._. ________•__ 2>i2~ 60 Mud and c1ay__ 75 4
12 July 13,1921

NNW ________________________
3 40 Mud___ •_______ (I) ---68- - ........ -

Charlotte, N. Y _••_ 13 July 4,1921 7 miles off Braddock Point 2}i,2~ 65 Blue and brown 66 - ..----
June 23, 1921 3 ~lf~tnorth______ ••_. _____ •__

2%,2~
clay.

Wilson, N. Y____•• 14 30 Brown clay____ {I} 4 -----i15 June 25, 1921 5 miles north.___ •••• ___•__ •___ 2%,2' 50 01ayand mud_ 60 23
16 July 16, 1921 _____do___ • ________ •________•__

2%,2', 50 Clay___ •_______ 90 --"7- -'---a17 July 19, 1921 6}i miles N. by W. ~ W___ ••_ 2~,2~ 65 Blue and brown 25

July 21,1921 2 miles north._________________ clay.
(')18 2~ 20 ----- ...............----- 5 - .._-- ...

Toronto, Ontario ••• -......... ...... - ..........__ .. - .... .. _............ - ..- .. -- ............ -_ .... -- _..- ....... --_ .. ---_ ................... - ...... - .. 1 .. .. -_ ..-

I Rare.
, OCC8lllonal.

, Oommon.
; U. S. NatIonal Museum collectlaD.
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TABLE 65.-Numerical expressions of certain systematic characters for 10 specimens of Leucichthys
hoyi from Lake Ontario, selected according to size

.
Field Locality Length Rakers Sex Scales L/H L/O L/DB L/AB L/DA L/AT LID L/W D/W SD/H SD/O SAIHNo.

--- - --------------------------
53194 Brighton, Ontarlo_ 128 14+28 9 75 3.7 4.9 10.0 9.7 2.9 7.5 4.5 9.8 2.1 1.9 2.5 2.8
53277 Bronte, Ontarlo___ 167 16+30 9 76 3.9 5.5 10.9 9.8 3.0 8.3 4.1 9.2 2.2 2.0 2.9 3.1
54079 Wilson, N. Y______ 164 17+29 9 75 3.9 5.1 9.6 9.6 2.7 9.6 3.8 8.6 2.2 1.9 2.5 3.0
62468 SandyPond,N. Y_ 183 16+28 9 73 3.8 5.3 9.8 8.7 3.0 8.3 4.3 10.1 2.3 2.0 2.7 3.0
54124 Sodus Point, N. Y_ 219 18+30 9 71 4.0 5.6 8.7 8.7 2.6 8.5 3.9 7.5 1.9 1.9 2.7 3.0
54165 _____do______•____._ 196 15+25 <! 67 4.0 5.4 9.7 9.2 2.7 8.1 3.7 7.2 1.9 2.0 2.8 3.1
54139

_____do_____________
214 15+27 9 69 4.1 5.7 8.9 9.2 2.7 8.9 3.6 7.9 2.1 2.2 3.0 3.3

54159
_____do_____________

208 16+30 9 76 4.1 5.9 10.0 9.0 2.8 9.0 4.1 8.6 2.0 2.0 2.9 3.3
54200

_____do_____________
253 16+28 9 74 4.4 6.1 10.2 11.9 2.8 8.8 4.0 8.1 2.0 2.2 3.1 3.4

54205
_____do_____ •____ ._. 253 15+28 9 71 4.2 6.0 10.5 10.2 2.7 8.7 3.9 7.9 2.0 2.1 2.9 3.4

Field Locality SA/O HIE HIM HIS H/J H/Ad H/R OlE O/M OIS IpV/P AVIV DR AR VR PR DO AO BrNo.

53194 Brighton, On- 3.7 3.7 2.6 3.6 1.8 4.1 4.2 2.8 2.0 2.8 1.5 1.3 9 10 11 15 1.8 1.1 8
tario.

53277 Bronte, Ontarlo_. 4.3 3.8 2.8 4.1 1.9 4.2 4.7 2.7 2.0 2.9 1.9 1.4 9 10 10 15 1.9 1.0 9
54079 Wilson, N. Y____ 4.0 3.8 ~.4 3.5 1.8 3.8 4.6 2.9 1.8 2.7 1.7 1.2 9 ---- 11 16 1.7 To-- 9
62468 Sandy Pond, 4.1 3.9 2.6 3.6 1.8 4.7 6.7 2.8 1.8 2.6 2.0 1.1 9 11 10 14 1.6 8

N. Y.
54124 Sodus Point, 4.2 4.2 2.7 3.6 1.9 4.1 4.6 3.0 1.9 2.6 1.6 1.3 9 11 11 16 1.4 1.0 8
1'1 N. Y.
54165

_____do.__________
4.2 4.3 2.6 3.7 1.9 3.7 6.4 3.2 1.9 2.7 1.7 1.2 9 11 10 14 1.6 1.0 9

54139
_____do___•________ 4.5 4.1 2.4 3.7 1.8 4.2 4.6 3.0 1.7 2.7 1.7 1.3 9 12 11 14 1.4 1.0 8

54159
_____ do____________

4.7 4.1 2.6 3.7 1.9 4.0 4.9 2.9 1.7 2.6 2.2 1.4 9 11 10 15 1.6 .95 9
54200

_____ do_______•• ___
4.8 4.2 2.6 3.9 2.0 4.3 6.1 3.0 1.9 2.8 2.0 1.5 9 10 11 15 1.6 1.2 8

54205 ___ •_do________ •___ 4.7 4.4 2.6 3.6 1.9 3.4 4.6 3.1 1.8 2.6 2.0 1.5 9 10 11 14 1.6 1.0 8

TABLE 66.-Records of the occurrence of Leucichthys artedi in Lake Erie

{For each record Is given, If known, the date and locality, the kind of gear used to make It
J

the depth of the water where made,
and the total number of preserved specimens examined

Port from which nets we~e set Date Locallty
GIII·net
mesh,ln
Inches

Preserved specimens
Depth, examined

In
fathoms

+22limm. -226mm,

---------1-----1------------1------------
Monroe, Mich. _
Sandusky, Ohio. • ••
Ashtabula, Ohio • _

11 1
16 3
3 1
1 1
3 1
6 1
1 23
6 41
1 ··----··-5

14
5 36

59 3
25

22
3
1
1 -'-'-"--i7
7 1
1

1920Nov. 29,1920 -----.------------------.--------------- --------3- ---.------
Oct. 20, 1920 ·ECliyW~-oibreiikwBte;:=::::::::::::: 3 5-7
Oct. 22,1920 14 miles NE. by N_•• ._____ 3 12
Oct. 23,1920 do • 3 12

Erie, Pa • •• •• Oct. 24,1920 12 miles N. by iC:::::::::::::::::::: 3
_____ do 19 miles NNE : •• ._.____ 3 _
Oct. 25,1920 17 miles NE. by N. % N •• 3 20-25-
Oct. 20,1920 22 miles NE. %N_. • ._.__ 3 ---"'-24---
Oct. 27,1920 12 miles NW. by N .__ 3
Oct. 28,1920 14 miles W. by N .________ 3 25
Dec. -,1922 West of the port__•__• • •• 3
Dec. 3,1924 ._. • .________ 3

Dunkirk, N. Y __• • _

Port Stanley, Ontarlo •__ • _
Erleau, Ontarlo • _
Borrowed specimens:Erie, Pa. I ._._••__ •• ,_. __ ••••• _•• __ ._. • • ._•• • •• _

Do.•.. • • • • • • • •__ • • _
Oleveland, Ohio t. __ •• • ••_._. • •• __•• • • ._. • __ •• _•••_. _
Port Stanley, Ontario '_. • ._._••__._._._._. • • • •• __•••••__ ._. • _
Port Maitland, Ontario t. •• _._ •• • • ••• • __ •• •• _

il~:I?n~O~ta~l~t~~I~~:::::: ::::::::::::::: :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: :::::::::: ::::::::::

I Field Museum collection. • U. S. National Museum collection. • University of Toronto collection•



GREAT LAKES COREGONIDS 609

TABLE 67.-Numerical expressions of certain systematic characters for 40 specimens of Leucichthys
artedi from Lake Erie, 30 of them over 200 millimeters long and 10 under 200 millimeters long,
selected according to size and locality

Size Field I Locality Length Sex Rakers Scales L/H L/O L/DB L/ABNo.
----------------

Albus form:
East end, over 200 4049 Ashtabula, Ohlo_. __ •_______ •_____ 225 1m. Q 17+31 71 4.2 6.0 8.0 7.8

mm. 4050
_____do_____ •________ •________ •_____

293 Q 18+30 77 4.5 6.5 8.3 8.9
4051

_____do_______________________•_____
277 Q 17+29 77 4.7 6.9 9.5 10.5

4056 _____do_____ •________ •________ •_____
249 Q 18+30 74 4.4 6.3 9.5 9.6

4060 Erie, Pa____________•______________ 247 Q, 18+31 80 4.2 6.0 9.5 8.8
4096

_____ do___•___________________•_____
255 Q 17+30 75 4.5 6.7 10.0 10.5

4114 _____do.____ •________•______________
234 cJ' 17+31 76 4.5 6.1 10.0 10.6

4136
_____ do.____________________________

315 Q 17+28 76 4.6 6.7 9.0 9.0
4145 Dunkirk, N. Y.___________________ 231 cJ' 18+30 76 4.3 6.1 9.2 8.7
4158

_____do_______________________ •_____
283 cJ' 18+30 72 4.6 6.5 8.8 8.5West end__________ 59330 Port Stanley, Ontario.____________ 276 cJ' 17+29 75 4.4 6.0 8.1 7.8

59336
_____do__________•____________•_____

241 Q 16+30 69 4.4 6.2 8.0 9.3
119351

_____do_______________________•_____
305 cJ' 16+29 75 4.5 6.6 8.0 8.2

59353
_____do_______________________ •_____

299 Q 16+28 77 4.7 6.6 8.3 9.9
119364 _____ do.______________________•_.___

282 cJ' 18+31 73 4.61 6.7 7.8 8.9
59370 _____do_______________•_____________ 256 Q 18+30 75 4.4 6.5 7.7 8.8
59372

_____do_____________________________
250 Q 16+27 76 4.5 6.2 8.8 10.5

59378
_____do_____________________________

264 Q 16+30 81 4.7 6.6 8.0 7.8
59380

_____do_____________________________
231 Q 17+31 77 4.6 6.2 8.5 9.2

59384
_____do___________ •_________________

237 cJ' 17+27 72 4.4 6.3 8.7 8.4
Artedl form:BJuebaw__________ 4600 Sandusky, Ohlo____ •______________ 297 cJ' 16+29 77 4.6 6.3 9.5 9.9

4602
_____do_____________________________

305 Q 10+31 76 4.8 7.0 10.8 9.8
52802 Monroe, Mich__________________•.! 302 Q 16+30 84 4.9 7.1 11.5 10.2
52803

_____do_____________________________
229 cJ' 18+32 89 4.5 6.5 10.1 11.9

52806
_____do__________________•________._

234 Q 18+31 83 4.5 6.1 11.2 10.1
52807

_____do_____________________________
258 cJ' 16+30 82 4.6 6.4 10.0 10.2

52808
_____do___•_______________________._

254 cJ' 17+30 81 4.7 6.5 9.6 9.4
112809

_____do___•_________________________
315 cJ' 19+30 78 5.0 7.1 10.1 9.9

52812
_____do_____________________________

260 Q 17+30 85 4.6 6.1 9.6 9.2
52813 _____do_••__•___ •___ •________ •___ ••_ 341 Q 16+30 84 5.2 7.4 12.1 11.3

Albus form:
Under 200 mm_••__ 4057 Ashtabula, Ohlo____•__ •_________• 181 cJ' 17+29 83 4.3 6.2 7.9 8.9

4070
_____do_____________________________

196 cJ' 16+29 73 4.4 5.9 9.2 8.9
4102

Erie, Pa___________________________ 168 1m. Q 15+30 73 4.3 6.1 8.8 8.4
4106

_____do_____________________________
184 cJ' 16+28 77 4.2 5.7 9.2 9.4

4130
_____do_________ •________ •__________

194 Q 16+30 80 4.2 5.7 9.1 9.7
4131 _____do_____________________________ 160 1m. Q 18+29 74 4.1 5.9 8.9 8.9
4137

_____do_____________________________
193 Q 17+29 78 4.3 5.9 8.9 9.1

4139 _____do_________ • ___________________ 185 \1 16+28 71 4.3 6.1 9.7 8.4
4147 Dunkirk, N. Y.___________________ 128 Im.cJ' 17+30 78 4.2 6.0 8.6 9.2
4171

_____ do__________•______ ••_. _____ ••• 188 \1 17+28 75 4.2 5.8 9.6 9.4

Size Field L/DA L/AT LID IL/W D/W BD/H BD/O BA/H SAID HIE HIM HIS H/J H/AdNo.

Albus form:
East end, over 200 mm. __ 4049 2.6 7.2 3.0 6.4 2.0 2.1 3.1 3.2 4.7 4.3 2.8 4.0 2.1 3.0

4050 2.6 9.7 3.4 6.6 1.9 2.3 3.3 3.6 5.2 4.3 2.6 4.0 2.0 3.5
4051 3.0 7.3 3.6 7.1 1.9 2.4 3.5 3.7 5.5 4.5 2.9 3.9 2.1 2.9
4056 2.8 9.2 3.5 7.3 2.0 2.4 3.4 3.5 5.0 4.3 2.6 4.0 2.1 3.7
4060 2.7 8.2 3.3 7.4 2.2 2.1 ,3.0 -3.3 4.7 4.2 2.7 4.0 2.0 3.1
4096 2.9 8.5 3.6 7.7 2.0 2.2 3.3 3.6 5.4 4.4 2.8 3.7 2.1 3.4
4114 2.8 8.0 4.0 8.0 2.0 2.3 3.1 3.6 5.0 4.2 2.6 4.0 2.0 3.2
4136 2.8 7.8 3.3 6.7 2.0 2.3 3.3 3.5 5.1 4.5 2.9 4.5 2.1 2.8
4145 3.0 7.2 3.7 7.8 2.0 2.1 3.0 3.5 5.1 4.0 2.6 4.0 1.9 2.9
4158 2.7 9.1 3.3 6.5 1.9 2.3 3.2 3.8 5.4 4.6 2.8 3.9 2.1 3.4West end___•__•____•__ ._ 59330 2.6 6.5 2.8 5.8 2.0 2.1 2.9 3.4 4.5 4.5 2.6 3.9 2.0 2.5

59336 2.8 7.4 3.5 7.3 2.0 2.1 3.0 3.5 5.0 4.8 2.8 3.9 2.1 2.7
59351 2.8 9.5 3.0 6.4 2.1 2.3 3.4 3.5 5.1 4.9 2.8 3.9 2.1 3.1
59353 2.5 8.4 3.4 6.6 1.9 2.4 3.4 3.7 5.2 4.8 2.9 3.8 2.1 2.8
59364 2.7 6.8 3.6 7.6 2.1 2.1 3.1 3.5 5.2 4.6 2.9 4.0 2.2 3.0
59370 2.7 8.3 3.2 6.7 2.1 2.2 3.3 3.5 5.2 4.5 3.1 '4.0 2.1 3.0
59372 2.8 7.8 3.7 6.7 1.7 2.3 3.2 3.5 4.8 4.2 2.8 4.1 2.0 2.8
59378 2.7 9.1 3.7 6.9 1.8 2.3 3.2 3.8 5.3 4.3 2.8 3.8 2.0 3.1
59380 2.8 7.4 3.7 7.0 1.8 2.3 3.2 3.7 5.0 4.2 2.7 3.8 2.0 2.8
59384 2.8 7.9 3.1 6.0 1.9 2.3 3.3 3.4 4.9 4.4 2.9 4.1 2.2 3.3

Artedl form:
Bluebllcks__ '_' ._. __ ••_._ 4600 2.7 8.7 4.1 7.0 1.7 2.3 3.1 3.6 4.9 4.5 3.0 3.9 2.2 3.7

4602 2.7 9.2 3.7 6.4 1.7 2.4 3.5 3.9 5.6 4.4 3.1 4.2 2.2 3.4
52802 2.5 7.9 4.1 7.5 1.8 2.3 3.4 3.8 5.5 4.3 3.0 3.8 2.1 3.8
52803 2.6 7.6 4.8 8.8 1.8 2.2 3.2 3.6 5.1 4.1 2.8 3.7 2.0 4.2
52806 2.8 7.8 4.0 8.3 2.0 2.2 3.1 3.5 4.7 4.1 2.7 3.7 2.0 3.7
52807 2.8 7.8 4.0 8.0 2.0 2.4 3.3 3.7 5.1 4.4 2.6 3.6 2.0 3.3
52808 2.6 7.6 4.2 8.1 1.9 2.2 3.1 3.6 5.1 4.2 2.9 3.8 2.0 3.3
62809 2.6 8.2 4.3 7.0 1.6 2.4 3.4 4.0 6.7 4.5 3.0 4.1 2.2 3.6
52812 2.7 8.9 . 4.0 8.1 2.0 2.3 3.1 3.6 4.8 4.3 2.6 3.6 2.0 3.2
52813 2.7 8.1 4.1 7.2 1.7 2.6 3.6 4.1 /l.8 4.5 3.0 4.0 2.1 3.3
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TABLE 67.-Numerical expressions of certain systematic characters for 40 specimens of Leucichthys
artedi from Lake Erie, 30 of them over 200 millimeters long and 10 under 200 millimeters long,
selected according to size and locality-Continued .

Size Field L/DA L/AT LID L/W DIW SDIH SDIO SAtH SA/O HIE HIM HIS H/J H/Ad
No

----------------------------
Albus form:Under 200 mm____ ~ ___ •__ 4057 2.7 8.6 3.6 7.8 2.1 2.1 3.1 3.4 4.9 4.2 2.8 4.0 2.1 3.7

4070 2.7 8.5 3.8 8.5 2.2 2.2 3.0 3.5 4.6 3.7 2.7 4.0 2.0 3.3
4102 2.9 8.4 3.8 8.8 2.3 2.1 3.0 3.4 4.8 4.2 2.8 4.2 2.0 4.2
4106 2.7 9.4 3.9 8.7 2.1 2.1 2.9 3.3 4.5 3.8 2.7 3.9 2.0 3.5
4130 2.8 8.4 3.9 8.0 2.0 2.1 2.8 3.4 4.5 4.0 2.8 3.9 2.0 3.7
4131 2.8 8.0 3.8 8.0 2.1 2.1 3.0 3.3 4.7 4.1 2.8 3.8 2.1 3.5
4137 2.7 7.4 3.7 8.0 2.1 2.2· 3.0 3.4 4.6 3.8 2.7 3.9 2.0 2.9
4139 3.0 9.2 4.2 8.0 1.9 2.3 3.3 3.4 4.9 3.9 2.8 3.9 2.0 3.9
4147 2.8 8.5 4.2 9.1 2.1 2.1 3.0 3.2 4.6 4.0 2.9 4.1 2.1 3.3
4171 2.9 8.1 3.8 7.5 1.9 2.2 3.0 3.4 4.7 4.0 2.5 3.7 1.9 3.0

Size Field H/R OlE OIM OIS PV/P AVIV DR AR1VR PR DC AC Br Scale rowsNo.

------------ - - - - ----
Albus form:

Eastend, over 200 mm_ 4049 5.4 3.0 1.9 2.8 1.7 1.5 10 12 11 15 1.4 0.90 8 42 35 26
4050 5.2 3.0 1.8 2.7 2.0 1.9 11 11 11 14 1.3 .92 8 40 32 25
4051 5.8 3.0 2.0 2.6 2.1 1.9 9 10 11 16 1.4 1.0 8 41 32 25
4056 5.0 3.0 1.8 2.7 2.0 1.7 10 12 11 16 1.5 1.0 8 42 33 24
4060 4.9 2.9 1.9 2.8 1.9 1.4 9 11 11 16 1.6 1.0 8 40 32 24
4096 5.0 3.0 1.9 2.5 2.0 1.7 9 10 11 14 1.5 1.1 7 41 32 24
4114 5.2 3.1 1.9 2.9 1.8 1.6 9 10 11 16 1.5 1.1 9 42 32 25
4136 4.8 3.1 2.0 3.1 1.9 1.6 10 11 11 16 1.4 1.0 9 45 32 24
4145 5.3 2.8 1.8 2.8 1.9 1.6 9 11 11 16 1.5 .95 8 41 34 25
4158 5.5 3.2 2.0 2.7 2.1 1.7 11 12 11 1~ 1.5 1.0 8 39 31 23

West end.____________ 59330 5.6 3.4 2.0 2.9 1.8 1.5 10 12 11 15 1.3 .92 7 40 31 24
59336 5.4 3.4 2.0 2.7 1.9 1.6 10 10 11 15 1.4 1.1 8 40 32 24
59351 4.7 3.4 1.9 2.7 2.0 1.5 10 12 12 14 1.3 .91 8 42 33 25
59353 5.4 3.4 2.1 2.7 2.0 1.6 10 11 11 15 1.3 1.0 8 38 32 24
59364 6.1 3.1 2.0 2.8 2.1 1.7 10 11 11 17 1.2 .95 8 40 32 24
59370 5.7 3.1 2.1 2.7 1.7 1.8 11 11 11 16 1.3 1.0 8 42 33 25
59372 5.9 3.0 2.0 3.0 2.0 1.5 11 10 11 15 1.3 1.0 8 41 35 25
59378 5.8 3.1 2.0 2.7 2.0 1.9 11 13 11 15 1.3 .80 8 41 33 25
59380 5.4 3.1 2.0 2.8 2.1 1.7 11 11 11 16 1.4 1.0 8 39 32 24
59384 5.8 3.1 2.0 2.9 2.0 1.4 10 11 12 16 1.5 1.0 8 41 32 24

Artedl form:Bluebacks____________ 4600 5.7 3.3 2.2 2.9 2.4 1.9 9 11 11 16 1.3 .86 8 44 36 27
4602 5.7 3.0 2.1 2.9 2.5 1.9 9 12 11 16 1.6 1.0 8 42 34 25

52802 6.1 3.0 2.1 2.6 2.5 1.9 8 10 11 15 1.5 .88 8 43 33 25
62803 6.0 2.9 1.9 2.6 2.2 1.7 10 10 12 16 1.4 1.0 9 44 34 25
52806 5.0 3.0 2.0 2.7 2.2 1.7 9 11 11 17 1.6 1.0 8 44 36 27
52807 5.0 3.2 1.9 2.6 2.2 1.7 10 11 11 18 1.4 1.0 7 45 34 26
52808 5.6 3.0 2.0 2.7 2.2 1.7 10 11 11 16 1.3 .88 8 45 35 26
52809 5.7 3.1 2.0 2.8 2.4 2.0 10 11 12 16 1.5 .94 8 43 34 25
52812 4.6 3.2 2.0 2.7 2.1 1.8 11 12 11 17 1.4 .91 8 43 34 26
52813 5.4 3.2 2.1 2.8 2.5 2.1 8 10 11 16 1.5 .93 8 46 36 26

Albu8 form:
Under 200 mm___._.__ 4057 6.0 2.9 2.0 2.7 2.0 1.5 11 11 10 14 1.3 1.0 7 40 32 24

4070 5.5 2.7 2.0 3.0 1.8 1.5 10 12 11 16 1.6 1.0 8 40 32 23
4102 5.0 3.0 2.0 3.0 1.9 1.6 9 12 11 14 1.5 1.0 8 40 32 24
4106 5.7 2.8 2.0 2.9 1.7 1.3 9 11 11 15 1.6 1.1 7 42 34 25
4130 5.0 3.0 2.0 2.9 1.9 1.6 11 12 12 15 1.4 1.0 8 41 33 24
4131 5.3 2.9 2.0 2.7 1.9 1.4 10 11 11 15 1.6 1.0 7 40 33 24
4137 5.5 2.8 2.0 2.9 1.8 1.5 11 11 11 16 1.5 1.0 7 40 32 24
4139 5.2 2.7 2.0 2.7 1.9 1.4 10 12 12 15 1.6 .94 8 41 33 24
4147 5.7 2.8 2.0 2.9 1.8 1.4 10 10 11 14 1.5 1.0 7 42 33 24
4171 5.0 2.9 1.8 2.7 1.7 1.4 9 11 10 15 1.8 1.2 8 41 31 23
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TABLE 68.-Records of the occurrence of Leucichthys artedi in Lake Michigan

[For each record is given, If known, the date and locality, the kind of gear used to make it, the depth of the water and character of
bottom where made, percentage of this species in the lift, and total numbor of preserved specimens examined]

Gill- I Preserved
Per- specimens

Port from which nets Rec· net Depth, cent· examined
were Bet ord Date Location mesh,. in Bottom age of

No. In fathoms ar-
inches tedi +225 -225

mm. mm.

----
Menominee, Mich._. ___ . 1 Aug. 16,1920 Off Little Sturgeon..__••.•.... 2~,2~ 11 -------.-----. 100 4 1

2 ..... do___ .••. 8 miles south of Green Island... 2~ 16 -----._------. 100 13 2
Oconto, Wis.• __ •.•. _____ 3 Nov. 17,1920 4 miles northeast..•..•....•.•_ 2~ 2 -----._------. 100 7 3

4 •___ .do.• _._ •• 3 miles southeast__ ._....•___ •• (1) 5-6 -------------- 100 14 10
Washington Harbor,Wis. 5 Aug. 18,1920 4miles west of Boyer Bluff...•_ 2~ 18-24 -------------- 45 10 2

6 ...•.do•••..•• 7 miles NNW•..•_.•• _.•.....• 2~ 11 -------------- -.---- ------ 2
7 _....do.."'" 5miles west of BOter Bluff_.••_ 4 20 ROck._._...• (') 2
8 Aug. 19,1920 3 miles WNW. of oyer Bluff•. 4 20--24 'Clai;iiiii<i:: ------ 3
9 __ •..do•.._._. 20 miles E. ~ N. of Hock Island 2~,2~ 71-90 (3) 1

10 .••_.do.. ____ . Off northwest end of St. Mar- 4~ 14 HOck._.•.•.. (') 32
tin's Island.

:Sturgeon:Bay, Wls____ .• 11 Aug. 23,1920 12 miles E. by S. of shlp·chan- 2%,2~ 60--70 Mud•.. __•.. (3) ------ --.---
ncl mouth.

Algoma, Wis.•.••_.•.•__ 12 Aug. 24, 1920 10 miles E.~ N. _.,••_•• __ •.• 2~ 35-50 Gravel, mud ~3) ------ ------
Port Washington, Wls_._ 13 Sept. 25, 1920 18 miles E. S•• ______ ._••..• 2~ 65-48 Clay•••_._ •• (:l ....·i

14 Sept. 27, 1920 Off city.•...._.•• _•• _•.••.•..• (1) I 5 -------------. 10
.Milwaukee, Wis••••___ •• 15 Mar. 24,1919 .. -- .-------- __ A _________________

2~1 10-15 -------------. (Il 8 ------
16 _•.•.do......• .. -_ .. --_ ...... -_ .. - ... --- -_ .. --- -_ ... - ... 2~ 50 'ciiii:::::::: ~:l

1 ------
17 Sept. 24, 1920 9 miles NNE••_•.•. __ .••._••.• 2~ 22-25 '--"4"18 Nov. 15, 1920 5 miles E. by S% S•..••...•• __ 2% 12 'ciiiy:::::::: ~:l

1
Michigan City, Ind. _._. 19 Sept. 3, 1920 22 miles NWN. % N.•_.•_•..• 2~ 30--40 1 --._--

20 Sept. 4, 1920 Off city__ .•• _•.. _._•...•••• _•• (1) 5 Sand.•____ .• 7 ------
21 Oct. 11,1920 20 miles N. by W. ~ W _"" •. 2% 30--40 Mud, clay•. (3) ------ ------
22 Mar. 2,1921 14 miles NNW••...• __ .•••_._. 1% 26 Clay•.•_. ___

~') ----4' 5
23 Mar. 4,1921 15 miles NW. by N. % N ____ . 2% 28 -------------. ') ------

Muskegon, Mich_ .••._.• 24 Aug. 31,1920
'3 'filiessoutii:::::::::::::::::: 2~ 'siiild:::::::: --rf 1 -- .. - .. -

Manistee, Mich .•_...___ 25 Aug. 27,1920 (1) 4 2
Platte Bay, Mich. (field 26 July 21,1923 1% miles south of Otter Creek•. 1% S-12 ..._.do__ ._._ 1

station).
July .....do. _•.. _.....•••...• __ ••• _ 1% 15-25 .c•••do...• __ (')27 23,1923 12

:South Manitou Island, 28 July 30,1923 Off the lighL_. _______ • __ •____ 1.71% 1-5 -------------- (') 1 ------
Mich.

Northport, Mich._._•• __ 29 Juue 22,1920 5 miles northwest of Cathead 2~ 40--60 ------------- .. (')
Light.

30 June 23,1920 Off Northport Point ..• _._.._. 1% 28--40 ----------_ .. - .. ~') '-'-4- 3
31 July 31,1923 5 miles northwest of Cathead 2~ 40--60 -------------- 0)

Traverse City, Mich. __ • 32 June 22,1920 4 ,;;W~\lOrth on east shore of <I) 4 Sand......•• <') 3 ----- ..
West Bay.

33 June 25,1920 _." .do_..•• ___ .•.•.••••....••• (I) 4 .. _•.do_ ••... (') 6 4
34 July 25, 1923 OtI Lees Point _______________ •

(7)1% 4-6 -----------.- . t 2
35 .....do....... .•...do•.•..._. __ ." •.. , •.•• ___ 1 -------------- ') 1
36 ._._.do•.• _.._ •• __ .do. _____________•• ___ •____

m~~
6-16 -Ciai:::::::: (:l 1

37 July 18, 1923 West Bay.......•_.•.•_______ • 30-40
38 July 19, 1923 Barrow Harbor.._..__ .••. __ •• 5 -------------- r 11 3
39 July 26,1293 _. _•.do..• __ •• __ •••.._._•...• __ 5 ----- ........ - .......... :~

2, 12
40 •..._do.. __ .•_ 1~ miles south of Barrow 5 -------------- 25

Harbor.
Manistique, Mich•.•. ___ 41 Aug. H,1920 13 miles SE. ~ E •••• _....___ • 4~ 20 Sand.....••_ ------ ------ H
Seul Choix, Mich.__. ___ • 42 Aug. 20,1920 1% miles west of Seul Cholx (1) 5-8 .- ........----_ ...... (3) 7

Point.
Borrowed specimens:

Jackson Park La- __ ._..__ •• •• ._._•• __ • •• __ •• __ ._. •__ .-----.- .------..--.-•• -•••-•• ------ 4
goon, Chicago, m.'

Chicago, Ill. 8 ••• • •• •• •• • __ .. -- ..-.,- -'---' .----- •• - •••• - .--- .--•• --.--- ------- -----. 2

~~:~;~~~~::~.:-:=::: ::::: ::::::::::::::: :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::::::::: :::::: '--if _....:
1 Pound net.
I Only specimens taken In llft.
3 !Rare.
t Common.
• Lift not examined or percentage not ascertained.

, Occasional.
7 Seine.
8 Field Museum coUectlon.
, U. S. National Museum coUection.
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TABLE 69.-Numerical expressions of certain systematic characters for 19 specimens of Leucichthys
artedifrom Lake Michigan over 200 millimeters in length and jor 10 specimens under 200 mil
limeters long, selected according to size and locality

[Ten of the larger fish are from Oreen Bay, hall from deep water, and half (rom the shoals, and nine of them from Lake Michigan
proper]

Size Field Locality Length Rakers Sex Scales L/II L/O LfDB L/AB L/DANo.
------------------

Oreen Bay:
Over 200 mllli· 3038 Menominee, Mich. (deepwater)_._ 242 16+30 9 83 4.6 6.6 9.6 10.1 2.7

meters. 3042 "" _do••••••_•••__ ••_.•.••___••__ . 248 16+28 a' 76 4.6 6.2 9.2 9.1 2.8
3046 "" .do••••••••••••__•••••••_•. _'" 263 17+32 9 79 4.6 6.4 9.4 10.3 2.6
3049 ..••.do•••••.•••••••••••••••••••••• 267 19+34 9 84 4.6 6.4 8.8 9.9 2.7
3057 "" .do .••••.••..•••••••••••••• _••• 285 18+30 9 82 4.5 6.4 11.1 8.9 2.6
4290 Oconto, Wis. (shallow water) •••••_ 257 18+31 9 82 4.3 6.2 10.3 9.3 2.6
4294 •••• -do••• __ •••••••_•••••••_••••••• 258

1

17+30 a' 83 4.4 6.2 8.4 8.8 2.7
4307 "" .do••• _._•••_•• ' •• ' __"".___ •• 266 18+32 9 83 4.7 6.4 10.6 9.8 2.6
4310 . __ •_do. __ ••._•••_._ ••_•••• _,_,, __ , 252 17+32 a' 78 4.4 6.1 10.8 9.0 2.8
4314 •• __ .do. __ ••••_••_••• -••. __ -"_•••• 280 16+28 a' 89 4.6 6.6 9.6 10.6 2.6

Lake Michigan proper:
1638 Milwaukee, Wis•••••••_._ ••_••••• 256 19+31 a' 93 4.5 6.2 9.8 10.9 2.6
1645 __ ••.do._••• _•. _••••_•• ______ ._._._ 256 18+35 a' 77 4.4 6.0 10.2 10.6 2.7
2792 Traverse City, Mich._•••••••••••• 248 18+29 1m. 9 85 4.6 6.3 9.6 9.2 2.6
3525 Michigan City, Ind••• ___ ._••••••• 270 18+31 9 81 4.5 6.1 10.7 10.3 2.7
3556 •••••do.••••••••_•••••_••••••••_._. 258 19+32\ 9 79 4.4 6.4 11.2 11. 2 2.7
3558 _._ ..do. __ .••••__••••••••_••••• _._. 248 17+32 9 81 4.2 6.0 9.7 10.6 2.6
3607 Milwaukee, Wis ....•_••••_•••• _._ . 244 19+34 9 79 4.2 5.9 10.9 11.0 2.7
3724 Port Washington, Wls__ •••••••••• 255 18+31 9 82 4.4 6.1 9.6 10.2 2.8
4585 Seul Choix, Mich._••_•• __ •••••_•• 289 17+30 a' 80 4.6 6.0 9.9 9.7 2.8

Under 200 milIl· 3102 Washington IIarbor, Wis .• _._•••• 157 17+29 1m. 9 83 4.4 6.5 11. 2 9.3 2.9
meters. 3228 ••••.do•• _•••••••_•••__•••••••••.•• 188 16+29 a' 77 4.0 5.6 11.6 11.0 2.8

3236 _••..do •. __ ._"""" ••, ••••"'___ 194 17+31 9 71 4.3 5.8 8.8 8.0 2.6
3252 •• _•.do ••• '" ••••••••"""'" •••,. 163 17+31 a' 83 4.2 5.9 10.1 9.7 2.7

59590 Traverse City, Mlch••• __ ••••••••_ 178 20+33 1m. a' 86 4.5 6.3 9.3 9.8 2.7
59592 ••••do••••••••••_••••_••••_•••••••• 165 18+34 1m. 9 89 4.4 6.1 10.3 11.0 2.7
59612 _•••do _. _•••""_"" __"",,,,_,,, 178 19+33 1m. a' 83 4.5 6.2 11.8 10.9 2.7
59614 ••••do. ___ .,."" ••••• __ ••• __ ••• ___ 177 16+29 9 85 4.3 5.9 9.5 9.7 2.8
59617 ••••do. _. _._ •••••••• ___ ••••••••••_- 174 18+33 1m. a' 85 4.5 6.2 11.2 10.2 2.8
69690 __ ••do .. __ •.••_. __ •••••_••. __ •• __ •• 198 15+28 9 85 4.4 6.0 10.4 10.0 2.9

Size Field L/AT LID LfW DIW SD/II SD/O SAIH SAIO HIE HIM HIS H/J HIAdNo.
---------------------------

Over 200 millimeters••••• 3038 7.8 3.6 7.8 2.1 2.3 3.2 3.7 5.1 4.0 3.0 4.0 2.1 3.9
3042 7.7 3.9 7.2 1.8 2.2 3.1 3.6 4.9 4.2 2.5 3.7 1.9 3.2
3046 8.0 4.0 7.6 1.8 2.2 3.1 3.6 5.0 4.1 3.0 4.1 2.1 4.2
3049 8.5 3.8 8.5 2.2 2.1 3.0 3.5 5.0 4.2 3.0 4.0 2.2 4.3
3057 8.3 4.4 7.9 1.7 2.2 3.1 3.4 4.8 4.1 2.9 3.9 2.1 4.8
4290 9.1 4.2 7.5 1.7 2.1 3.1 3.3 4.7 4.2 3.0 4.2 2.1 4.5
4294 8.1 4.2 7.5 1.7 2.1 3.0 3.4 4.8 4.2 2.9 4.1 2.1 4.6
4307 7.7 4.1 7.2 1.7 2.3 3.2 3.6 4.9 4.1 3.0 4.0 2.1 3.4
4310 8.0 4.5 8.6 1.9 2.1 2.9 3.4 4.8 4.2 2.8 3.7 2.0 3.6
4314 8.4 4.5 8.4 1.8 2.3 3.3 3.6 5.2 4.2 2.9 4.0 2.1 3.7
1638 8.7 4.3 7.7 1.7 2.1 2.9 3.5 4.8 4.0 2.7 3.7 2.0 4.7
1645 7.8 4.8 8.6 1.7 2.1 2.9 3.4 4.7 3.9 2.9 4.0 2.1 4.1. 2792 7.6 4.6 8.5 1.8 2.2 3.0 3.6 4.8 4.0 2.8

4.0 I 2.0 3.5
3526 8.7 6.0 8.7 1.7 2.1 2.9 3.6 4.8 4.3 2.9 4.0 2.2 4.6
3566 8.1 4.8 9.2 1.8 2.1 3.1 3.4 4.0 4.3 3.1 4.2 2.2 4.1
3668 8.2 5.0 9.1 1.8 2.0 3.0 3.1 4.5 4.2 2.8 3.9 2.1 4.6
3607 8.1 4.9 7.8 1.5 2.1 2.9 3.2 4.1 4.1 2.9 3.8 2.1 4.0
3724 8.5 4.9 9.1 1.8 2.1 3.0 3.4 4.7 4.1 2.8 3.8 2.0 4.4
4585 8.2 4.7 7.8 1.6 2.3 3.0 3.6 4.7 4.0 2.8 3.6 2.1 4.1

Under 200 millimeters.••• 3102 7.4 5.4 9.8 1.8 2.1 3.1 3.2 4.7 4.1 2.8 3.8 2.0 3.6
3228 7.5 4.9 9.4 1.9 2.0 2.7 3.0 4.2 3.8 2.7 3.6 2.0 4.1
3236 7.7 4.4 8.4 1.9 1.9 2.6 3.1 4.2 3.9 2.7 3.8 2.0 3.6
3252 8.8 5.0 9.0 1.7 2.0 2.8 3.2 4.5 3.8 2.7 3.7 2.0 4.2

59590 7.4 4.9 9.3 1.8 2.2 3.1 3.4 4.7 4.2 2.8 3.7 1.9 4.2
59592 7.6 5.0 9.2 1.7 2.1 3.0 3.4 4.7 4.1 2.8 3.7 2.0 4.0
59612 7.1 5.0 8.9 1.7 2.2 3.0 3.4 4.7 4.1 3.0 3.9 2.0 3.9
59614 8.4 4.6 8.4 1.8 2.1 3.0 3.3 4.6 3.9 2.9 3.7 2.0 4.5
69617 7.9 4.7 8.7 1.8 2.2 3.1 3.4 4.7 4.2 2.9 3.8 2.0 3.8
59690 7.9 . 4.5 8.8 1. \I 2.2 3.0 3.3 4.5 3.8 2.6 3.6 1.9 3.9
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TABLE 69.-Numerical expressions of certain systematic characters for 19 specimens of Leucichthys
artedi from Lake Michigan over 200 millimeters in length and for 10 specimens under 200 mil
limeters long, selected according to size and locality-Continued

Sizo Fiold
HIR OlE OIM O/S PV/P AVIV DR AR VR PR DO AO BrNo.
--------------------------

Over 200 mllUmeterll_____ 3038 5.8 2.8 2.1 2.8 2.4 1.7 11 13 11 15 1.4 0.98 8
3042 6.1 3.0 1.8 2.7 2.0 1.5 10 11 10 15 1.4 1.0 8
3046 6.0 2.9 2.1 2.9 2.2 1.7 10 12 12 16 1.4 1.0 8
3049 7.0 3.0 2.1 2.8 2.3 2.0 11 12 12 16 1.3 .96 S3057 6.2 2.9 2.1 2.7 2.1 1.6 10 12 12 15 1.3 .78
4290 5.4 2.9 2.1 2.9 1.9 1.7 10 11 12 16 1.4 .94 9
4294 5.8 3.0 2.0 2.9 1.9 1.6 11 12 12 16 1.2 .96 8
4307 6.1 3.0 2.1 2.9 2.0 1.7 10 12 12 15 1.5 1.0 8
4310 5.2 3.0 2.0 2.6 2.0 1.7 0 11 12 15 1.4 .97 8
4314 5.3 2.11 2.0 2.8 2.3 1.8 11 12 12 16 1.4 .04 8
1638 5.0

2.0 I 2.0 2.6 1.8 2.0 10 11 12 15 1.3 .91 9
1645 5.2 2.8 2.1 2.0 2.1 1.8 11 12 12 16 1.4 .92 9
2792 5.2 2.9 2.0 2.0 2.4 1.8 11 13 11 16 1.3 .85 9
3525 5.0 3.1 2.1 2.9 2.3 2.0 10 11 11 15 1.3 .01 9
3556 4.6 3.0 2.1 2.8 2.0 1.7 10 11 11 14 1.6 .92 9
3558 5.2 2.9 2.1 2.7 1.9 1.8 11 12 12 15 1.2 .82 9
3607 6.0 2.9

2.1 I 2.7 2.1 1.5 10 10 11 16 1.5 1.1 8
3724 5.0 2.9 2.0 2.7 2.0 1.7 11 12 12 16 1.3 .96 8
4585 6.2 3.0 2.1 2.7 2.0 1.8 10 12 12 16 1.3 .95 8

Under 200 mUllmeters____ 3102 5.1 2.8 1.9 2.6 2.0 1.6 9 10 11 16 1.6 .84 8
3228 5.1 2.7 1.9 2.6 1.6 l.Ii 9 11 12 16 1.7 1.1 7
3236 5.0 2.8 2.0 2.7 1.8 1.5 11 13 12 16 1.3 .70 8
3252 5.0 2.7 1. 9. 2.6 1.8 1.6 10 11 10 15 1.5 .91 9

59500 5.5 3.0 2.0 2.6 2.1 1.6 10 11 12 17 1.3 .03 8
59592 5.2 3.0 2.0 2.7 2.0 1.7 10 11 12 15 1.6 1.0 8
59612 5.4 3.0 2.1 2.8 2.0 1.7 9 11 11 16 1.7 1.0 9
59614 5.1 2.8 2.1 2.7 2.0 1.6 10 11 11 16 1.4 .98 8
59617 6.1 3.1 2.1 2.8 1.9 1.5 9 11 12 16 1.6 .97 8
59600 4.5 2.7 1.9 2.7 2.0 1.5 10 12 12 16 1.5 1.0 8

TABLE 70.-Records of the occurrenCe of Leucichthys artedi in Lake Huron

[For each record is given, if known, the date and locality, the kind of gear used to make It, the depth of the water, the abundance
of the species In the lift, and the total number of preserved specimens examined]

-

Preserved
GlII-net specimens

Port from which nets Rec- mesh, Depth, examined
ord Date Location in Abundancewere set No. in fathomsInches +225 -225

mm. mm.

--
Lake Huron proper:

Occasional. _____St. Ignace, Mlch _____ 1 July 17,1917 Off the clty__ •___________ •______ (Il 4 8 3
Cheboygan, Mich____ 2 Sept. 29,1917 Point Au Sable______ •__________ (I 3711

(1)_____ - _________
6 1Rogers, Mlch________ 3 Oct. 14,1917 12 miles E. by N. ~ N. of city__ 2U 35 Onl~ specimens 2 ---- .. -

ta -en in lift.
Alpena, Mlch________ 4 Aug. 13,1917 Sulphur Island______ •• __________ (1) 4 OccasionaL _____ 11 ------

5 Sept, 5,1917 Misery Bay______________ ._.____ 2U 3 Rare. _•• ______ ._ 1 -_ .. _--
6 Sept. 8,1917 22 miles SE. by E. 7ll E. of can 1711 30 _____do______ ._. __

------ 9
buoy.

4~ 20 Only specimens 1 27 Sept. 10,1917 8 miles E. by N. of can buoy____
taken in lift.

8 _____do_______ • 13711 miles SE. by S. of can buoy.• 4711 15 _____do_____• ____ •
3 9

9 Sept. 12, 1917 11 miles SE. U E. of can buoy___ 4~ 15-17 __ ._ .do____ •__ •• __ 1
10 Sept. 14,1917 24 miles SE. by E. 7ll E. of can 4711 24 Rare_ •__ •_______ 1 5

buoy.
11 Sept. 17,1917 13~2 miles SE. by S. of can buoy_ 4711 15 _. __ .do...________

- .... - .. - 2
12 Sept. 22, 1917 15 miles SE. by S. 7ll S. of can 4~ 17

_____do.__________
------ 3

buoy.
4~2 17 Only specimens13 Sept. 26, 1917 13 miles SE. by S. of can buoy__ 4 2

taken in lift.
14 Sept. 24,1917 Oan buoy to Sulphur Island _- __ 2U 8-10 Oommon________ 1 3
15 Sept. 27, 1917

_____do___• __ •_____ ..____________•
2% 8-10 _____do.._________

------ --- .......
16 Nov. 2,1917 7 miles ENE. of can buoy_______ 2% 15 Occasional. ____ •
17 Nov. 15,1919

-air'ihe-city:::==================

2% 15
____ .do_______ •___

18 --_ .. _-
East Tawas, Mich___ 18 Oct. 22,1917 (1) 4-8 Common________ 21 6
Bay Olty, Mlch._____ 19 Oct. 25,1917 Off Point Au Gres______________ gl· 4-8

____ ~do.__________
25 1

20 Nov. -,1022 Saginaw Bay at 'roblco _____ •• __ 3
•____do___________

18 7
Harbor Beach, Mlch_ 21 Dec. 9,1917 ...............................--- .. -_ ................-- .... -

----·i~ ----iii-- (1) __----_-------- 2 9
22 Mar. 15, 1010 .... -_ .........._.. ---- ... - -- .. --- .. _---_ .. -- .. - Rare•._. ________ ----_. 1

Duck Islands, On· 23 Oct. 18,1919 Oil Islands______________________
4~ 5-10 OccasionaL _____ 10 2

tario.
Tobermory, Ontario_ 24 Oct. 2,1919 Off Plucky Island_____• ________ • 4~ 18-20 __ ___do__________••____ • 3

I Pound net. 1 Lift not examined or percentage, not ascertained.
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TABLE 70.-Records of the occurrence of Leucichthys artedi in Lake Huron-Continued

Port from which nets
were set

Rec·
ord
No.

Date Location
GiII·net Depth
mr~h, in'
inches fathoms

Abundance

Preserved
specimens
examined

+225 -225
mm. mm.

9
1

13
6

14
15

16
1
2
2
1

Cutler,Ontarlo _
Gore Bay, Ontario _
Kagawong, Ontario._

North Channel:
Blind River, Ontario. 25 Oct. 6,1917 Off Grant Island________________ 4J.1l 3-5 OccaslonaL • _

26 Nov. 8,1917 Off the city • • • (1) 4 Common..•. _.__ 6
27 Nov. 11,1917 Cutler Bay_. • 3 • do.. 20
28 Nov. 10,1917 Off Barrie Island________________ (I> 5 ._do___________ 2
29 do_. Off Clapperton Island___________ (I) 6 do.__________ 3
30 Oct. 16,1919 do .______________ '(1) 6 do. .______ 1

Georgian Bay:
Wlarton, Ontario_____ 31 Nov. 5,1917 ColpoYB Bay .__________ (I> 4 do.__________ 2

32 July 29,1919 do___________________________ (I> 4 OccasionaL _
33 Dec. 3,1919 .do. .____________ IJ.1l 15 .do.__________ 1

Killarney, Ontarlo___ 34 Oct. 12,1919 Off the clty_.___________________ (I> 10-12 Common________ 26
Borrowed specimens:

~~ll;i!t~[c~;::::::: ::::::::::::::: :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :==::==::==:=:::=:
~~IYi~~~~a, ~~~~:I::::: ::::::==::::::: =::::::::::=:=:=:=:::=:=::::::==:: :::::::: :::::::= ::=::===:=:=::=:::

1 Pound net. J Donated by Dr. B. A. Bensley. • U. S. National Museum collection.

TABLE 71.-Numerical expressions of certain systematic characters for 10 specimens of the manitou
linus form of Leucichthys artedi, 40 specimens of the artedi form of that species, 30 over 200
millimeters long and for 10 under 200 millimeters long, all from various parts of Lake Huron,
selected according to size and locality .

Size Field Locality Length Sex Rakers Scales L/H L/O L/DB L/AB L/DANo.

------------------
+200 millimeters: Cutler, Ontarlo________ •__ 240 cJ' 17+29 69 4.3ManitoullnUJI form __ 1114 6.3 8.5 10.0 2.4

1118
_____do ____________________

248 cJ' 15+28 74 4.1 5.9 7.8 8.8 2.7
1119

_____do ____________________
274

'" 15+29 76 4.2 5.9 9.2 9.4 2.7
1120

__ . __ do ____________________
257 cJ' 15+30 77 4.0 6.4 8.8 8.5 2.6

1121
_____do____________________

237 cJ' 17+30 72 4.0 . 5.7 8.7 9.0 2.8
1123

_____do ____________________
286 cJ' 16+30 71 4.2 6.2 7.6 8.2 2.6

1125
___._do____________________

231 cJ' 16+30 70 4.0 6.0 7.4 8.5 2.5
1127

_____do____________________
268 cJ' 17+30 71 4.1 5.8 7.6 7.8 2.4

1130
_____do ____________________

257 cJ' 18+29 73 4.0 5.6 8.3 8.1 2.6
1131

. ____do ____________________
268 cJ' 16+30 76 4.0 5.7 7.0 7.3 2.5

Artedl form- St. Ignace, Mlch__________Open lake_•• ____ 13 224
'" 18+31 80 4.2 6.0 10.1 9.7 2.7

16
_____ do. ___________________

295
'" 18+31 90 4.7 6.8 10.4 10.5 2.7

2515 Duck Islands, Ontarlo ____. 250 cJ' 18+31 81 4.4 6.1 9.8 12.0 2.8
2531 _____do ________ . ---- .-- .--- 291

'"
19+31 78 4.4 6.2 9.7 9.3 2.6

829 Cheboygan, Mich_________ 305 cJ' 17+29 83 4.5 6.2 8.8 8.8 2.7
834 _____ do ________________ ---- 281

'" 17+31 82 4.4 6.7 9.8 10.3 2.8
196 Alpena, Mlch_____________ 257

'" 18+32 83 4.7 6.8 9.9 10.5 2.7
208 _____do_____________ ------- 245 cJ' 16+29 82 4.4 6.3 10.2 9.4 2.8
211

_____do____________________
253 cJ' 17+31 80 4.4 6.2 11.5 10.4 3.0

220
__ . __do ____________________

245

'"
17+31 84 4.3 6.0 9.6 9.9 2.7

Saginaw Bay_ ._. 979 East Tawas, Mlch________ 266
'"

16+28 87 4.5 6.6 11.5 10.6 2.7
982

_____do ____________________
228

'"
18+33 79 4.5 6.5 8.0 9.3 2.5

1024 Bay City, Mlch __________ 324 cJ' 18+30 81 4.8 6.9 9.9 10.9 2.6
1035

_____do ____________________
283 cJ' 18+27 81 4.6 6.7 10.9 9.7 2.7

1044
_____do______________ •_____

265 cJ' 18+32 82 4.5 6.4 10.3 8.9 2.6
1045

_____ do ____________________
296

'"
17+28 84 4.1 6.8 10.5 9.7 2.7

1046
___ ._do_________ •__________ 264 cJ' 16+31 81 4.7 6.9 9.7 10.2 2.5

1050 _____do ____________________ 348 cJ' 17+28 82 4.9 7.3 11. 2 10.0 2.8
1053

_____do___________•________ 276 cJ' 18+29 75 4.7 6.5 10.6 10.3 2.6
1054

_____do ______________ •• ____
270 cJ' 18+31 81 4.5 6.8 10.0 9.9 2.6

North Channel 1083 Blind River, Ontarlo______ 258 '" 15+32 87 4.3 6.0 10.7 9.8 2.7
and Georgian 1089

__ . __do________________ •• __ 270

'"
18+32 83 4.5 6.3 9.9 9.6 2.8

Bay. 1109 Gore Bay, Ontario ________ 291
'" 16+27 85 4.5 6.3 9.3 9.7 2.7

1097 Kagawong, Ontarlo_______ 290

'"
18+32 78 4.2 6.2 9.2 9.0 2.8

1100
___ ••do____________________

285 9 16+29 81 4.3 6.3 8.8 8.6 2.8
2436 Kl1larney,Ontario_. ______ 262

'" 16+29 78 4.4 6.1 10.4 10.8 2.7
2539

_____do. ___________________
325 cJ' 15+30 83 4.4 6.3 9.5 9.3 2.8

2547
_____do____________________

272 cJ' 15+28 83 4.4 6.3 10.4 10.2 2.8
1068 Wlarton, Ontarlo _________ 242

'"
16+30 80 4.4 6.5 10.0 10.3 2.7

1073
_____do___________•____ •___

281 cJ' 17+27 89 4.4 6.3 9.8 10.2 2.6
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TABLE 71.-Numerical expressions of certain systematic characters for 10 specimens of the manitou
linus form of Leucichthys artedi, 40 specimens of the artedi form of that species, 30 over 200
millimeters long and for 10 under 200 millimeters long, all from various parts of Lake Huron,
selected according to size and locality-Continued

Size Field Locality Length Sex Rakers Scales L/H L/O L/DB L/AB L/DA.No.

------------------
-200 mUllmeters___•____ 210 Alpena, Mlch________ •____ 161 1m. a' 18+32 79 4.6 6.1 11.5 10.3 2.7

218
_____do ____________________

172 9 16+33 83 4.5 6.1 9.5 9.5 2.7
232

_____do ____________________
180 1m. 9 10+28 79 4.3 5.8 9.5 10.0 2.7

250
_____do ____________________

166 1m. 9 16+30 87 4.6 6.3 11.4 11.0 2.7
271

_____do ____________________
173 a' 18+31 83 4.4 5.9 10.8 9.7 2.8

272
_____do____________________

197 9 17+29 80 4.5 6.3 9.8 9.7 2.7
703 ___ Modo. __ •_______ •• ______ • 171 9 17+31 78 4.1 5.7 10.1 10.0 2.9
722

_____do ____________________
171 9 16+30 83 4.2 5.8 9.9 9.2 2.9

2582 Wlarton, Ontario_________ 180 a' 18+29 81 4.1 5.6 10.5 9.0 2.7
2616

_____do____________________
178 a' 16+32 81 4.4 6.1 10.0 8.9 2.9

Size Field L/AT LID L/W D/W SD/HI SD/O SA/H SA/O HIE H/MI~~ H/J H/AdNo.

----
+200 mUllmeters:

1114 7.9 3.8 7.5 1.9 2.1 3.0 3.3 4.9 3.7 2.7 3.9 2.0 3.4ManltouJlnus form_. __
1118 8.2 3.6 6.7 1.8 2.1 3.0 3.2 4.7 3.7 2.7 4.2 2.1 4.2
1119 9.0 3.4 7.2 2.1 2.1 3.0 3.3 4.7 3.7 2.8 4.0 1.9 4.3
1120 9.0 4.0 7.4 1.8 2.1 3.3 3.4 4.9 3.4 2.7 4.0 1.9 3.9
1121 8.2 3.4 7.7 2.2 2.0 2.9 3.2 4.6 3.7 2.6 4.0 2.1 3.4
1123 9.2 3.7 7.1 1.9 2.0 3.0 3.2 4.8 3.7 2.8 3.8 2.0 4.1
1125 8.0 3.6 7.2 1.9 2.0 2.9 3.1 4.7 3.8 2.6 4.0 2.0 3.8
1127 11.1 3.5 7.0 1.9 2.1 2.9 3.0 4.2 3.8 2.6 3.8 2.0 3.2
1130 9.1 3.6 7.1 1.9 2.0 2.9 3.2 4.4 3.6 2.8 3.7 1.9 4.5
1131 8.1 3.7 7.8 1.8 1.9 2.8 3.0 4.4 3.7 2.5 3.7 1.9 3.6

Artedl~form-
13 4.6 7.9 2.1 3.3 4.8 3.8 2.9 3.8 2.1 4.5Open lake._••••••• 8.5 1.6 3.1
16 8.5 4.7 7.9 1.6 2.2 3.2 3.6 5.3 4.0 2.8 3.9 2.0 3.6

2515 8.3 4.6 8.5 1.8 2.1 3.0 3.4 4.9 3.8 3.0 4.1 2.1 3.6
2531 9.0 4.1 7.1 1.7 2.1 3.0 3.4 4.9 3.9 3.1 3.8 2.1 3.8
829 8.6 4.3 7.3 1.6 2.2 3.0 3.5 4.8 4.1 2.8 3.9 2.1 3.9
834 7.9 5.1 8.3 1.6 2.2 3.3 3.5 5.1 4.3 3.0 4.0 2.2 3.7
196 8.5 4.5 7.6 1.7 2.2 3.2 3.7 5.3 3.8 2.8 3.8 2.0 4.0
208 9.4 4.1 8.1 1.9 2.2 3.1 3.4 4.9 3.9 2.8 3.9 2.0 4.2
211 8.4 4.2 7.4 1.7 2.1 3.1 3.5 5.1 3.9 2.8 3.9 2.0 4.0
220 8.5 4.2 8.1 1.9 2.1 3.0 3.2 4.5 4.0 2.8 3.9 2.1 3.8

Saginaw Bay_____ 979 8.3 5.4 9.8 1.8 2.2 3.3 3.5 5.1 4.4 3.0 4.0 2.1 3.1
982 8.7 3.8 6.9 1.7 2.2 3.2 3.6 5.1 4.3 2.8 4.1 2.1 3.3

1024 8.7 4.2 7.1 1.6 2.3 3.4 -3.7 5.3 4.4 3.2 4.3 2.2 3.2
1035 7.5 4.7 7.8 1.6 2.2 3.2 3.6 5.2 4.3 3.2 4.2 2.3 3.8
1044 9.4 4.4 8.2 1.8 2.2 3.2 3.4 4.9 4.4 3.2 3.8 2.0 4.6
1045 8.5 3.9 6.5 1.6 2.3 3.3 3.7 5.3 4.7 2.9 4.0 2.2 4.4
1046 8.1 4.5 9.0 1.9 2.2 3.3 3.6 5.3 4.2 3.0 4.1 2.1 3.5
1050 6.9 4.5 8.4 1.8 2.3 3.5 3.7 5.6 4.4 3.0 4.0 2.3 3.3
1053 7.7 4.1 8.0 1.9 2.2 3.1 3.6 5.0 4.4 2.9 4.0 2.2 3.2
1054 8.5 4.3 7.4 1.6 2.2 3.3 3.5 5.2 4.4 2.9 3.9 2.1 4.1

North Chanjnel 1083 9.1 4.3 7.5 1.7 2.1 2.9 3.4 4.6 3.9 2.7 3.8 1.9 3.9
and Georgian 1089 8.9 4.2 7.9 1.8 2.1 3.0 3.4 4.9 4.0 2.8 4.0 2.0 4.4
Bay. 1109 8.8 4.4 8.5 1.8 2.2 3.1 3.4 4.8 3.8 2.8 3.8 2.0 4.0

1097 7.7 3.7 8.7 2.3 2.1 3.1 3.2 4.8 4.0 3.0 4.1 2.1 3.6
1100 8.9 4.5 8.3 1.7 2.0 3.0 3.3 4.9 3.8 2.9 4.0 2.0 3.7
2436 8.5 4.3 7.7 1.7 2.2 3.0 3.4 4.7 4.1 2.7 3.9 2.0 3.9
2539 8.2 4.1 7.0 1.7 2.1 3.0 3.5 4.9 4.5 3.1 3.9 2.2 4.0
2547 9.0 4.3 7.2 1.6 2.2 3.2 3.5 5.0 4.2 2.9 4.0 2.1 5.0
1068 9.2 4.3 8.9 2.0 2.2 3.2 3.4 5.0 3.,9 3.0 4.1 2.1 4.5
1073 9.0 4.3 8.5 1.9 2.1 3.0 3.4 4.9 3.9 2.8 3.9 2.0 5.0

-2OO~mUllmeters_•••_•• ___ 210 7.0 4.9 8.4 1.7 2.2 3.0 3.4 4.6 3.8 2.9 3.7 2.0 4.0
218 7.8 4.7 7.2 1.6 2.2 3.0 3.3 4.6 4.0 2.7 3.5 2.0 3.5
232 8.5 4.3 7.8 1.7 2.0 2.8 3.2 4.3 3.9 2.7 3.7 1.9 4.0
250 7.5 4.4 8.7 1.8 2.1 3.0 3.1 4.8 3.9 3.0 3.6 2.1 3.9
271 7.5 4.6 8.6 1.8 2.1 2.8 3.4 4.5 3.9 2.6 3.6 1.9 3.7
272 8.3 5.3 9.3 1.7 2.2 3.1 3.4 4.8 4.3 2.6 3.9 2.0 4.0
703 8.0 4.6 8.5 1.8 2.0 2.8 3.2 4.4 3.9 2.6 3.7 2.0 4.1
722 8.1 4.5 7.7 1.7 2.1 2.9 3.3 4.5 3.7 2.8 4.0 2.0 3.7

2582 9.4 4.2 8.7 2.0 2.1 2.9 3.2 4.4 3.9 2.7 3.6 2.0 3.7
2616 7.1 4.8 8.9 1.8 2.1 2.8 3.2 4.3 4.0 2.6 3.7 2.0 3.3

94995-29--21
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TABLE 71.-Numerical expressions of certain systematic characters for 10 specimens of the manitou
linus form of Leucichthys artedi, 40 specimens of the artedi form of that species, 30 over 200
millimeters long and for 10 under 200 millimeters long, all from various parts of Lake Huron,
selected according to size and locality-Continued

Size Field H/R OlE °/M °IS PV/P AVIV DR AR VR PR DC AO Br
No.

--------------------------
+200 millimeters:

Manitoulinuslorm•••• 1114 6.7 2.5 1.9 2.7 1.7 1.5 10 12 11 16 1.1 1.1 8
1118 6.0 2.5 1.8 2.9 1.8 1.4 11 12 11 16 1.4 1.0 8
1119 6.3 2.6 2.0 2.8 1.7 1.6 10 12 11 16 1.6 1.0 9
1120 5.9 2.3 1.8 2.7 1.7 1.6 11 12 11 15 1.5 .98 8
1121 5.8 2.6 1.8 2.8 1.7 1.4 10 11 12 16 1.6 1.0 9
1123 6.0 2.5 1.8 2.6 1.6 1.5 11 12 11 16 1.3 .97 9
1125 5.5 2.5 1.8 2.6 1.6 1.4 10 12 12 15 1.5 1.0 9
1127 6.8 2.7 1.9 2.7 1.6 1.1 10 12 11 16 1.5 1.0 9
1130 6.1 2.6 2.0 2.7 1.7 1.3 10 12 12 15 1.5 .98 8
1131 5.3 2.6 1.8 2.6 1.6 1.3 11 13 12 14 1.3 .94 9

Artedl form-
Open Jake..•••••••• 13 6.3 2.7 2.0 2.7 2.0 1.6 11 12 11 16 1.5 1.0 9

16 5.9 2.8 2.0 2.6 2.2 1.7 10 12 12 17 1.3 .99 9
2515 5.6 2.7 2.1 2.9 2.0 1.8 10 11 12 17 1.3 1.3 8
2531 5.3 2.8 2.2 2.7 2.4 1.7 11 12 13 17 1.2 .83 8
829 6.1 3.0 2.0 2.8 2.0 1.7 11 12 11 17 1.2 .87 8
834 7.1 3.0 2.0 2.7 2.5 2.0' 11 11 11 16 1.1 .83 9
196 5.8 2.6 1.9 2.6 2.2 1.7 11 11 11 16 1.4 .99 8
208 5.2 2.7 1.9 2.7 1.9 1.6 9 11 11 16 1.5 1.0 8
211 5.4 2.6 1.9 2.6 2.1 1.8 10 11 11 16 1.6 1.0 8
220 5.0 2.8 2.0 2.6 1.7 1.4 10 11 12 15 1.5 1.0 8

Saginaw Bay•• _•• 979 5.2 3.0 2.0 2.7 2.3 1.8 9 12 11 15 1.4 .88 8
982 6.2 3.0 2.0 2.9 2.0 1.8 10 11 11 17 1.2 1.0 9

1024 6.0 3.1 2.2 3.0 2.0 1.9 10 11 11 15 1.2 .96 8
1035 5.3 3.0 2.2 2.8 2.2 1.9 10 11 11 15 1.3 .90 8
1044 5.6 3.1 2.2 2.7 2.2 1.7 10 12 15 1.3 .84 9
1045 6.5 3.3 2.0 2.8 2.5 1.8 10 11 11 15 1.3 .85 9
1046 5.4 2.9 2.1 2.8 2.2 1.8 11 11 11 14 1.2 .87 9
1050 5.8 2.9 2.0 2.7 2.3 1.8 10 12 11 16 1.3 .89 8
1053 5.8 3.2 2.1 2.8 ------- 1.8 9 11 11 16 1.5 .94 8
1054 6.5 3.0 1.9 2.6 2.3 1.8 10 11 11 15 1.4 .90 8

North Ohannel 1083 5.9 2.8 2.0 2.7 2.2 1.4 10 12 12 16 1.4 .88 8
and Georgian 1089 7.0 2.8 2.0 2.8 2.1 1.7 10 12 11 17 1.3 .91 9
Bay. 1109 5.9 2.7 2.0 2.7 2.2 1.8 11 12 12 16 1.2 .94 9

1097 5.9 2.7 2.1 2.8 1.9 1.6 10 13 12 16 1.4 1.0 8
1100 5.9 2.6 2.0 2.8 2.0 1.7 10 12 11 15 1.3 .84 9
2436 5.1 3.0 1.9 2.8 2.3 1.7 9 11 12 16 1.3 .99 9
2539 6.1 3.2 2.2 2.7 2.5 2.0 10 10 11 15 1.1 .91 8
2547 6.6 2.9 2.0 2.8 2.3 1.8 10 11 11 15 1.2 1.1 8
1088 5.4 2.6 2.0 2.8 2.1 1.8 10 11 11 16 1.4 .90 8
1073 5.2 2.7 2.0 2.7 2.0 1.8 11 12 12 17 1.3 .92 8

-200 millimeters._•••_•••• 210 5.7 2.8 2.1 2.8 2.0 1.8 10 11 12 16 1.6 .96 8
218 4.8 2.9 2.0 2.5 2.0 1.7 10 12 11 16 1.5 .95 8
232 5.2 2.9 2.0 2.8 1.9 1.6 10 11 11 16 1.4 .94 9
250 6.0 2.8 2.1 2.6 2.1 1.9 10 11 11 16 1.5 .93 8
271 4.9 2.9 2.0 2.6 2.2 1.7 9 12 11 16 1.4 .84 9
272 5.3 3.0 1.8 2.7 2.0 1.6 10 12 11 16 1.4 .89 8
703 5.1 2.8 1.9 2.7 1.8 1.7 9 11 11 17 1.5 .97 9
722 5.0 2.6 2.0 2.9 2.1 1.7 10 12 11 17 1.4 .87 8

2582 4.5 2.9 2.0 2.7 2.0 1.5 10 12 11 16 1.5 .93 9
2616 5.5 2.9 1.9 2.6 2.1 1.6 11 13 11 16 1.4 .87 9

TABLE 72.-Characteristics of certain herring that are intermediate between the artedi and manitoulinu8
forms

Field Locality Scales LIH HIE PvlP LID HIM Color
No.

------------
1085 Blind River•••••••••••••••••••••••.••"""'" 74 ~M) 4.5 <ti 3.9 (A~ 1.8 ~M) 3.6 (M~

3.0 nPale (A).
1086 .••••do••••.••••.•••.•••....•.••••.. - ••.•••••..• 72 M) 4.1 ~ ~ 4.1 (A 1.8 M) 3.7 (M 2.8 A Do.

1090 .••,.do•••_•••• _••.••••••••.••••..•••.• -•.••••.. 83 ~A~ 4.2 M 4.1 ~A) 2.0 (A} 4.0 (A) 2.9 A Do.
1091 .•._.do.•••••_., _•.•••••.•: .•••••••...•••.•••.•• 85 A 4.3 (A) 3.9 A~ 2.0 (A u<ti: 3.0 A Dark (M).
1097 Kagawong•••.•.•.••••..•..•••.•.••..••.•••.•• 78 (A) 4.2 (M) 4.0 (A 1.9 (A 3.7 ( )

I
3.0 A Pale (A).
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TABLE 73.-Records of the occurrence of Leucichthys artedi in Lake Superior

[For each record Is given, If known, the date and locality, the kind of gear used to make It, the depth ot water and character ot
the bottom where made, the abundance of this species In the 11ft, and the number of preserved specimens examined]

Port from which
nete were set

Rec·
ord
No.

Date Location

Gill·
net

mesh,
In

Inches

Depth,
In

fath·
oms

Bottom

Preserved
specimens
examined

Abundance 1__..,-__

+225 -225
mm. mm.

8

4

18
8
7
1

11

11
1

2

7

7

3

6
1

44
11
5
6
4

4
4
4
3
2
5
1
3
8
1

2
300

300

8
12

49 .do••__•• .•__..do......

38 • __••••••••••••••• Rare•••••••

60 ••••••• __ .

14 Mud•• . __••• .....•••••••• 5
31 Graylsh·brown Rare••••• __ •••.••

11 . __~1<i....__ ...__ .....do...... 2

3-13 Clay-sand••••••••••••••••••••(1)

2%: 6 .•••• __ . ••...• Occasional.
2~, 2%: 80-90 Grayish· brown Rare•••• __ .

clay.
2~ __ •• __ • ••• Common.__

~:~ ~ , .

~~ ~t~~ ~~~~~~~~~:::::: :::::::::::::
Moffat Stralt.. .
Off Armour Point..__.
Moffat Strait....__ •__ •
6 miles northeast of

East·End Light.
Off Alona Bay••• __ .••

Batchawanna Bay••••

10 miles NW. by W. 2~, 2%:
~ W. of Point Iro·
quois Light.

In the harbor._••••••••••••.••.•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••.••
•••.••••••••.•.••••••••• 1~ 10-11 ••••••••••••••••__ ••••••••••••.
31 miles N. %: E ••••••• 2%:, 4~ 100 •••••••••••••••••• Rare•••••••
Marquette 13ily. •••••• (1) 5 Sand............ OccasionaL
18 miles NE. by N•.•• 2~, 2%: 100-80 •••••••••••••••.•• Rare.••••••

'fi4'iiilies",V:i:iy'N"::::: --'''4~ --25:80' :::::::::::::::::: :::::::::::::
21 miles wesL......... 2~, 2%: 15-45 Red clay........ Rare•••••••
6 miles NNW.•.••••.• 2~, 2%: 20-38 Sand·clay••••••••••••do••••••
Between Cat and 2~, 2%: 15-20 Sand•••••••••••. I••• __do••••••

South Twin Islands.
20 miles NE. by E.... 2% 30-40 •.•__ do•• _. •.• __ .••••••••••
In Grand Marais (.) 1 •. __ •.••.••. __•••...•..•.. __ .••

Harbor.
At mouth of Devils (.)

Track River.
Off Demers Point..•._ (1) 8 Mud__ •••••__. __ Occasional.
Thunder Bay, be· 2~ •••• __ Abundant••

tween Pie and Wei·
come Islands.

North of Silver Island.
Thunder Bay, off

'l'hunder Cape.
Thunder Bay, inside

Welcome Islands.
Thunder Bay, oll

Sawyer Bay.
Oll the town._ .•••••••
Off Bread Rock.••••••

23 Mar. 10,1022
24 Aug. 10, 1922
25 • __•.do..... __ .
26 Sept. 25,1923
27 June 19,1922

28 June 26,1922

29 June 17,1922

Sault Ste. Marie, June 14,1922
Mich.

Grand Morals, Mich. 2 Oct. 3,1917
Marquette, Mich••••• 3 Feb. 8,1921

4 Aug. 5,1921
5 Aug. 9,1921
6 Aug. 11,1021
7 Nov. -,1925

Ontonagon, Mich••••. 8 Aug. 16, 1921
9 Aug. 24,1921

10 Aug. 25, 1921
Apostle Islands, Wis.• 11 July 11,1922

Duluth, Minn•..••••• 12 July 17,1922
Grand Marais, Minn. 13 July 18,1922

14 July 17,1922

Port Arthur, Ontario. 15 July 20,1022
16 Nov. 25,1922

17 .Sept. 15, 1923
18 •••••do••••••••

19 Sept. 17, 1923

20 Sept. 19, 1923

Rossport, Ontario•••. 21 Oct. 1,1921
22 Oct. 4,1921

Michipicoten Island,
Ontario.

Coppermlne Point,
Ontario.

Batchawanna, On·
tario.

Borrowed specimens:

ti~[rith~t~ln~\~~'~: ::::: ::::::::::::::: :::::::::::::::::::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::::::::::::: ::::::::::::: 2~
~~[f~~t~~r,~f~;:.::::: ::::::::::::::: :::::::::::::::::::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::::::::::::: ::::::::::::: ..__ ~. 1

~~tut~r~!::~·lon:· ::::: ::::::::::::::: :::::::::::::::::::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::::::::::::: ::::::::::::: 1::::::
tarlo.'

I Pound net.
• Seine.
I Field Museum collection.

• University ot Toronto collection.
• U. S. National Museum collection.
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TABLE 74.-Numerical expression of certain systematic characters for 20 specimens of Leucichthys
artedi from Lake Superior, 10 of them over 200 millimeters long and 10 under 200 millimeters,
selected according to size and locality

Size Field Locality Length Rakers Sex Scales L/H LIO L/DB LIAB L/DANo.

-----------------
Albus form, over 200 mllll· 015 Silver Island, Ontario•• _•••• 236 18+30 ,. 80 4.1 5.9 9.6 9.7 2.5
~.• meters. 57379 Black Bay...••••••.•••_•.•. 262 18+30 9 75 4.4 6.2 8.4 8.1 2.7

0282 Moffat Stralt••••••••_•• __ ••• 240 20+33 ,. 83 4.4 6.1 9.6 10.3 2.7
0287 ••••.do...................____ 232 18+32 ,. 77 4.4 6.1 8.6 8.5 2.7

Artedi form:
Over 200 millimeters.... 53852 Rossport, Ontario.__• __ ..... 314 18+29 ,. 86 4.6 6.2 10.4 9.8 2.7

57115 Alona Bay •• ____ •••••••• __ •• 270 17+28 ,. 92 4.6 6.4 10.5 10.8 2.5
57133 .•__ .do... __ ••••• __ •"'" "'" 272 16+29 cJ' 94 4.6 6.4 11.3 9.3 2.7
57846 Batchawanna, Ontarlo. _____ 258 16+31 cJ' 89 4.5 6.1 8.8 9.2 2.6
57851 ••..•do................,. _"" 238 16+28 cJ' 82 4.3 5.9 9.3 9.5 2.7
53739 Ontonagon, Mlch •• _____ •••• 280 17+30 ,. 90 4.5 6.2 11.2 11.5 2.8

Under 200 mllilmeters__ 53054 Marquette, Mich....___•••• 190 18+30 Im.cJ' 83 4.6 6.3 11.0 9.9 2.8
53056 •• , ••do....... __ •••••_._ ._•••• 192 18+30 1m. 9 90 4.6 6.6 12.6 10.1 2.7
53060 .....do......._•••_•• __•. __ '" 176 17+29 1m. ,. 84 4.4 6.0 10.3 10.~ 2.7
53061 ____ .do••___ •__......._....... 174 17+29 1m. 0' 89 4.5 6.2 10.1 8.7 2.6
53508 •_•• , do........_•••.••_•._•••. 195 17+30 1m. ,. 87 4.5 6.0 10.0 9.7 2.6
53531 .....do...... ___ •••••_.•• __ ••. 193 16+28 0' 84 4.4 6.2 9.2 9.4 2.7
57199 Black Bay __ ._._..______..__ 140 18+32 1m. 0' 87 4.3 6.0 10.6 9.8 2.6
57354 •••_.do__•___ •••••••••• __ • __.' 143 16+29 1m. 0' 78 4.2 5.7 9.5 9.3 2.6
57355 •••••do._•••. __ •••••_••••••_•. 173 18+30 1m. <;1 90 4.3 5.7 10.2 9.0 2.7
57356 _•••_do___•••_._•• _____ •• __ •_. 153 16+27 1m. 0' 72 4.2 5.7 9.6 10.2 2.7

Size Field L/AT LID L/W D/W SD/H SD/O SAIH SAIO HIE HIM IllS H/J HIAdNo.

--------------------------
Albus torm. over 200 mllllmeters..__ • 015 8.7 4.0 8.4 2.0 2.0 29 3.2 4.6 3.8 3.0 4.3 2.1 4.0

57379 9.7 3.9 7.9 2.0 2.1 2.9 3.4 4.7 3.9 2.9 3.7 2.1 3.4
0282 7.5 4.0 8.0 2.0 2.1 2.9 3.4 4.8 3.6 2.7 3.8 1.9 3.6
0287 9.2 3.8 9.2 2.3 2.2 3.0 3.4 4.7 3.8 2.8 3.9 2.0 3.7

Artedl form:
Over:200 millimeters•• ___••••• ___ 53852 7.8 4.6 8.0 1.7 2.2 3.1 3.6 4.9 4.5 2.9 3.7 2.0 4.2'"

57115 7.9 4.9 10.0 2.0 2.2 3.0 3.5 4.8 4.4 2.9 3.6 1.8 3.8
57133 8.5 4.7 8.2 1.7 2.2 3.2 3.4 4.8 4.5 2.9 3.8 2.1 4.4
57846 8.1 4.6 11.5 2.0 2.1 2.9 3.4 4.6 .l.3 3.0 3. Ii 2.0 3.5
57851 8.6 4.7 9.5 2.0 2.1 2.9 3.2 4.5 4.2 2.8 3.6 2.0 4.2
53739 7.5 4.9 9.6 1.9 2.2 3.0 3.5 4.9 4.4 2.8 3.4 2.1 4.4

Under 200 millimeters___.......__ 530-54 8.6 5.0 8.2 1.6 2.1 2.9 3.4 4.7 4.1 2.9 4.0 1.9 3.6
53056 8.0 4.8 8.3 1.7 2.2 3.2 3.4 4.9 4.1 2.9 4.1 2.0 3.6
53060 7.6 4.6 8.8 1.9 2.0 2.8 3.3 4.5 4.2 2.8 3.9 2.0 3.3
53061 8.7 5.1 8.2 1.5 2.2 3.1 3.4 4.8 4.0 2.9 3.7 2.1 4.1
53508 7.11 4.7 8.8 1.8 2.1 2.8 3.4 4.6 4.0 2.8 3.9 2.0 4.1
53531 7.7 4.5 8.7 1.9 2.1 3.0 3.4 4.7 3.9 2.7 3.9 2.0 3.6
07199 7.7 5.0 9.3 1.8 2.1 2.9 3.2 4.5 4.0 2.7 3.6 2.0 4.2
5i3-54 7.5 4.6 10.2 2.1 2.0 2.7 3.2 4.3 3.4 2.6 3.7 1.9 3.7
/i7355 7. Ii 4.9 11.1 1.8 2.1 2.9 3.3 4.4 4.0 2.7 3.5 1.9 3.9
57356 7.6 4.7 9.5 1.6 2.1 2.9 3.2 4.4 3.7 2.7 4.0 2.0 3.6

Size
Field H/R OlE °IM OIS PV/P AVIV DR AR VR PR DC AC DrNo.

--------------------------
Albus form. over 200 millimeters_ •••• 015 5.4 2.7 2.0 3.0 1.8 1.6 11 11 12 16 1.5 1.0 8

57379 5.2 2.8 2.1. 2.8 2.0 1.6 11 12 12 15 1.3 .86 8
0282 5.2 2.6 1.9 2.9 2.0 1.6 10 11 11 18 1.4 .95 8
0287 5.2 2.4 2.0 2.8 1.9 1.6 11 13 11 15 1.2 .84 8

Artedi torm:
3.3 2.1 2.7 2.2 1.8 10 12 12 17 1.4 .87 9Over 200 millimeters.___._._••_•• 53852 5.5

57115 5.3 3.2 2.1 2.6 2.2 1.7 10 11 11 16 1.5 1.0 8
57133 5.7 3.2 2.1 2.7 2.3 1.8 10 13 12 17 1.4 .83 8
57846 5.5 3.3 2.2 2.6 2.1 1.7 11 13 11 17 1.3 .85 8
57851 5.0 3.0 2.0 2.6 2.1 1.7 11 12 11 16 1.3 .92 8
53739 5.6 3.1 2.0 2.4 2.2 1.9 10 10 11 17 1.5 .98 9

Under 200 mllllmeters••••_••••_._ 53054 5.1 3.0 2.1 2.9 2.0 1.7 11 11 12 18 1.5 .87 8
53056 5.1 2.9 2.0 2.9 2.1 1.7 10 12 12 17 1.7 .84 8
53060 5.0 3.0 2.0 2.8 1.9 1.7 10 12 11 18 1.5 .94 8
53061 6.1 2.8 2.0 2.6 2.1 1.7 10 13 11 17 1.5 .87 8
53508 5.3 3.0 2.1 2.9 2.0 1.8 11 12 12 18 1.4 .89 8
53531 4.7 2.8 2.0 2.8 1.9 1.6 11 12 11 16 1.3 .93 8
57109 5.3 2.8 1.9 2.6 1.8 1.5 10 12 12 18 1.5 .97 8
57354 5.4 2.5 1.9 2.7 1.6 1.4 11 12 12 16 1.5 .88 9
57355 4.7 3.0 2.0 2.6 1.9 1.6 10 13 12 17 1.5

To"
9

57356 5.0 2.7 2.0 2.9 1.8 1.6 10 11 11 17 1.5 8
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TABLE 75.-Records of the occurrence of Leucichthys artedi in Lake Nipigon

[For each record Is given, I[ known, the date and locality, the kind of gear used to make It, the depth of the water where made, and
the total number of preserved specimens examined)

Off Macdinrmld•••• _•••••_••_••••••_••••_••••••••• _..... 2~, 2~ 30 •• _••• _•••••
_. do_._. ••••• •••••• ••••••_••• ••••• ••••••• 6 •••••••••••• 2
____ .do.. • __ ._ .....__ •••••••••••••••• ••••••••••• __ •••••••_._ 5 •••••••••••• 5
Off Blackwater River ••••••••••••• __ •__ ••••••••••_. -. •••••••• , 1 •••••••••••• 1
OII Selwyn Island ._._•••••_•••••••••_•••••• _•••••••_••••• __ •••••• ? _,_.,.,., __• 3
Humboldt Bay__ •• • •••••••••• __ •••••••••••••••• _. __ ••• __ ••• 5 •••••••••••• 5

•• __ .do_. __ ••••• _. ••_••_•••••••• __ •••••••••• __ • __ •••••• _•• _•••••••_ 1-6 """",,_, 3
Off McKellar Island __ ••• _•• __ ••••_•••• •••••• • ••• _. ._•••••••_•• _._ ••••••••_ 1
Ombnbikn Bay•• _•• _••• ._. •• _•••• ••••••••••••• •••••_... 5 _........... 16

__ • __do_. •••••• __ •••••• __ • ••• •••• •••••• _ 1 _••••_._._._ 15
Windigo Bay _•• _. ••• __ • __ ._••• __ _••••••• •• ••••••,.. 3 """""" 3
Off Shakespenre Island_._•••• ••• ._••••••••••••••• _._ •• __ • • 1 •__ ._ ••••• __ 2
Off source of Nipigon River __ • •__ •__ ••••••••••• • •••_._ 10 •••",•• __•• 1

••• __do_._._ ••••••••••_•• _••••••••••••• ••••••••••••••• 2~, 2~ 10-15 8 7
____ .do._•• __ •••_•••••••••• __••• •••••__ •••••••_••••• __ •••_••_._. 15 ••••••• •• 1
Oft' Virgin Island •••••••••••••_••••••••••••••_•••••••• ._....... 10-15 ••••••• __ ••• 1

_____do__ •• _•••••• ••••••••••••_••••••••••••••••••••••__ • •••• __ • 18 .'.'.'." 1
Sandy Bay••••••••••.••••••••••• _._ ••••••_•••••• _•••••_. ""_""'" 5 ••••••• _•• _. 3

•••••do__._••••_._ •••_•• • __ ••• ••••••• __ •••••• ••..•_•••••_. 1 _........... 2
_____ do ••••••••••• • •• _••••••_. __ ._••••_. ••••••_••_.____ 7 •••• __ •••••• 2
Unknown_•••••••• ••.•••••••••• __ ••••••••••••••••••• 4~ •••••••••••• 1

Preserved specimens
examiued

-225mm.+22.~mm.

Depth,ln
fathoms 1-----;-----

Glll·net
mesh, in

Inches
Location

Rec·
ord Date

NO.1

1 July 28,1922
2 Sept. 8, 1923
3 Sept. 11, 1925
4 July 30,1922
5 Sept. 6, 1923
6 Aug. 9,1922
7 Sept. 3, 1923
8 Sept. 5, 1923
9 Aug. 10,1922

10 Aug. 21, 1923
11 July 26,1923
12 Sept. 5, 1925
13 Aug. 25, 1921
14 July 26,1922
15 Aug. 2, 1922
16 Aug. 28,1923
17 Aug. 30,192.3
18 Aug. 27,1921
19 July 16,1923
20 Sept. 6, 1923
21 Oct. 26, 1922

I All records except I, 4, 14, and 21 are from University of Toronto collections.

TABLE 76.-Numerical expressions of certain systematic characters for 10 specimens of Leucichthys
artedi from Lake Nipigon, selected according to size

Field Locality Length Rakers Sex Scales L/H L/O L/DB L/AB L/DA L/AT L/D L/W D/W SD/H SD/O SA/HNo.
'-- --- - ---------------------------
57202 Off source of Nipigon

River._••••••••••_. 220 19+32 cJ' 73 4.2 6.1 8.2 8.8 2.8 8.5 4.2 9.5 2.2 2.0 3.0 3.3
57205 _. ___do_ ••_•••••• _•• _ 237 18+29 cJ' 74 4.1 5.9 9.1 9.1 2.9 8.3 4.3 9.8 2.2 2.0 2.8 3.1
57207 .,.__do•• _•• _•• ____ • __ 222 16+31 cJ' 71 4.2 6.0 8.8 7.7 2.7 7.9 4.2 9.2 2.1 2.0 2.9 3.2
57209 __ •• _do__._. ' •• '.'. __• 224 18+31 cJ' 76 4.1 5.7 9.4 9.3 2.7 8.6 4.1 9.7 2.3 2.0 2.8 3.3
57218 _____do•• _____ • _. ___ • 224 18+32 9 74 4.3 5.7 8.9 8.6 2.6 7.2 4.1 8.9 2.1 2.0 2.7 3.3
57220 ____ .do••• __ ••••••_••• 225 18+34 9 74 4.0 5.6 9.6 9.0 3.0 7.5 4.3 9.3' 2.1 1.9 2.7 3.1
57221 •• ___do_ •.• _. _______ • 242 16+31 9 74 4.1 5.9 8.4 9.2 2.6 7.4 4.8 11. 5 2.3 2.1 2.9 3.1
57225 • ____ do_____ "" •• ___ • 222 17+29 9 69 4.1 5.8 8.5 9.2 2.7 9.0 4.1 10.0 2.4 2.0 2.8 3.3
63173 Ombablka Bay••• _._ 179 17+31 <! 69 4.3 5.5 9.4 8.9 :2.7 7.7 4.0 8.5 2.0 2.0 2.7 3.2
63177 _••••do. _•• _•• ____ •• _ 160 17+29 cJ' 78 4.3 5.7 10.6 8.4 2.6 8.2 4.0 8.4 2.1 2.0 2.7 3.2

Field Locality SA/O H/E H/M H/S H/J II/Ad H/R OlE O/M O/S PV/P AV/V DR AR VR PR DC AC DrNo.
---------------------- - - - - ---- -

57202 Off source of Nipi·
gon Rlver••• _._. 4.8 3.9 2.8 4.2 2.0 3.6 4.6 2.7 2.0 2.9 1.8 1.5 11 13 12 16 1.3 0.98 8

57205 ____ .do•• _________ • 4.5 3.9 2.5 3.6 2.2 4.2 4.3 2.7 1.8 2.5 1.8 1.6 10 11 12 16 1.5 .95 8
57207 ••••_do•••___ •• _••• 4.6 4.0 2.7 3.7 2.0 3.0 5.0 2.8 1.9 2.6 1.8 1.5 10 13 11 15 1.5 .91 8
57209 _•• _.do•••• ___ • ___ • 4.5 3.9 2.8 3.8 2.0 3.6 5.3 2.8 2.0 2.7 1.7 1.5 10 12 12 16 1.6 1.0 9
57218 _••••do_ •••• __ •••_. 4.4 3.7 2.8 3.7 1.9 3.4 4.7 2.7 2.1 2.7 1.9 1.5 10 12 11 17 1.5 1.0 9
57220 ••• __do_ ••• __ •• _._. 4.4 3.9 2.8 3.7 2.0 3.7 4.3 2.8 2.0 2.7 1.7 1.5 11 11 12 17 1.6 1.0 9
57221 ___ ••do•••••••• ___ • 4.4 4.0 2.9 3.8 2.0 3.3 5.3 2.8 2.1 2.7 1.7 1.4 10 12 12 16 1.4 1.0 8
57225 _. _._do_ ••• __ •____ • 4.6 4.0 2.8 4.0 2.1 3.9 5.2 2.9 2.0 2.9 1.8 1.6 11 11 12 15 1.4 1.0 8
63173 Ombablka Bay••• 4.2 3.6 2.8 4.1 1.9 3.4 5.1 2.8 2.2 3.2 1.5 1.6 10 11 11 16 1.6 1.0 9
63177 •••••do_ ••••••••••• {.3 3.6 2.6 3.7 2.0 3.7 5.1 2.7 2.0 2.8 1.7 1.7 10 12 12 17 1.7 .94 9
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TABLE 77.-Records of the occurrence of Leucichthys artedi in Lake Ontario

{For each record is given, if known, the date and locality, the kind of gear used to make It, the depth of the water and character of
the bottom where made, and the total number of preserved specimens examined]

Port from which nets were ~:t
set No.

Date Locality
Gill-net Depth,
mesh, in in Bottom

inches fathoms

Preserved
specimens
examined

+225 -225
mm. mm.

12
11 5
1
4 1

12
3

12
45

14

27

1 2
2

1 -'--i425

1
6 ----24-28

30
70-75 -aiay-and-

mud.65 Clay _
20 _

--2S:ao' -i3iiii<i-and'
mud.60 Clay _

25-35 do__ ._

14 miles west 1~, 2~, 3,
3U,3~.

5 miles NNW. of Nine-Mile 3
Point.

Off Nine-Mile Polnt. _
8~ miles W. by N. ~ N _

7 miles off Braddock Point Llght_2 miles north _

1 Nov. 23,1917 .__________________ 2~ _
2 do_______ 2~ _

3 June 29,1921 13 miles E. ~ S_________________ 2~,2~ 40-50 Mud _
4 June 30.1921 Off Oakville____________________ 4~ 16 _
5 Nov.22,1917 Wellers Bay •• _
6 June 10,1921 20 miles S. by W. of Presque 2~ 40-50 Mud _

Isle Ligbt.
Off the shores___________________ 3
9 miles west_____________________ 3

7 June 7,1921
8 Aug. 24, 1923

9 Aug. 30, 1923

July 11,1921

11 Sept. I, 1923
12 Sept. 4, 1923

July 4,1921
July 21,1921

Winona, Ontario _
Bronte, Ontarlo. • ._

Brighton, Ontarlo_._:. _

Oswego, N. Y _

Selkirk, N. Y _._____________ 10

South Bay, Ontarlo _
Sandy Pond, N. Y__ • _

Charlott!lt N. Y_.___________ 13
Wilson, N. Y_______________ 14
Borrowed specimens:Toronto 1 • • ._. • _

Bay of Quinte 1 • • _

Winona, Ontario ,------ 1 ----------.----------------------- ----------- -------- ----~.--.---

1 U. S. National Museum collection. , University of Toronto collection.

TABLE 78.-Numerical expressions of certain systematic characters for 20 speeimens of Leucichthys
artedi from Lake Ontario, half of them of the albus form from the deep water at the west end of the
lake, and the rest, which are nearest the artedi form, from other areas

Field No. Locality Length Sex Rakers Scales L/H L/O L/DB L/AB L/DA L/AT LID L/W D/WISD/H SD/O SA/H

- -----------------------------
Artedl form:

53138___ Duck Island, 260 0- 16+32 80 4.6 6.1 10.7 8.8 2.7 9.6 3.8 7.8 2.0 2.3 3.1 3.6
Ontario.

53139__ • ___ ._do________ 291 9 18+32 81 4.4 6.0 10.3 10.3 2.7 8.5 4.4 9.0 2.0 2.1 2.9 3.453962___ Wilson,N. Y__ 263 9 20+33 74 4.7 6.7 9.0 9.0 2.6 8.4 4.2 8.2 1.9 2.3 3.2 3.6
53978___ _____ do________ 220 9 16+30 71 4.5 5.9 8.7 10.0 2.3 6.7 3.7 7.2 1.9 2.4 3.2 3.8
53980___ _____do_. ______ 238 9 17+29 80 4.2 6.4 9.5 10.7 2.5 7.4 4.0 7.6 1.9 2.1 3.2 3.3
53989. __ _____do•• _.____ 227 0- 16+29 75 4.2 5.8 8.7 8.3 3.0 8.3 3.7 7.8 2.1 2.1 2.9 3.353993 ___ _____do_______ •

251 9 15+28 76 4.5 6.4 9.6 9.8 2.8 8.3 4.0 8.6 2.1 2.2 3.1 3.6
54011._. Pulaski, N. Y_ 294 0- 17+32 78 4.4 5.9 9.8 9.8 2.8 8.1 3.8 7.7 2.0 2.2 3.0 3.5
54020___ _____do________

286 9 19+32 80 4.6 6.2 9.4 9.0 2.7 9.5 3.8 8.4 2.1 2.1 2.9 3.654023___ ____-do. _______
300 0- 18+30 77 4.4 6.3 10.0 10.6 2.9 7.6 3.8 7.8 2.2 2.2 3.2 3.4

Albus form:1172____ Bronte, On- 265 9 17+31 76 4.6 6.4 9.1 9.6 2.7 7.7 3.6 7.3 2.0 2.3 3.3 3.6
tario.1174____ _____do. _______

232 0- 16+29 77 4.4 6.2 8.9 8.5 2.7 9.0 3.8 7.4 1.9 2.3 3.2 3.5
1176____ _____do________ 283 9 18+30 68 4.5 6.2 8.0 9.1 2.7 7.0 3.4 6.7 1.9 2.3 3.1 3.51180____ _____do. _______

231 9 16+28 78 4.4 6.0 9.0 9.6 2.8 7.9 3.4 6.7 1.9 2.2 3.0 3.6
1183••__ _____do________

284 9 17+28 76 4.5 6.3 8.6 8.8 2.7 8.3 3.1 7.2 2.2 2.3 3.2 3.61189____ _____do________ 263 9 16+30 78 4.6 6.4 9.7 9.8 2.7 8.2 3.6 6.5 1.8 2.3 3.2 3.6
1196____ _____do. _______

235 0- 17+30 82 4.6 6.6 9.1 8.3 2.7 7.8 3.6 7.5 2.0 2.3 3.3 3.61230____ Winona, On· 277 9 17+33 73 4.6 6.5 9.2 10.5 2.6 7.6 3.6 6.7 1.8 2.3 3.2 3.6
tario.

1231. ___ _____do________ 291 9 18+31 76 4.7 6.9 8.5 9.3 2.6 8.3 3.3 6.6 1.9 2.3 3.3 3.7
1238____ _____do ________

295 9 17+31 72 4.6 6.4 8.4 10.2 2.5 8.1 3.4 6.1 1.7 2.4 3.3 3.7
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TABLE 78.-Numerical expressions of certain systematic characters for 20 specimens of Leucichthys
artedi from Lake Ontario, half of them of the albus form from the deep water at the westlend of the
lake, and the rest, which are nearest the artedi form, from other areas-Continued

Field No. Locality SAIO HIE HIM HIS HIJ HIAd H/R 'olE °IM OIS PVIP AVIV DR AR VR PR DO AO Br

----------------------- - - - ---- -
Artedl form:

63138____ Duck Island, 4.8 4.1 2.8 4.0 1.9 3.7 4.2 3.1 2.1 3.0 1.9 1.6 10 11 11 16 1.6 0.91 8
Ontario.

63139____ _____do______
4.7 4.1 2.8 3.8 2.0 3.7 5.0 3.0 2.1 2.8 . 2.1 1.8 9 11 11 15 1.6 1.00 8

53962_ •• _ Wilson, 5.1 4.2 3.1 4.4 2.1 3.6 6.6 3.0 2.2 3.1 2.0 1.7 10 12 11 15 1.3 .86 8
N.Y.

53978____ _____do ______
5.0 4.0 2.6 3.8 2.0 3.2 5.3 3.0 2.0 2.9 2.0 1.6 11 11 11 16 1.5 1.00 8

63980____ _____do ______
5.0 4.6 3.0 4.5 ----- 3.7 6.2 3.0 2.0 3.0 2.1 1.6 10 11 11 15 1.5 .98 8

53989____ _____do___••• 4.6 4.3 2.9 3.9 2.0 3.6 4.7 3.1 2.1 2.8 1.9 1.4 10 12 10 15 1.4 1.00 8
53993____ ____ .do______ 5.1 4.2 2.7 3.7 2.1 3.7 4.8 3.0 19 2.6 1.9 1.8 10 11 12 15 1.5 1.00 764011 ____ Pulaski, 4.6 4.4 2.8 3.8 2.1 3.2 5.4 3.3 2.1 2.9 2.0 1.5 9 11 11 16 1.5 .00 9

N.Y.
64020____ _____do______

4.9 4.1 2.6 4.0 2.0 3.8 4.8 3.0 2.0 2.9 2.3 1.9 10 12 11 15 1.4 .91 9
64023_._. _._._do______ 4.9 4.6 2.8 3.9 2.1 3.4 5.2 3.2 2.0 2.7 2.0 1.7 9 11 11 17 1.4 .95 8

Albus form:
1172_._._ Bronte, 5.0 4.3 2.8 4.0 2.1 3.3 5.2 3.1 2.0 2.9 2.4 1.8 10 11 11 15 1.3 .93 8

Ontario.1174_____ _____do ______
5.0 4.3 2.6 3.7 2.0 3.7 6.3 3.0 1.8 2.6 2.0 1.6 10 12 12 16 1.4 .96 101176_____ _____do ___•__
4.9 4.3 2.9 3.9 2.1 4.0 5:9 3.1 2.1 2.8 1.9 1.7 12 11 11 16 1.2 .88 8

1180._.__ ___ ._do___ •__ 4.9 4.3 2.7 3.9 2.0 3.3 5.8 3.3 2.0 2.8 2.3 1.8 10 10 11 14 1.4 .96 7
1183.__._ _____do. _____

5.0 4.4 2.7 3.9 2.0 2.9 5.5 3.2 2.0 2.8 2.0 1.6 10 11 11 15 1.4 .93 8
1189___._ _.___do ______ 4.9 4.6 2.7 3.9 2.0 3.2 5.4 3.4 2.0 2.8 2.1 1.7 10 11 11 16 1.4 .93 8
1196. ___ _____do______

5.2 4.5 2.7 3.8 2.1 3.1 5.5 3.1 1.9 2.6 1.9 1.5 9 12 11 16 1.4 .97 81230_____ Winona, 5.0 4.4 2.8 4.1 2.1 3.2 5.2 3.2 2.0 3.0 2.1 1.8 10 12 11 15 1.3 .95 8
Ontario.

1231.. __ • _____do______
5.4 4.6 2.8 4.3 2.1 3.2 5.0 3.1 2.0 3.0 2.2 1.7 10 12 11 14 1.1 .89 8

1238____ • _____do. __ •__ 5.2 4.6 2.9 4.2 2.1 3.2 5.7 3.2 2.0 3.0 2.0 2.0 11 10 11 17 1.3 1.00 8

TABLE 79.-Records of the occurrence of Leucichthys nipigon in Lake Nipigon

(For each record is given, if known, the date and locality, the kind or gear used to make it, the depth or the water where made, and
the total number or preserved specimens examined)

Rec
ord

NO.1
Date Location

Gill-net
mesh, In
inches

Depth,ln
fathoms

Preserved
specimens
examined

I July 28,1922
2 Aug. 10,1921
3 Aug. 15, 1922
4 Aug. 23, 1923
6 June 19,1924
6 July 21,1921
7 June 21,1924
8 Aug. 1,1922
9 Sept. 3, ·1923

10 July 26, 1922
11 Aug. 15, 1922
12 Oct. 26, 1922
13 Aug. 18, 1923
14 (')

Off Macdlarmld ._. • ._________ 2}i, 2~ 30
Off Murchison Island ._______ 15

_____do • • ._ 25
Ombablka Bay ••_. • • ._. •• •••_. • 10

_____do • ._.________________ 10
Off Britannia Island. _•__ ._. • ••_•••• •__ ._. • ••• •••• _
Off Caribou Island ._. • • .__ 25
Grand Bay • ._. ••_._._. __

g~ ~~~ceC~fNipigonRiver::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: -.--2~;2jf 10-tgUnknoWD •__ ••_. • •_. ••• " __•_. " __ •__
_____do__.' ••• •__ • ••• ••• ••_. • •• • 47!j ._•••
_____do ._. __ ••••_. __ ••_•••• ••••_. •• '" • ---. •

a
3
1
2
8
1
2
1
1

11
3
1
1
6

I All but records I, 8, 10, and 12 from University of Toronto collections. I No data.
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TABLE 80.-Numerical expressions of certain systematic characters for the type of Leucichthys nipigon
and for nine cotypes from Lake Nipigon, selected at random

Field Locality Length Rakers Sex Scales L/H L/O L/DB L/AB L/DA L/AT LID LIW D/W SD/H SD/O SAlHNo.

-------------------------------
870921 Orient Bay__ •• __ 282 19+37 Im.d" 75 4.0 6.0 8.5 9.6 2.8 8.5 3.5 8.8 2.5 2.1 2.9 3.3
57564

• ____do___________
255 21+36 Im.d" 73 4.1 5.9 8.2 8.7 2.8 7.4 3.7 9.1 2.4 2.0 2.8 3.2

N1125' Ombabika Bay__ 336 21+38 9 79 4.2 5.7 8.1 8.0 2.8 8.8 3.3 6.8 2.0 2.1 2.8 3.3
Nl128'

__ • __do___________
346 20+36 9 69 3.9 5.5 7.8 7.8 2.7 9.6 3.3 7.5 2.2 1.9 2.7 3.1

57212 Off sourceof Nip· 220 20+35 Im.d" 72 3.9 5.3 8.4 8.4 2.7 8.0 3.9 9.1 2.3 1.9 2.6 3.0
igon River.

57216 _____do_. ________ . 220 20+39 Im.d" 74 3.9 5.5 8.5 8.8 2.8 8.4 3.8 9.1 2.3 1.8 2.6 3.0
57219 ___ ._do ___ •• ______ 221 23+39 Im.9 82 3.9 5.5 8.1 8.9 2.8 8.5 4.1 9.6 2.3 1.8 2.6 3.0
57222 • ____do_. ____ ._._ • 267 22+39 Im.d" 75 4.1 5.7 8.2 8.3 2.7 8.6 3.8 9.8 2.5 1.9 2.7 3.1
57223 _____do. __________ 227 20+36 1m. 9 78 4.0 5.5 8.7 8.6 2.8 7.8 4.0 8.7 2.1 1.8 2.5 3.0
57224 _•• __do_. _______• _ 254 20+38 Im.9 75 4.0 5.5 7.9 7.8 2.7 8.0 3.7 9.4 2.4 2.0 2.7 3.0

Field Locality SA/a H/E HIM HIS HIJ H/Ad HIR OlE O/M O/S PV/P AvIV DR AR VR PR DC AC BrNo.
---------------------- - - - - ---- -

870921 Orient Bay __ '. __ • 4.6 4.4 2.7 3.8 2.0 3.7 5.5 3.1 1.9 2.7 1.8 1.6 10 12 12 15 - .. ---- I'
57564 _____do ____ •• _. ___ 4.5 4.3 2.5 3.9 2.0 2.9 5.4 3.0 1.7 2.7 1.7 1.4 11 11 12 17 1.5

-O~94-
9

N1125' Ombabika Bay_. 4.6 4.4 2.7 3.6 1.9 3.5 5.5 3.2 2.0 2.6 1.7 1.6 11 13 12 18 1.3 9
Nl128'

_____do. _• ________ 4.4 4.6 2.7 3.6 2.0 3.6 5.2 3.2 1.9 2.5 1.8 1.4 11 13 12 17 1.5 .98 10
57212 Off source of Nip·

Igon Rlver. __•__ 4.0 4.0 2.6 3.7 2.0 3.0 5.6 3.0 1.9 2.8 1.5 1.4 11 13 12 15 1.6
-i~o"

II
57216

_____do ___________
4.2 4.2 2.6 3.7 1.9 4.0 5.6 3.0 1.8 2.7 1.7 1.5 10 12 12 16 1.5 9

57219
_____do. __________

4.3 4.2 2.6 3.7 1.9 4.5 5.0 3.0 1.8 2.6 1.4 1.5 11 11 12 16 1.6 1.1 10
57222 _____do____••__ •__ 4.3 4.4 2.7 3.6 2.0 3.0 6.0 3.2 1.9 2.6 1.6 1.5 10 12 12 17 1.4 .96 9
57223 •• ___do________ • __ 4.1 4.2 2.5 3.7 2.0 3.2 5.0 3.1 1.8 2.7 1.6 1.6 11 11 12 17 1.6 .95 9'
57224 __ • __do____ • ______ 4.2 4.2 2.5 4.0 2.0 3.1 6.1 3.0 1.8 2.9 1.5 1.4 11 11 13 16 1.5 .96 8

I Type, U. S. National Museum number. • University of Toronto collection.

TABLE 81.-Records of the occurrence of Coregonus clupeaformis in Lake Michigan

[For each record is given, if known, the date and locality, the kind of gear used to make It, the depth of the water, and the total
number of preserved specimens examined]

Ports from which nets were set Date Location Kind of net
Depth,

in
fathoms

Preserved
specimens
examined

4
1

1()'
4

22'
4

13
15
6
1
Z

18-
1
2

15-

1
1
3
1
Z

5
28-35

12
28

3-5
4
4
5
5
5
8
8

35-60
6-10
6-8

Off the city • • Pound • __
20 miles ESE • 2Yo-lnch gIlL __
5 miles E. by S. ~ S • •• do __ •••• __
15 miles NW. by N. Yo N ._do •__
orr the Iighthouse._•• ._••••• __ • • Pound••••• _
2 miles south •• __ " ••.. do. __ • _
4 miles north on east shore of West Bay__ • do. •• _
Lower end of West Bay •••_. __do•••• _
Bowers Harbor. •• " ••• do_ ••• _
1~ mlles south of Bowers Harbor • .do•• _
Sandy Bay_. • do • __

___ ._do_ •• • ._•• __ • do_ '._' _
3 miles NW. YoW__ • • • 2~ inch gilL._
Off Gros Cap • Pound •• _
1~ miles west of Seul Choix Point do • _

Port Washington, Wls Sept. 27,1920
Milwaukee, Wls • Nov. 15,1920

_____do _
Michigan City, Ind •• • Mar. 4,1921
South Manitou Island, Mlch_ .___ July 30,1923
Northport, Mich •• June 23,1920
Traverse City, Mich_ •••• __ •••••• June 22,1920

July 18,1923
July 19,1923
July 26,1923

St. James, Mlch. • • July 14,1917
June 28,1920
Aug. 11, 1923
July 17,1917
Aug. 20, 1920

Charlevoix, Mlch • •__ •
St. Ignace, Mich__• •
Seul Choix Point, Mich _
Borrrowed specimens:Pine, Ind,! .. • •• • • "'_' "'_' ._ ._. • •••• •••••

Edgmoor, Ind.
I

._. .. •• _
Manitowoc, Wis.' • • •• • • • •• _
Sturgeon Bay, Wls.' • • •• ._. • • • •• _
Algoma, Wis.' •• • •__ ._. • •••••• •• • ._•• _

I Field Museum collection. , Wisconsin Geological Survey collection.
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TABLE 82.-Numerical expressions oj certain systematic characters Jor 10 specimens oj Coregonus

clupeaJormis from Lake Michigan, selected according to size and locality

Field Locality Length Rakers Sex Scales L/H L/O L/DB L/AB L/DAIL/AT L/D L/W D/W SD/H SD/O SA/HNo.

-------------------------------
I St. lames, Mlch__ 483 10+17 9 88 5.3 6.7 8.9 9.5 2.9 6.0 3.6 7.9 2.1 2.4 3.1 4.1

10 Oros Cap, Mich __ 427 10+16 Im.c1' 87 5.2 6.7 9.0 9.8 2.8 6.5 3.9 8.3 2.1 2.4 3.1 4.2
2 St. lames, Mich__ 406 11+16 1m. 9 89 5.1 6.9 9.2 10.4 2.6 6.8 4.0 7.6 1.8 2.4 3.3 4.1

2806 ____.do___••_••••• __ 309 10+16 Im.9 80 4.6 6.1 8.5 9.6 2.7 7.1 3.8 7.7 2.0 2.3 3.0 3.6
2810 ___ ••do_•••••_•••_. 296 10+16 Im.c1' 88 5.0 6.5 9.2 9.4 2.6 7.2 3.7 8.4 2.2 2.4 3.1 3.8
2815 ___ ._do_____ • __ •••• 293 10+16 Im.9 88 4.8 6.6 8.4 9.7 2:5 6.5 3.7 8.3 2.2 2.3 3.2 3.7
4566 Seul Cholx, Mlch_ 299 10+16 Im.c1' 83 4.7 6.3 9.6 9.4 2.8 6.7 4.0 7.6 1.8 2.2 3.0 3.6
3728 Port Washington, 193 10+17 1m. 9 83 4.5 6.4 8.4 9.4 2.7 7.1 4.2 9.1 2.1 2.1 2.9 3.5

Wis.
3731 _••_.do__ ._._______ 204 10+15 Im.9 81 4.7 6.3 8.8 10.3 2.8 7.0 4.3 8.8 2.0 2.2 3.0 3.7
4270 Milwaukee, Wis__ 224 11+15 1m. 9 80 4.8 6.6 8.1 10.2 2.6 7.3 4.0 8.2 2.0 2.2 3.1 3.7

Field Locality SA/a H/E H/M H/S H/l H/Ad H/R OlE O/M O/S PV/P AV/V DR AR VR PR DC AC Br Wt.No.

----------------------- - - - ---- - --
Lb. oz.

1 St. lames, 5.2 5.0 3.5 3.6 2.8 1.9 10.1 4.0 2.7 2.8 2.2 1.9 11 12 11 16 1.3 1.0 10 311
Mich.

10 Oros Cap, 5.4 4.9 3.4 3.7 2.7 2.1 11.2 3.8 2.6 2.8 2.3 2.0 11 11 11 17 1.4 1.0 8 2 4
Mich.

2 St. James, 5.5 4.9 3.5 4.0 2.4 2.6 12.7 3.6 2.6 3.0 2.1 1.7 11 11 11 17 1.6 1.2 9 2 3
Mich•

2806 •••••do••••_. 4.8 4.6 3.3 3.2 2.5 2.9 11.3 3.5 2.5 2.4 1.8 1.7 11 11 11 17 1.4 1.2 9 15
2810 _. __ .do••_••• 5.0 4.3 3.6 3.7 2.6 2.7 9.7 3.3 2.6 2.9 2.1 1.8 11 11 11 15 1.5 1.1 9 10.5
2815 •• __ .do••••_. 5.2 4.8 3.5 3.9 2.6 2.5 10.1 3.5 2.5 2.8 2.0 1.7 12 12 11 16 1.4 1.1 9 12
4566 Seul Choix, 4.9 4.8 3.4 3.6 2.4 2.6 8.7 3.6 2.5 2.7 2.0 1.7 10 11 12 16 1.5 1.0 10 12.5

Mich.
3728 Port Wash· 4.9 4.0 3.2 4.1 2.6 2.9 10.5 2.8 2.3 2.9 1.8 1.7 12 11 11 15 1.5 1.2 9 2.5

ington,
Wis.

3731 _••••do_••_•• 5.0 3.9 3.4 4.0 2.6 2.7 10.2 2.9 2.5 3.0 2.0 1.7 12 12 11 15 1.5 1.1 9 3.5
4270 Milwaukee, 5.1 4.1 3.4 4.1 2.5 3.0 9.2 2.9 2.5 3.0 1.9 1.6 12 11 12 16 1.5 1.1 9 4.5

Wis.

TABLE 83.-Movements of the whitefish in the pound nets of Lake Michigan, according to data gathered
from the operators of these nets

Locality Nets set Depth, Appearance Maximum Disappearance Return in autumnin feet abundance

Port Washington, ApriL•••_•••_._••• 20-60 June, first week••_ June and July._••• August. _._. __ ._••• October, first
Wis. week.

Michigan City, Ind_ April, second week. 18-30 May, first week._. Late May and June 15••••___ • __ •• October.

16-20 May, second week.
early June.

Grand Haven, •••••do••••••••••••• July••••••••••••••• August, first week. Do.
Mich.

South Manitou June, second week. 26-30 July, first week•••• __ ._.do•••••_••••••• _••••do___•••••••_•• (Nets out.)
Island, Mich.

September, second October, last week_Northport, Mich_•• May, fourth week_ 40 October. __ ••••••••
week.

Fox Islands, Mich•• 1une, second week. 25-40 July, first week••_. July__••••_•••••••_ August, first week. September, first
week.

Traverse Oity, May, first week••• 22-50 May, first week._. June-July••••••• __ July, last week•••_ September,second
Mich. week.

Beaver Island, May, third week•• 40-45 May, third week•• Late June and August, first week. September, fourth
Mich. early July. week.

Gros Oap, Mich•••_ June, first week•••_ 40-65 June, second week. July••••••••••••••• July, fourth week. September, last
week.

Beul Oholx Point, •••••do_••••••••_••• 30-45 June. first week••_ ••_••do••_•••••••••• August, first week. September,second
Mich. week.

94995-29--22
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TABLE 84.-Records of the occurrence of Coregonus clupeaformis in Lake Huron

For each record is given, if known, the date and locality, the kind of gear used to make it, the depth of the water, and the total
number of preserved specimens examined)

Port from which nets were set Date Location Kind of net
Depth,

In
fathoms

Preserved
specimens
examined

1
Z
8
3
4
1
3

10
37
4

16
15
2
7

4
7
4
3

10

1
6
2

16

28
1

4
4
4

10

5
10-12

6
15
10
15
5
5

8--10
17
4
6

7 miles above the city • do ._
Coipoys Bay • do _

____ .do • _do _
__ • • • do _

Off the city • _ Pound _
8 miles south •••_. • 4~-inch gill _
Hammond Bay .________ Pound _

_ .__ _ 4~-inch gilL __
15 miles southeast. .do _
13~ miles SE. by S 2%:-lnch gilL __
Off Sulphur Island • Pound •

_____ do .do _

Between can buoy and Sulphur Island_. _ 2%:-inch gill _
13 miles SE. by S. of can buoy • do _
Off the city__ • • •• Pound _
Saginaw Bay • do ._ • _

oifUockbiiiti"isi'Bnd=====::::::::::::::::: -Pound:::::::: -.------g-
Off Clapperton Island.__ • •• do_________ 6

_____do • " • do______ 6
Off Barrie Island do ._

_____do • do _
_____do " • •__do _

Nov. 10,1917
Oct. 16,1919
Nov. 10,1917
Nov. 12,1917
Sept. 27,1919

July 17,1917
July 21,1917
Sept. 28, 1919
July 24,1917
Aug. 13,1917
Sept. 17,1917
Sept. 21,1917
Sept. 22,1917
Sept. 24,1917
Sept. 26,1917
Oct. 22, 1917
Oct. 25, 1917
Sept. 29,1919
Oct. 22, 1919

Lake Huron proper:
St. Ignace, Mlch _
Cheboygan, Mich _

Rogers, Mich ••• _
Alpena, Mlch _

Georgian Bay:
Wiarton, Ontario Nov. 5,1917

July 29,1919
Nov. 29,1919
Oct. 12,1919

East Tawas, Mlch__•• _
Bay City, Mich _
PrOVidence Bay, Ontario_
Duck Islands, Ontario _

North Channel:
Kagawong, Ontario _

Gore Bay, Ontario _

Klllamey, Ontario _
Borrowed specimens:Georgian Bay , • _

Bay Port, Mich.'. _

'Donated by Dr. B. A. Bensley. , U. S. National Museum collection.

TABLE 85.-Numerical expressions of certain systematic characters for 10 specimens of Coregonus
clupeaformis from Lake Huron, selected according to size and locality

Field Locality Length SIlX Rakers scalesl LIH LIO L/DB1L/AB LIDA LIAT LID L/WID/W SDIH SDIO BAIHNo.

-------------------------------
71 Cheboygan, Mich_ 470 9 10+17 85 4.6 6.4 8.5 8.8 3.0 7.4 3.6 8.1 2.2 2.1 3.0 3.7

1078 Wlllrton, Ontario_ 445 Im.~ 11+17 76 4.7 6.5 9.3 9.5 2.8 7.4 3.5 8.0 2.2 2.2 3.0 3.7
1027 Bay City, Mich__ 426 a' 10+16 79 4.9 6.7 8.5 9.9 2.9 7.3 3.7 8.5 2.3 2.3 3.1 4.0
1031 _____do _______ • ___ • 307 Im.~ 10+15 85 5.0 6.3 9.0 9.4 2.8 6.8 4.2 8.0 1.8 2.3 2.9 3.8
543 Alpena, Mich ____ 307 Im.~ 11+17 89 4.8 6.8 8.1 9.2 2.5 6.7 4.0 9.0 2.2 2.2 3.2 3.7

1936 Wiarton, Ontario. 306 Im.a' 11+17 82 4.7 6.1 8.1 9.8 2.7 7.3 4.3 8.6 1.9 2.2 2.9 3.7
2465 Killarney, Ontario 300 Im.~ 11+17 84 4.7 6.1 9.0 9.6 2.7 6.9 4.2 8.2 1.9 2.3 3.0 3.7
1015 EastTawas, Mich_ 250 Im.9 9+17 77 4.7 6.4 9.0 9.0 2.4 6.9 3.9 8.0 2.0 2.2 3.0 3.6
1013

_____do___________ ._
194 Im.d" 110+16 85 4.6 6.1 8.3 9.7 2.5 6.5 4.1 7.4 1.8 2.1 2.8 3.5

980
_____do_________ •__

201 Im.d" 10+16 80 4.7 5.9 8.3 8.9 2.6 6.8 4.2 8.3 1.9 2.1 2.6 3.&

-
Field

HIJ Ill/Ad
I

No. Locallty SAIO HIE HIM HIS HIR OlE OIM OIS PV/P AVIV DR AR VR PR DC ACBr Wt.

71 Cheboygan, Lb. oz.
Mlch _____ 5.1 5.3 3.4 3.8 2.6 2.8 10.2 3.8 2.5 2.5 2.0 1.8 11 12 11 17 1.4 1.0 0 --_..---

1078 Wiarton,
Ontario___ 5.2 5.4 3.2 3.6 2.6 2.3 13.4 3.0 2.3 2.6 2.0 1.8 10 12 11 16 1.4 1.0 0 2 0

1027 Bay City,
Mich _____ 5.5 5.0 3.4 3.9 2.5 2.3 11. 4 3.6 2.5 2.8 2.1 1.8 11 10 11 15 1.3 1.1 Il 2

1031
_____do______

4.4 4.5 3.2 3.7 2.7 2.7 10.1 3.5 2.6 2.9 1.8 1.7 12 12 12 16 1.5 1.1 9 13.5
543 Alpena,

Mich. ____ 5.3 4.5 3.4 3.9 2.6 2.6 11.4 3.2 2.4 2.8 1.9 1.7 12 12 11 15 1.4 1.1 0 13.&
1936 Wlarton,

Ontario___ 4.7 4.6 3.3 3.7 2.6 2.8 10.3 3.6 2.6 2.9 1.8 1.7 12 11 11 16 1.2 1.0 9 12
2465 Killarney,

Ontario___ 4.9 4.3 3.5 3.9 2.5 2.3 9.7 3.3 2.8 3.0 1.7 1.6 11 11 11 16 1.5 1.1 0 12.5
1015 East Tawas,Mich _____ 4.8 4.3 3.2 3.7 2.5 3.4 10.5 3.1 2.4 2.8 1.8 1.7 12 12 11 15 1.6 1.0 9 8
1013 _____do_. ____ 4.7 4.1 3.5 4.5 2.4 2.6 10.5 3.0 2.6 3.4 1.8 1.5 11 10 11 15 1.6 1.3 9 3
980

_____do______
4.4 4.0 3.0 3.6 2.5 2.5 10.1 3.2 2.4 2.8 1.8 1.6 11 11 11 15 1.6 1.2 9 4
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TABLE 86.-Showing the movement of the whitefish in the pound nets of Lake Huron, according to
data gathered from the operators of these nets

Locality Nets set
Depth,

Appearance Maximum abun· Disappearance Return in autumnIII dancefeet

Lake Huron KJoper:
Alpena, ich.• April, first week.• 26-40 Mayor June .••••. June-July_•••••••. August, first week. September, mid·

die.
East Tawas, ..••.do•.•••••••••• 25-50 June, first week••. June•.••••••.••••• July, middle..•••• September, first

Mich. week.
Point Au Gres, •...•do..""""" 25-50 April, first week••• April to May 15••. June, first week ••. September, third

Mich. week.
Port Huron March, last week•• 20-30 March, last week•• ApriL•••••••••••• June, last week•••• October, third

Mich. week.
Cockburn Is· June, last week••• 45 June, last week••• August and Sep· October, third

land, Ontario. tember. week.
Duck Islands, June, first week••• 30-40 •••••do..•••••••••• July and August•• •••••do.•.•••••••••

Ontario.
Providence May, first week••• 41Hl0 July, third week •. August.. •••••••••• September, first October.

BaY,Ontario. week.
North Channel:

Blind River, •••••do.•...••••••• 25 May, first week••• May and June..•• July, third week _• October, first
Ontario. week.

Thessalon, On· •••••do••••••.••••• 25 ••••.do..•••••••••• •••••do•••••••••••• •••••do•••••••••••• Do.
tario.

Gore Bay, On· June, first week ••• 25-30 June, first week••• June •••••••••••••• July, last week.••. September, first
tario. week.

Kagawong, On· May, first week••• 35 ••••.do•••••••••••• June, last balL••• July, third week •• October, third
tario. week.

Georgian Bay: .
Killarney, On· •••••do..•••••••••• 65-75 May, last week••• June and July••••• ---.. - ..----_ .. __ ........--

tarlo.
Wlarton, On· •••••do•••••••••••• 35-40 June, second week. June, last half.•••• July, first week••• (No fall run; mud

tario. bottom.)

TABLE 87.-Records of the occurrence of Coregonus clupeaformis in Lake Superior

[For each record is given, If known, the date and locality, the kind of gear used to make it, tbe depth of water and character of the
bottom where made, and the number of preserved specimens examined]

Port from which nets
were set Date Location Kind of net

Depth,
In

fathoms
Bottom

Preserved
specimens
examined

Apostle Islands, Wis... July 11,1922

10

34
13
8
3

12

1
16

116

Clay-sand...

38 ••••••••••••••

3-13

8 Mud••••••••
4

13-14 'Clay':saiiii-==
4()-50 Mud••••••••

272 and 2%;·
inch gill.

172·inch gilL ••••••••••.•••••••••••••
Pound........ 5 Sand••••••••
27li and 2%:. 2()-38 Sand-elay•••
. Inch gill.

2%:·lnch gilL.. 15-20 Sand..•.•.•.

Batchawanna Bay•••••••••••••••••• Pound ...•••••

10 miles NW. by W. ~ W. of Point
IroquoiS Light.

'Marquetie'Ba;;::===================
6 miles NNW •••••••••••••••••••••••

Between Cat and South Twin
Islands.

Black Bay off Demers Point. .•••••• Pound ..••••••
Moffat Strait•••••••••••••••••••.••••••••do.• """

•••••do.••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 272·lnch gilL ••
Agawa Bay. •••••••••••••••••••••••• 472·lnch gilL ••

June 14, 1922

Feb. 8,1921
Aug. 10,1921
Aug. 25, 1921

July 20,1922
Aug. 5,1922
Sept. 25, 1923
June 24,1922

June 17,1922

Sault Ste. Marie, Mich.

Marquette, Mich••••••

Port Arthur, Ontario•••
Rossport, Ontario.•••••

Coppermine Point, On·
tario.

Batchawanna, Ontario.
Borrowed specimens:

Sault Ste. Marie,
Mich.'

Port Arthur, On·
tario.·

Apostle Islands,
Wis."

Ontonagon, Mich••••••

t Only specimens taken In 11ft.
• Field Museum collection.

• U. S. National Museum collection.
• Wisconsin Geological Survey collection•
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TABLE 88.-Numerical expressions of certain systematic characters for 10 specimens of Coregonus
clupeaformis from Lake Superior, selected according to size <tnd locality

Field Locality Length Rakers Sex Scales LIH LIO LIDB L/AB L/DA L/AT LID LIW D/W SDIH SDIO SA/HNo.
-------------------------------

53526 Marquette, Mich_ 348 10+16 1m. 9 84 4.9 6.3 8.9 9.4 3.0 6.6 4.0 7.5 1.8 2.3 2.9 3.9
53530

_____do________ • __
350 11+17 1m. a' 86 4.9 6.2 8.3 8.9 2.5 6.1 4.2 7.7 1.7 2.3 2.9 3.8

57052 Agawa Bay______ • 3SO 11+17 a' 79 4.6 5.8 8.0 10.5 2.7 6.9 4.0 8.0 2.0 2.3 2.9 3.6
57362 Black Bay________ 278 11+17 1m. 9 82 4.5 6.0 7.6 8.1 2.6 6.6 3.5 7.9 2.2 2.1 2.8 3.5
57366

__ •__do____________
271 11+16 1m. 9 84 4.6 6.0 7.6 8.4 2.6 6.3 3.5 8.2 2.3 2.2 2.9 3.6

57381
_____do____________

297 11+16 Im.9 77 4.7 6.0 8.2 9.5 2.5 6.6 3.5 8.0 2.2 2.2 2.8 3.5
57840 Batchawanna 273 11+17 1m. a' 86 4.5 5.9 8.0 7.9 2.7 7.5 4.0 9.4 2.3 2.1 2.8 3.5

Bay.
53053 Marquette, Mlch_ ISO 10+17 Im.9 86 4.5 6.2 8.5 9.4 2.8 6.8 4.2 10.0 2.3 2.0 2.8 3.5
53521

_____do___••_______
226 9+18 Im.a' 91 4.6 5.9 8.6 9.3 2.6 6.1 4.7 9.4 2.0 2.1 2.8 3.5

53716 Ontonagon, Mlch_ 223 11+16 Im.9 84 4.6 6.2 8.7 9.2 2.7 7.9 3.8 7.9 2.0 2.1 2.9 3.8

Field Locality SA/O HIE HIM HIS HIJ H/Ad HIR OlE OIM OIS PVIP AVIV DR AR VR PR DC AC Br Wt.No.
----------------------- - - - ---- - --

Lb. oz.
53526 Marquette, 5.0 4.6 3.1 3.7 2.6 2.6 10.0 3.6 2.4 2.9 2.0 1.9 11 12 11 16 1.4 1.0 9 1 6.5

Mich.
53530

____ .do______ 4.8 5.0 3.4 3.9 2.7 2.6 10.2 3.9 2.6 3.1 1.9 1.7 11 11 11 15 1.4 1.0 9 1 6
57052 AgawaBay_ 4.5 4.7 2.9 3.0 2.5 2.4 10.5 3.7 2.3 2.4 1.6 1.6 12 11 12 16 1.3 1.2 9 1 10.5
57362 Black Bay__ 4.6 4.3 3.8 4.1 2.6 2.4 10.3 3.2 2.8 3.1 1.6 1.5 11 12 12 17 1.6 1.2 9 12
57366

_____do______
4.7 4.3 3.3 3.8 2.4 2.4 10.5 3.3 2.5 2.9 2.0 1.7 11 12 12 14 1.5 1.1 9 11

57381 _____do______ 4.5 4.7 3.6 4.0 2.5 2.4 10.1 3.7 2.8 3.1 1.6 1.6 11 11 12 16 1.6 1.2 9 13.5
57840 Batchawan- 4.5 4.4 3.3 3.9 2.5 3.1 9.6 3.4 2.5 3.0 1.8 1.5 11 13 11 15 1.5 1.0 9 8

na Bay.
53053 Marquette, 4.8 3.8 3.3 4.0 2.5 3.2 10.0 2.7 2.4 2.9 2.1 1.7 12 12 11 17 1.5 1.0 9 2

Mich.
53521

_____do______
4.6 4.0 3.3 3.7 2.4 2.8 8.9 3.1 2.6 2.9 1.7 1.6 11 12 11 16 1.6 1.1 10 4.5

53716 Ontonagon, 5.1 4.3 3.4 3.7 2.5 3.1 12.0 3.2
1

2
•
5 2.7 2.1 1.8 11 11 11 16 1.5 1.0 8 5.5

Mich.

TABLE 89.-Movements of the whitefish in the pound nets of Lake Superior, according to data gathered
from the operators of these nets

Locality Nets set Depth, Appearance Maximum abund- Disappearance Return in autumnIn feet ance

Whitefish Point, May, third week__ 24-90 June, first week___ June and July_____ A few in August
Mich. and September.

Marquette, Mlch__ June, first week ___ 25-30 _____do ___ •••_____ • June and early August, first week. September, sec,

Black Bay, Ontario
•____do____________ July. ondweek.

4(}-50 _____do ________•___ Late June and _•• __do___ • ___ " ___ October, first
early July. week.

Nipigon Bay, Ross· May, third week__ 25-35 May, third week__ June______________ July, first week_._ (No fall ru';.)
port, Ontario.

_:~~o~s_t_~_~e_~:::Gargantua,Ontarlo_ May, fourth week_ 20-60
July_______________ August, first week_ bNets out.)

Batchawanna Bay, May, third week__ 15-SO _____do__ •_•__ ._. __ August,third week_ ctober, last week
Ontario.

TABLE 90.-Records of the occurrence of Coregonus clupeaformis in Lake Nipigon

[For each record Is given, if known, the date and locality,the kind of gear used to make It
j

the depth of the water where made,
and the total number of preserved specimens examined

Rec
ord
No.

Date Location
GUI-net I
mesh, in Depth, in
Inches fathoms

Preserved
specimens
examined

1 July 28,1922
2 July 26, 1922
3 Aug. 1, 1922
4 July 26,1922
5 (I)

I No data.

Off Macdlarmid ••• _
OlI Blackwater River • ••••• •• __ ._••_••• • _
Ombablka Bay- _- - - •• •__ c • • _
Off source of Nipigon Rlver_. ••••• ._. _

30
1-3

15-20
10-15

6
3
1

21
3
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TABLE 91.-Numerical expressions of certain systematic characters for 10 specimens of Coregonu8
clupeaformis from Lake Nipigon, selected according to size

3.5
3.6

3.4
3.3
3.5
3.4
3.3
3.5

2.6
2.6
2.6
2.7
2.4
2.8

2.1
2.0
2.1
2.1
2.1
2.2

9.8
10.1
9.1
8.5

10.7
8.8

8.5
8.8
9.6
8.0
8.5
7.9

5.4
5.5
5.6
5.6
5.7
6.1

86 4.3
79 4.3
77 4.4
78 4.4
89 4.4
79 4.8

Im.cI'
Im.cI'
1m.\?
Im.cI'
Im;cI'

\?

Im.'i?
cI'

10+17
11+17
11+17
11+16
11+18
11+16

10+17
10+17

11+17
12+17

206
203
213
216
212
373

325
410

321
328

Source of NipigonRiver _
__ • __do _
_____do _
_____do _
_____do _
_____do _

Mouth of Black-
water River ______ do _

Mac diarm id,Ontario _
Orand Bay _

_FN_ieo_I~+__L_O_C_al_it_y__I_Le_n_gt_h Rakers Sex Scales L/H L/O L/DBIL/AB L/DA:L/AT LID L/W D/W SD/H SDIO SA/H

2.81 6.4 3.9 7.9 2. 0
2.9 6.34.08.82.1
2.8 6.8 3.8 9.6 2.5
2.7 6.5 4.0 9.3 2.3
2.7 6.43.98.82.2
2. 6 7.3 3.3 8. 1 2. 1

87 4. 7 6.4 7.4 8.2 2. 7 7. 1 3. 5 8.6 2.4 2.2 3.0
874.55.7 8.4 8.8 2.8 6.93.58.22.2 2.2 2.8

1m. cI' 81 4.6 5.8 7.5 7.9 2.6 7.0 3.3 7.3 2.2 2. 3 2.8 3.5
cI' 84 4.3 5. 5 9.0 9. 0 2.8 7.7 3.8 7.4 1.9 2. 1 2.6 3.4

57251

57253
57255
57289
57328
57323
57345

57346
57598

57713

Field
No. Locality SAIO HIE HIM HIS H/J HIAd HIR OlE aiM OIS PVIP AVIV DR AR VR PR DO AO Br Wt.

--1,-----1-- -------------------------- - - -------
57251 Source of

Nipigon
River_____ 4.2 3.9 2.8 3.2 2.3

57253 do._____ 4.3 3.9 3.0 3.6 2.4
57255 __ •__do______ 4.4 3.9 3.0 3.7 2.4
57289 do______ 4.4 4.0 3.1 3.9 2.4
57328 do______ 4.3 3.9 3.0 3.6 2.4
57323 do______ 4.5 4.7 3.6 3.9 2.4
57345 Mouth of

Black
w ate r
River_____ 4.8 4.5 3.3 4.1 2.5

57346 do______ 4.5 4.2 3.2 3.9 2.4
57598 Mao d I-

armld,
Ontario___ 4.4 4.7 3. 2 3. 6 2. 3

57713 Grand Bay_ 4.4 4.8 3. 1 3. 3 2.4

2.6 10.4 3.1 2.2 2.6
2. 7 11.1 3.0 2. 3 2. 8
2.8 10.0 3.1 2.4 2.9
2.59.03.12.43.0
2.6 10.0 3.0 2.3 2.8
2.4 11.0 3.7 2.8 3.1

2.4 10.8 3.3 2.4 3.0
2.3 10.2 3.4 2.5 3.1

2. 5 11. 6 3. 7 2. 5 2.9
2.8 10.1 3.8 2.4 2.6

1.8
1.8
1.7
1.6
2.0
1.9

1.7
1.6

1.8
1.6

Lb. oz.
1.5 11 11 12 15 1.6 1.2 9 3.5
1. 6 10 11 11 16 1. 6 1. 1 9 3
1.7 10 11 12 15 1. 7 1. 1 9 4
1.4 11 13 12 16 1. 6 1. 1 8 4.5
1. 5 10 11 11 16 1. 5 1.2 10 3. 5
1. 6 11 12 11 15 1. 4 1. 0 9 1 11. 5

1.6 12 11 11 16 1.3 1. 0 9 15. 5
1.5 10 12 11 16 1.5 1. 1 8 1 2

1.5 11 12 11 16 1.3 1.0 91 3.5
1. 6 11 12 11 15 1.4 1. 1 9 2 2

TABLE 92.-Records of the occurrence of Coregonus clupeaformis in Lake Erie

[For each record Is given, if known, the date and locality, the kind of gear used to make It, and the total number of preserved
specimens examined]

Port from which nets weIe set Date Location Kind of net

I
Preserved
specimens
examined

2
3
5
2
4

-i2-mUes-.,-a;c::::::::::::::: -Ti~p::::::::::::::::::
Around Bass Islands do _
14 miles NE. by N 4~-lnch gilL. _
12 miles N. by E do _

1920
Nov. 27,1920
Nov. 29,1920
Oct. 23, 1920
Oct. 24, 1920

Monroe, Mlch _
Toledo, Ohio _
Sandusky, Ohio _
Ashtabula, Ohlo _
Erie, Pa _

Borrowed specimens:Erie, Pa.
l

_
Oleveland, Ohio 1 • _

I U. S. National Museum collection.
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TABLE 93.-Numerical expressions of certain systematic characters for 10 specimens of Coregonus
clupeaformis fr'&m Lake Erie, selected according to size

[There Is added also a specimen, No. 4405, of the so-called "hybrid" between the whitefish and the herring]

Field
No.

4061
4065
4066
4059
4590
4401
4402
4404

52804
52805
4405

Locality

Erie, Pa ._
• do • _
_____do •
Ashtabula, Ohlo _
Sandusky, Ohlo _
Toledo, Ohio •

_. do_ •• _
_____do • __ ._
Monroe, Mich _

• do ••_.
Toledo, Ohio _

Length Rakers Sex Scales L/H LIO L/DB L/AB L/DA LIAT LID L/W D/W SD/H SD/OISA/H

402 10+15 -;; ---:; -;.;~ -;;~~II---;;~~ --;;-;; ---;:;~
382 10+18 9 81 5.0 6.5 7.4 9.1 2.3 7.7 3.6 7.6 2.1 2.5 3.2 4.0
369 11+17 rJ' 78 4.8 6.5 8.0 8.2 2.7 7.2 3.5 8.5 2.4 2.3 3.0 3.8
375 11+18 9 75 4.9 6.2 8.5 8.4 2.5 6.8 3.2 7.0 2.1 2.3 3.0 3.7
396 11+17 9 85 4.8 6.3 7.9 8.2 2.7 6.3 3.8 8.2 2.1 2.3 3.0 3.6
378 10+16 9 81 5.0 6.4 8.0 8.4 2.6 7.8 3.4 6.7 1.9 2.5 3.1 4.0
340 11+17 rJ' 80 4.9 6.0 8.6 8.0 2.7 6.5 3.4 7.9 2.2 2.3 2.9 3.8
361 11+16 rJ' 77 5.0 6.2 7.8 8.8 2.7 7.0 3.6 8.0 2.1 2.4 3.0 3.9
360 11+16 rJ' 87 4.8 6.2 9.0 8.7 2.7 7.8 3.6 8.1 2.2 2.2 2.9 3.9
376 10+15 9 80 5.0 6.1 7.0 8.5 2.5 7.5 3.1 6.8 2.1 2.5 3.0 3.9
282 14+23 rJ' 81 4.4 6.5 8.8 9.4 2.9 8.1 3.3 7.2 2.1 2.2 3.2 3.6

14.5

Field
No.

4061
4065
4066
4059

4590

4401

4402
4404

52804

52805
4405

Locality

Erie, Pa_. _______ do. _
__ •• _do ._
Ashtabula,Ohio _
Sandusky,Ohio _
Toledo,

Ohio__ ._.
_____do ._
_____do_. _
Monroe,Mich •

___ ._do _
Toledo,Ohlo _

SA/OH/E HIM HIS H/J H/AdH/R OlE 0IM OIS PV/PAV/VDRAR VR!PR DO AO Br Wt.
j

4.7 :--::--:-:-:-:-::--:~ -=- -=- -]-:- -:: -1-.0-~ -fb-'-8.-Zi
5. 1 5.0 3.2 3. 7 2. 5 2. 7 10.4 3.8 2.5 2.8 2. 0 1.8 13 11 12 i 13 1.1 1. 1 9 2 2. 5
5. 1 4.9 3.3 3. 6 2.6 2.6 10. 1 3. 6 2.4 2.6 1.8 1.5 11 12 11 113 1. 5 1. 1 9 1 10

4. 7 4. 9 3. 6 4. 0 2. 5 2. 4 10. 5 3. 8 2. 8 3. 1 1. 9 1.7 11 12 11 I 15 1. 3 1. 1 9 2 8. 5

4.8 5.0 3.3 3. 7 2.5 2.3 10.4 3.8 2. 5 2. 8 1. 9 1. 6 11 12 12 113 1. 2 1.0 9 1 13.6

5.0 4.8 3. 3 3. 5 2. 6 2.4 10.4 3.8 2.6 2. 7 1. 9 1.6 11 11 12: 14 1. 3 1. 0 8 2 6
4.8 4.9 3. 5 4.0 2.5 2.3 10.0 3.9 2.7 3. 1 1.8 1. 6 10 12 11 i 15 1. 5 1. 1 8 1 9
4.9 4.3 3. 1 3.8 2. 6 2. 5 10. 5 3. 5 2.5 3. 1 1. 9 1. 6 11 11 12

1

1 14 1. 2 1. 0 9 1 11.5

5.0 4.8 3.2 3. 6 2.5 3. 1 10.4 3. 7 2. 5 2.7 1. 7 1. 6 11 11 11 14 1. 5 1.2 8 1 9
4. 8 4.6 3.5 3.5 2. 6 2.3 10.4 3.8 2.8 2.9 1. 9 1. 6 12 13 11 14 1. 2 1.0 8 2 4. 5

1

5.4 4.5 3. 1 4.5 2. 5 2.4 6.3 3. 1 2. 1 3. 1 1. 9 1. 6 10 10 11 [14 1. 6 1.2 9

TABLE 94.-Records of the occurrence of Coregonus clupeaformis in Lake Ontario

[For each record Is given, It known, the date and locality, the kind of gear used to make it, the depth of the water, and the total
number of preserved specimens examined]

Port from which nets were set Date Locality Kind of net
Depth,

In
fathoms

Preserved
specimens
examined

:j~ri'::'~'O~~;~~~:-:.::::::::=== _~~~dO~~ ~~~:_ ==================::==:==:===:==:===::== ::======:===:======= :======:=:June 28,1921 OlI BurllngtoD_._•• • •••••••_. 4%:-inch gill •• _•• __ 12
Port Hope, Ontario Nov. 21,1917 • ._. ._. •• • _
Brighton,Ontario •••• __ June 18,1921 1 mile northwest of Proctor Island 47lj-inch gilI. .__ 5
Dnck Islands, Ontario June 7,1921 Off the islands 3-inch gIlL •• _
Cape VincenttJil'. Y • do Off Grenadier Island Trap ••• _
Sandy Pond, N. Y • Aug. 27,1923 Southwest of Stony PoInt Llght 4%-inch gIlL. __.__ 24
Selkirk, N. Y July 11,1921 5 miles NNW. of! Nine-Mile Point 3-inch giIL________ 2&-35
Borrowed specimeDs:Toronto, Ontario 1 •• • • • • _

U. S. National Museum collection.

2
2
2
4
3

15
1
8
1
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TABLE 95.-Numerical expresswns of certain systematic characters for 10 specimens of Coregonus
clupeaformis from Lake Ontario, selected according to size and locality

Field Locality Length Rakers Sex Scales LIH LIO LIDB LIAB LIDA LIAT LID LIW DIW SDIH SDIO SAIHNo.

------------------------------
1157 Port Hope, On-

tario•._•••••__ ._ 444 11+16 cl' 83 4.7 6.2 8.7 8.6 2.7 5.8 3.7 7.4 1.9 2.3 3.0 3.7
1158 •••••do.•.•••••.... 423 11+16 a' 90 4.8 6.4 8.5 8.9 2.8 7.4 4.0 8.4 2.1 2.2 3.0 3.7

62435 Sandy Pond, N.Y _ 415 11+17 cl' 78 4.8 6.6 9.1 9.0 2.7 6.9 3.7 8.6 2.3 2.2 3.1 3.7
53258 Bronte, Ontario._ 407 11+17 a' 85 4.7 6.4 9.4 8.6 . 2.9 6.6 4.0 8.8 2.1 2.1 2.8 3.6
54049 Port Ontario, N.

Y •. _-_•.•------ 293 10+17 1m. a' 86 4.6 5.7 8.1 8.6 2.7 6.5 3.8 8.3 2.1 2.2 2.7 3.6
53154 Duck Island, On·

tario._•• _•._. __ • 302 10+16 1m. 9 83 4.9 6.5 9.0 8.6 2.7 7.0 4.1 8.8 2.1 2.2 2.9 3.7
53156 •__ • _do. ___ •••• __.. 308 11+18 Im.9 82 4.6 6.2 8.3 8.6 2.8 6.5 4.0 7.8 1.9 2.1 2.9 3.5
53150 __ ._.do_•••__ ._•••• 279 11+16 1m. 9 86 4.8 6.6 9.6 10.0 2.9 6.6 3.9 8.4 2.1 2.2 3.0 3.8
53155 •• _••do___ •••_._ ._. 253 11+18 1m. a' 79 4.5 6.0 8.0 8.4 2.6 7.0 3.8 9.3 2.4 2.1 2.8 3.4
1220 Winona, Ontario. 274 10+19 1m. a' 88 4.9 6.6 9.1 9.1 2.5 6.6 3.6 7.4 2.0 2.3 3.1 3.7

I
Field Locality SAIO HIE HIM HIS HIJ HIAd HIR OlE °IM °IS PVIP AVIV DR AR VR PR DC AC Br Wt.No.

---------------------- - _. - - ---- - --
1157 Port Hope, Lb. oz.

Ontario.•• 4.8 5.1 3.3 3.4 2.6 2.1 10.0 3.9 2.5 2.6 1.9 1.8 11 12 11 16 1.3 0.94 9 2 14.5

1158 _••••do___ ••_ 4.9 4.9 3.4 3.6 2.4 2.5 10.7 3.7 2.5 2.7 1.8 1.6 11 11 11 15 1.5 1.1 8 2 5.0
62435 San d y

Pond, N.Y _____ . ___ 5.2 5.0 3.7 4.0 2.8 2.6 10.7 3.6 2.7 2.8 2.0 1.7 10. .12 11 10 1.4 1.0 9 2 5.0
53258 Bronte, On· 4.9 5.0 3.4 3.9 2.6 2.6 9.3 3.6 2.5 2.9 1.7 1.7 10 13 11 16 1.5 1.0 8 1 11.5

tario___ . __
54049 Port Onta-

rio, N. Y_ 4.4 4.4 3.2 3.6 2.6 2.6 9.1 3.6 2.6 2.9 1.9 1.6 11 12 11 15 1.6 1.1 9 12.5
53154 Duck Is-

land, On·
tario.•._.. 4.9 4.2 3.3 3.6 2.5 2.7 10.1 3.2 2.5 2.7 1.9 1.6 11 12 11 14 1.5 1.1 9 11.5

53156 •••• _do. __ ••• 4.8 4.4 3.3 3.6 2.7 2.7 9.4 3.2 2.5 2.6 1.7 1.4 11 12 11 16 1.5 1.1 9 14
53150 •••• _do.• ___ • 5.3 4.6 3.4 4.0 2.6 2.6 9.6 3.3 2.4 2.8 2.1 1.8 11 11 12 15 1.5 1.2 9 9
53155 _. __ .do._•.._ 4.5 4.3 3.3 4.2 2.6 2.8 11.2 3.2 2.4 3.1 1.5 1.4 11 12 11 15 1.5 1.0 9 7.5
1220 Winona,

Ontario_._ 5.0 4.5 3.3 3.7 2.6 3.0 9.1 3.4 2.4 2.7 1.8 1.8 11 12 11 15 1.5 1.0 8 10

TABLE 96.-Records of the occurrence of Prosopium quadrilaterale in Lake Michigan

rFor each record Is given, If known, the date and locality, the kind of gear used to make It, the depth of the water, and the total
number of preserved specimens examined]

Port~ from which netsVl'llreset Date Location Kind of net
Depth, In Preserved
fathoms ~X:~lf:e~

1
2
1
2
1
2

22
5
1

14
4
3
3
3

3

Washington Harbor, Wls_•••• Aug. 18,1920 7 miles NNW••••••••••••••••••••••••• 2%-lnch glll ••••_.. 11
Milwaukee, Wis. • • Nov. 15,1920 5 miles Eo by S. ~ B__ ••••• _••• __•• 2~-lnchgilL._. __ • 12
Michigan City, Ind•• _••••••• Nov. 19,1920 17 miles NNW__ •• _._ •••••.•_••• __ ••• _ •••••do ._••• 28-32

__ •••do._•• 17~ miles NW. by N. ~ N ._ ••••_••••••••_do••_••. ••_. 32
Mar. 4,1921 16 miles NW. by N.}i N_ .• • ._••do •• _. __ . __ • 28

Manistee, Mlch._._•••••_•• _. Aug. 27,1920 3 miles south_•••••_•• __ •••••_••••• _••• Pound•••••• _•• 4
Platte Bay, Mich. (field sta· July 21,1923 l}i miles south of Otter Creek_•••• __ ._ l}i gill-inch....... 8-12

tlon). July 22,1923 _••••do._••• __ •••_. __ •• _••_. __ ••• __ •••••• do............. 12-18
•• __ .do•••••••. _•• __do_••••• _•• _. __•••••• ._•••• ._ • .do_•••_ 15-25
July 23,1923 ••. __do._••. __ • ._•••_••• •• __ ._._. .do.••__ . __ .•_.. 15-25
July 30,1923 Oil the lighthouse•• _._ ••••••.••• __ .. _•• do._••• _•• _•••_ 8-10
June 25,1920 4 miles north on east shore of West Bay. Pound __ •• _._ .•. _. 4
June 28,1920 Sandy Day..__ •• __ • __ ••• •••••••• • do ••_._..... 8
July 23,1917 Near Epoufette.•••__ ._•••••••••••••••••••••_••••••••••. _•••_•••••••

South Manitou Island, Mich.
Traverse City, Mlch ••••••
St. James, Mlch.•••••••••_••_
Cheboygan, Mich••••••_••••••
Borrowed speelmens:

Algoma, Wls.I_••••_•••••• _••••••••••••••••••••••_••••__ •. •••••_••• •••••••••_••••••• _••••••••• _•••••••••

I Wisconsin Geological Survey collection.
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TABLE 97.-Numerical expressions of certain systematic characters for 10 specimens of Prosopium
quadrilaterale from Lake Michigan, selected according to size and locality

Field Locality Length Rakers Sex Scales LfH L/O L/DB L/AB L/DA L/AT LID L/W DIW SDIH SDIO SAIHNo.

--------------------------------
2793 Traverse City,Mich__________ 249 6+9 1m. 9 84 5.4 7.1 9.3 13.2 2.4 6.5 4.6 8.8 1.8 2.3 3.0 4.0
2797 Beaver Island,Mich__________ 324 H11 ci' 89 5.1 6.5 9.8 13.6 2.7 7.4 4.7 7.5 1.5 2.2 2.8 4.0
2800

____Ao____________
341 8+11 ci' 92 5.4 7.1 8.7 11.9 2.3 6.9 4.3 7.2 1.6 2.2 2.9 4.0

3101 Washington Har·bor, Wis_______ 232 6+11 1m. 9 94 5.2 7.0 8.6 12.8 2.5 7.0 5.5 8.5 1.5 2.2 3.0 3.9
4280 Milwaukee, Wis_ 254 7+10 1m. 9 87 5.5 7.1 10.3 14.1 2.4 5.9 5.0 7.9 1.5 2.3 3.0 4.1
4284 •__ ._do___________ 256 7+11 1m. 9 92 5.3 6.9 10.4 15.2 2.6 5.9 5.4 8.0 1.4 2.3 3.0 4.0
4392 Michigan City,Ind____________

295 7+10 ci' 88 5.4 7.2 1).4 12.2 2.4 6.5 5.0 9.5 1.8 2.3 3.0 4.1
4396 _____do___________ 293 6+10 1m. 1;1 95 5.4 6.9 9.7 13.4 2.3 6.1 4.8 8.1 1.6 2.4 3.0 4.1
3373 Manistee, Mlch__ 299 H9 Evls. 90 5.2 6.8 9.5 13.0 2.5 6.6 5.3 8.3 1.5 2.2 2.9 4.0
4639 Michigan City,Ind____________ 270 7+10 1m. 1;1 89 5.2 7.1 10.0 13.5 2.4 6.5 5.4 7.9 1.4 2.2 3.0 4.1

Field Locality SA/O HIE HfM HIS H/J H/Ad H/R OlE °IM °/S PVIP AVjV DR AR VR PR DC AC BrNo.

---------------------- - - - - -----
2793 Traverse City,Mich_.___________ 5.3 4.3 4.2 4.1 2.8 3.0 20.9 3.3 3.2 3.1 2.0 2.2 11 10 10 14 1.2 1.4 8
2797 Beaver Island,Mich_____________ 5.0 4.3 4.1 3.7 2.8 3.1 28.4 3.4 3.3 2.9 2.1 2.2 11 9 11 16 1.3 1.3 7
2800

_____do______________
5.3 4.5 3.8 4.1 2.9 2.8 21. 0 3.4 2.9 3.1 2.1 2.2 12 11 11 16 1.2 1.2 8

3101 Washington Har-bor, Wls_________ 5.3 4.1 4.6 4.4 2.9 2.9 22.0 3.1 3.4 3.3 2.0 2.3 12 11 11 15 1.1 1.4
4280 Milwaukee, Wis__ • 5.4 4.5 4.1 4.1 3.0 2.8 23.0 3.4 3.2 3.2 2.1 2.3 11 9 10 16 1.4 1.5 7
4284

_____do_____________ •
5.2 4.4 4.7 3.9 2.8 2.8 24.0 3.4 3.6 3.0 2.0 2.1 12 9 11 14 1.4 1.6 8

4392 Michigan City, Ind_ 5.4 4.5 4.2 4.0 3.3 2.8 24.5 3.4 3.1 3.0 2.2 2.1 12 11 11 14 1.3 1.3 7
4396

_____do______________
5.2 4.7 4.5 3.7 3.1 2.8 24.3 3.7 3.5 2.9 2.2 2.3 13 10 11 15 1.3 1.4 7

3373 Manistee, Mlch____ 5.3 4.4 4.6 3.7 3.1 2.9 26.1 3.3 3.4 2.8 2.0 2.3 12 10 11 16 1.3 1.3 7
4639 Michigan City, Ind_ 5.5 4.5 4.3 4.0 2.9 2.8 23.1 3.3 3.2 3.0 2.2 2.2 11 10 11 15 1.4 1.4 8

TABLE 98.-Records of the occurrence of Prosopium quadrilaterale in Lake Huron

[For each record Is given, If known, the date and locality, the kind of gear used to make It, the depth of the water, and the total
number of specimens examined]

Depth, Preserved
Port from which nets were set Date Location Method of capture In specimens

fathoms emmlned

Lake Huron proper:
July 17,1917 OII the clty___ • _______________________St. Ignace, Mich ___ • _____ Pound net___ • ____ 4 4

Chebo~·gan, Mich ________ July 21,1917 8 miles south__________________________ 4)1·inch gill net. __ 1
Alpena, Mich ___ -------- Sept. 10,1917 13)1 miles SE. by S. or can buoy_______ _____do ______ • _____

15 2
Sept. 14,1917 24 miles SE. by E. Yo E. or can buoy___ ____ .do. ___________

24 2
Sept. 17,1917 13)1 miles SE. by S. of can buoy___ . __ 2%;·lnch gill net. __ 15 5
Sept. 20, 1917 On north grounds. ____________________ tv.-inch gill net___ 10-12 1
Sept. 22, 1017 15 miles SE. by S. )1 s. oC can buoy___ ___ __do _________••_ 17 1
Sept. 26, 1917 13 miles SE. by S. or can buoy________ 2%;-inch gill net. __ 17 1
Nev. 2,l1l17 7 miles ENE. of can buoy___________ • _ ___ . _do ____ • _______ 15 41
Nov. 15,1910 -- - .--- --.- --.- -- - ----- -- - ---- .--- ------

_____do ..___________ 15 40
Duck Islands, Ontarlo.___ Oct. 18, 1919 OII Greater Duck Island ______________ Hand line. _____ ••_ 2 34

North Channel:
Blind River, Ontario.____ Oct. 6,1917 Off Grant Island______________________ 4)1·lnch gill net___ 3-5 6
Gore Bay, Ontarlo_______ Nov. 7,1917 Off Barrie Island__________________ • ___ Pound net________ 5 2
Kagawong, Ontario_______ Nov. 10,1917 Off Clapperton Island_________________ __ __ _do ________ • ___

6 3
Oct. 16,1919

_____do ____________ . ___________________ __ __ .do___ • ________
6 2

Georgian Bay:
Wiarton,Ontarlo__ . ______ Nov. 5,1917 7 miles above the city, in Colpoys Bay_ ___ ••do ___ . ________ 4 6
KiIlarney,Ontarlo________ Oct. 10,1919 Off the clty___________________________ _____do ____________

10 1
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TABLE 99.-Numerical expressions of certain systematic characters for 10 specimens of Prosopium
quadrilaterale from Lake Huron, selected according to size and locality

Field Locality Length Sex Rakers ISCales L/Il LIO LIDB LIAB LIDA L/AT L/D1L/W DjW SDIIl SDjO'SA/HNo.

---- ----
19 St. Ignace, Mich•• 276 ~ 6+10 84 5.3 6.7 9.5 11.0 2.5 6.8 4.8 8.6 1.7 2.3 3.0 4.1
69 Cheboygan, Mich. 300 a' 8+10 87 5.0 6.7 9.0 13.1 2.5 7.3 4.7 7.5 1.5 2.·1 2.9 3.9

222 Alpena, MICh•••• 245 1m. a' 5+11 86 5.0 6.5 9.6 12.1 2.5 7.2 5.5 8.4 1.5 2.1 2.8 3.9
330 •••••do.•_._ ••••••• 241 1m. ~ 8+11 93 5.2 6.7 9.4 13.0 2.5 6.8 4.9 8.6 1.7 2.2 2.9 4.0
431 •___ .do•••••••••••• 288 a' 6+11 90 4.8 6.6 8.8 12.5 2.5 7.2 5.0 7.4 1.4 2.1 2.8 3.9

1070 Wlarton, Ontario. 295 9 6+11 88 5.2 6.8 8.9 10.8 2.5 7.7 4.7 7.6 1.6 2.3 3.0 4.0
1104 Kagawong, On· 316 9 7+11 89 5.1 7.1 9.0 13.3 2.4 7.0 4.4 7.0 1.5 2.2 3.1 4.0

tarlo.
1096 Gore Bay, On· 363 9 6+10 88 5.2 7.2 9.1 11.0 2.4 6.0 4.1 6.8 1.6 2.2 3.1 4.1

tarlo.
2497 Duck Islands, On· 276 a' 5+11 89 5.0 6.5 8.7 13.1 2.5 7.4 4.8 8.4 1.7 2.2 2.8 3.9

tario.
2519 __ .••do. _•• __ • ___ ._ 255 a' 5+10 90 5.0 6.6 9.1 12.7 2.5 7.9 5.2 8.6 1.6 2.2 2.9 3.9

Field Locality SAIO H/EIHjM HIS HjJ HjAd H/R OlE OIM OIS PV/P Av/VI~RARlvR PR DC AC BrNo.
----

19 St. Ignace, Mich••• 5.3 4.3 4.4 3.5 2.9 2.9 26.0 3.4 3.4 2.8 1.11 2.4 11 10 11 16 1.3 1.2 7
69 Cheboygan, Mich•• 5.3 4.6 4.2 3.7 2.8 3.3 ----- 3.4 3.1 2.7 1.9 2.3 12 10 11 16 1.2 1.3 7

222 Alpena, Mich•••••• 5.1 4.0 4.0 3.8 3.0 3.5 24.5 3.1 3.1 2.9 2.0 2.2 11 10 11 15 1.3 1.3 7
330 _••• _do .•• __•••••••• 5.2 4.1 4.6 3.5 3.0 3.2 22.7 3.2 3.6 2.7 2.0 1.9 12 10 11 15 1.2 1.4 7
431 _••••do. __ ._._._•••• 5.2 4.4 4.0 3.9 3.1 3.2 26.8 3.2 3.0 2.9 1.9 2.4 11 10 11 16 1.2 1.3 8

1070 Wlarton, Ontario•• 5.3 4.5 4.1 3.6 3.0 3.1 25.6 3.4 3.1 2.7 2.0 2.0 12 11 11 18 1.2 1.2 7
1104 Kagawong, On· 5.5 4.5 4.3 3.9 3.0 2.1 27.9 3.2 3.1 2.8 2.1 2.2 11 10 12 16 1.2 1.6 8

tario.
1096 Gore Bay, Ontnrlo. 5.6 4.9 4.0 3.7 2.8 2.7 23.0 3.5 2.9 2.7 2.0 2.3 11 10 10 16 1.2 1.2 8
2497 Duck Islands, On· 5.1 4.2 3.9 3.8 2.7 3.6 25.0 3.2 3.0 2.9 2.0 2.2 11 10 10 15 1.2 1.3 7

tario.
2519 •••••do._ ._•••••••_. 5.1 4.2 4.1 4.1 2.9 3.4 25.5 3.1 3.1 3.1 1.8 2.2 11 11 11 16 1.3 1.3 7

TABLE IOO.-Records of the occurrence of Pr080pium quadrilaterale in Lake Superior

[For each record Is given, If known, the date and locality, the kind of gearused to make It, the depth of water, and the number of
preserved specimens examined] .

Port from which nets were set Date Location
Depth,

Method of capture In
fathoms

Preserved
specimens
examined

Port Arthur\ Ontario......... July 20,1922 Black Bay••_••••••••••• _••••••••••••_ Pound neL_ •••_.. 8
Porphyry Is and, Ontario .•••• Sept. 19,1923 Off shore_•• __ • __ •••• •• •••••••••• Hand lIne__ •••_... 1
Rossport, Ontarlo_•••••••.•••• Oct. 1,1921 Off the town •••••_•••••••••••••••••••• 2~·lnch gill net... 6

Oct. 4,1921 Les Petits Ecrits•••••••••_•••••••••••• Hand line......... 1
Aug. 10,1922 Moffat Strait__ ._••••••••••••_••••••••• Pound neL....... 4

_._ ••do•.•••••• Armour Polnt_••_._ •••••••_._ •••••••_. __ •••do._........... 4
••••_do • Morn Polnt. •••••••••••••••••••••••••••.do••••__ ••••••• 4
Sept. 25,1923 Armour Harbor••••••••••••••••••••••• 4~·lnch gill neL.. 2

•••••do._._••_. Moffat Stralt••__• __ • __ • __ ••••••••••_•• 2~·inch gill neL.. 13-14
Batchawannat Ontarlo_•••••• June 17,1922 Batchawanna Bay_ •••••••••••••••• Pound net ••••_... 8
Stannard ROCK ReeL••_•••••• Aug. -,1923 On the reeL•••• __ ••••• ••••••••••••••• _••_._. ••••••• _•••_•••_.
Apostle Islands, Wis.......... July 12,1922 South Twin Island._.................. 2~·lnch gill neL.. 4
Grand Marais, Mlnn_•••••••• July 17,1922 Devils Track River • __ ••••_•••••••••_. Selne••••••_••••••_ 1

July 18,1922 In the harbor••••••••••••••• _••••••••••••••_do_............ 1
Borrowed specimens:

Lizard Islands, Ontario I •........••..•.•••.....••.._•....•..•........_..•..••.••. __ .._.. _.•..

1Field Museum collection.

5
1

14
3
1
1
1
1
7
1
1

31
11
6

5
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TABLE 10l.-Numerical expression of certain systematic characters for 10 specimens of Prosopium
quadrilaterale from Lake Superior, selected according to size

Field Locality Length RakerslSex ISCales LIH LIO L/DB L/AB L/DA L/AT LID LIW D/W SDIH SD/O SAIHNo.
-- - ---------------------- --

53839 Rossport,Ontario__ •• 301 7+10 <;1 84 5.1 6.7 8.3 14.1 2.4 7.0 4.1 7.7 1.8 2.2 2.8 4.2
53841 ____-do_~ ____••• ____ ._. 377 7+10 <;1 87 5.2 6.7 9.3 11.6 2.5 8.1 4.6 7.8 1.6 2.3 3.0 4.1
53842 _••• _do_••_._._•• ____ '" 292 7+12 <J' 90 5.1 6.4 8.6 12.5 2.5 7.1 4.3 7.3 1.6 2.2 2.8 4.0
53848 __ ._ .do __ •••••_. __ ••• __ 323 7+10 <J' 91 5.0 6.3 7.9 11. 0 2.5 6.8 4.8 8.0 1.6 2.2 2.7 3.8
53850 ' ____do __ ._ ••• __ .' ___ ._ 286 7+10 <;1 74 5.0 6.5 8.1 11.6 2.5 7.7 4.4 7.5 1.6 2.2 2.9 3.8
58020 Apostle Islands, Wis. 256 8+10 <;1 86 5.0 6.0 9.0 12.8 2.6 7.3 5.6 8.5 1.5 2.2 2.7 3.9
58021 " ••_do___ "•••••_. __•• _ 277 7+10 <;1 90 5.0 6.5 8.7 11.5 2.6 8.1 5.2 7.1 1.5 2.1 2.8 3.9
58023 _. __ -do ____ •••• __ . __ ••• 236 8+11 <;1 97 4.9 7.1 8.1 11.1 2.5 7.1 4.8 7.1 1.4 2.1 2.8 3.8
58027 _.___do .•••••• __ ._._._. 277 7+10 <J' 93 5.0 6.2 7.7 11.6 2.4 6.7 5.0 8.1 1.6 .2.1 2.7 3.9
58042 _••••do••••••••••••_••• 245 7+9 <J' 86 4.9 6.5 9.6 11.5 2.6 6.9 5.4 8.4 1.5 2.1 2.9 3.8

Field Locality SAIO HIE HIM HIS H/J H/Ad
i
H/R OlE °IM OIS PV/P AVIV DR AR VR PR DC AC BrNo. I

~I~
-- -------- - - - - ---- -

53839 Rossport, Ontario. 5.5 4.7 4.2 3.6 2.8 3.6 3.2 2.7 1.9 2.3 12 9 11 16 1.2 1.5 7
5.~841 •• __ .do•••_•••••• __ • 5.4 5.1 4.2 3.8 3.1 3.1 25.8 3.9 3.2 2.9 1.8 2.2 12 11 11 16 1.3 1.3 7
53812 _••••do••••_••_. _••• 5.0 4.6 4.0 3.7 2.9 3.5 2,1.9 3.7 3.2 2.9 2.0 2.3 11 10 11 17 1.2 1.3 7
53848 •••••do___ ._•••••••• 4.8 4.6 4.0 3.7 3.0 2.9 22.8 3.6 3.2 2.9 1.6 2.0 13 10 11 17 1.2 1.3 8
53850 •• ___do_._•. _. ___ ••• 5.0 4.3 3.9 3.7 2.9 4.3 25.9 3.3 2.8 2.8 2.0 2.2 12 10 11 14 1.1 1.2 7
58020 Apostle Islands,
~ Wis.__ ••••••_••• 4.8 ·1.2 4.2 3.6 2.8 3.2 23.1 3.5 3.5 3.0 1.8 2.2 12 10 11 16 1.2 1.4 7
58021 "" _do••••__••••••_ 5.1 4.2 4.0 3.9 2.9 3.4 19.6 3.2 3.1 3.0 1.8 2.2 12 11 11 16 1.3 1.3 7
58023 •••• _do_•••_••••• _._ 4.9 4.2 4.0 3.7 2.7 2.9 21. 8 3.3 3.1 2.8 1.8 2.0 12 10 11 16 1.1 1.2 7
58027 •• __ .do._•••• __••••• 4.8 4.2 4.2 3.8 2.8 3.0 27.2 3.4 3.4 3.1 1.9 1.9 12 10 11 15 1.2 1.4 7
580-12 ._ •••do__•__ •••• _••• 5.0 4.1 4.8 4.0 2.9 3.0 22.7 3.1 3.6 3.0 1.7 2.0 12 11 11 16 1.4 1.3 7
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