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in a smooth curve and then turns through 90" to form a vertical flange which

continues ventrally internal to the squamosal. The bones are distorted in

this region. The basioccipital is evidently not ossified.
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element from midway along the proxzimai liead to the lateral edge of the

distal head.
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of the anterior surface is gently rounded, while the posterior surface is

yery concave.
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1thoese differences are:

(a) the height of the postparietals above the condyles has been raised in

.

the reconstruction as the postparietals definitely display a dorso—ventral
(]Q.}‘,(-f.;;l‘u!l which }))(‘1.1}“:‘! did not exist in life;
([,) the breadth across the f{\l.’l(]].’l[(‘ﬂ; 18 pgreater, as the bones lateral to

the squazaosal are missing and have been inserted in the reconstruction from

]lustrated by Watson (1959)
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(h) the breadth of the snout ont fifth of ti skull 1« ; Y the t

the snout ig narrower in the reconstruction than would appear to be the
case from the photograph, as the left lower jaw is firmiy attached det 111

on the lateral part ol the skullj
(i) the distance from thy level of the postel ‘or limit of the orbit to the
parietal foramen is less in the reconstruction because as mentioned abi
the gaps between the bones :n the skull are not present in the reconstructi
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