THE CHINESE RHINOCEROS A“‘ED
CHINESE CAL VINGS IN RHINOCEROS HOKN

by
- SOAME JENYNS
FWRHE old controversies of sinologuss make instructive, but rather terrifying,
1

! reading today. They wete conducted with a savagery which is beyond us. The
cut and d:mst of the p,uu..-tmuto was ruthless 5 and no quarter was askea for or
given, Like Hecusman, they wor'd not have hesimicd to write in an obliteraring
footnote that a German colleague \vith whom they disagreed was “a native o
Strasbourg, still ramous for its geese !
Although rhe dust of these L’I tles may have died down long ago, the controversies
themszelves p'LS"d away and the embers of their quasrels be extinct, one treads gingerly
v the lava l=ft by the cruptions of these Titans, pausing to listen nervously, lest the
ccho of some subterrancan remble might proclaim that these volcanoes are not dead
and cold, but valy slecping, and migh- come w0 life again ar the vigitor’s cautious tread.
Suzh a controversy was once conducted hetween Herbert and Lionel Giles, and
Rerthold Lavfer over the metning of two Chlunese characters which have been "-ppizcd
to the rhinoceros.  This dwcrgrercs of 01' inion arose over the question, which animal

=0 Us

or animals were :-‘?fc.rtcd w in the ancient Chinese texts by the two Chinese characrers
d 7 hese characiers have from Dqu- Han mvﬂe., b.ozn applicd to the

opsi to guestion, cut in the Han zod earlier rexts their menning

is vncerrain ; and vhe only point of agreement between the Damcipw-‘:s i this -oa-

was that they both referred w Jorge beosts bearing horns.

1 heve not been able o obrain a co py of that nuusber of the AAaversaiia Sinica con-

: ¢ article by Herbert Giles which inviated the controversy.  The Muscui’s
rich this arricie appeared seems o nave been oae of the viciims of the bombing,

s clear t“om the subse equent discussion that he took up the view sugg
him L, his son Licnel, and

\ anti ip:ucd by Paliadius, that the rwo charactery 527 and b7
@ ouid be more cowcendy applied to a bovine aaimal than to the rhinoc:ros in the eariiest
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texes, Fle had aliered the meaning of s in the secend edition of his dic-icnary o

taat effect.  This was followed by Laufer’s atrack on l"‘l” s theories in the [“omrg Puot
of 1913, in which hasays @ “ The contenion of Professor Giies *hat the words 5 and 5/
(L:mfc- uses this romanization for che forms s and ,,m) originall refer to a bovine
animal is not at all jostified 2ad none of the argunents ad ivanced by him in favour of this

e -.

Arabic and Cliners Tradi in Walrys and Narska! Irory”  Tioims Pas, Vol. X1
= 2. Leiden, 1913,
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TRANSACTIONS OF THE ORIENTAL CERAMIC SOCIETY

poin of view can be defended. AU wvailable evidence, nhilological, historical, archaee-

ogch, zoclogical and palacontological, leads me (o the resuli thar the words s2 (s54)

and si (bsf) may well apply to the rhinoceros, and to that animal exclusivcly, and that
from the e’rhwt times two distinct species are undersrood, the word se refersing to the
single-horned rhiroceros (Rbiioceros Tmrornz: end the word & referring o the two-
forned rhinaceros (R yinoceros Sumatrenzis).” This was reinforced by = second attack
in Laufer’s ““ Cldnece Clay Figuwres” published in 19142 There hac already been some
dispute o~er these two characrers by sinologues.  For Diot had rendered the characrer
se or s as rhinoceros and the character 57 o A5 as buftalo, 16 o which Palladius in his Chinese-

Russizn dictin onary b nad given exactly opposite meanings ; while Couvreur had credited
the character 57 {hd) both with the meaning of rhinoceros and wild ox. Laufer could
claita, however, the support of both Chavannes and Deveria for his interpretation, and
ceuld cite Bretschacider, both as a naruralist and 2 sinnlogue, as uphuhuug his opinion
that both the rhiroceros, and goblets made from rhinoceros hora, arc repuaicdly men-
tioned in the Chinese classics and that the iatter Las been reputed by the Chiese trom
tim: immcmorial for their anti- pmso tous virtues,  In one huadred and bl\l\’ tiree
pages devoted to the rhinoceros in China in his book ““ Chinese Clay Fioures, * Laufer
demo‘ﬁ:bes Giles’s arguments to his own satisfaction. I nave not seen the review of
ihis book by Lignel f Hes, mublisheld in the Londor China Telogravh of T .1»;mu'y 154, 1915,

i o0 e

Giles tells me he has no ;ovwer a copy in his possession but that it was quite a short one
unlike his subsequent outburst ; and I think we can also pass over Lauieér’s reply in
this review of I\Iaz ch sth of the same year.

Lionel Giles’s first review <was Followed by a second and much Iongcr review i
Adversaria Sinica, entitlea * Mr Lanfer ard the Riinoceros,” in which, with mdper filial
piety, he maintained his father’s position, with some acerbity. ““ Mr Laufer,” hé savs
on this occasion, « has not the gift of lucid and orderly exposition, and some of his
statements are self-contradictory, so that, in order to weigh the evidence prescutcd to
us, it will be necessary o run through this chapter on the Rhinoceros and discuss each
poin: as it ariscs.  Mistranslations wx.l be noted,” and noted they are even when they *
have nothing to do with the Rhinoceros ! “ Mr Laufer,” we arc told, “appears to
think that he kas only to assert a thing loudly and long enougl: to make it true. I'can
only appeal to the judgment of any unprejudiced observer,” and “ Mr Laufer makes a
terrible hasi: of his translation of the Pw &« ## /¢ . . .. while hiz translation of the Pén
Ts‘ao and other works simply swarms with mistranslations, which in one or two cases
seriously affect the argument,” ending with “ Mr Laufer’s imposing fabric, so laboriously
constructed in these pages, has its foundations in the sand and is not streng enough to
shicld it against the winds of criticism.” Giles senios, in a frontispicte, endorses his

* Berthold Lauler. Céinese Ciay Fignres.  History of the Rhinoceros, Dart I, pp. 1-173, Field Museur:
of Nawral History, Chicago, 1914. .

" Herbert Giles and Lionel Giles. Adversaria Sinica, Series ii, No. 1, pp. 11-Go. ““ AMr. Lasfer and
ibe Riiinoceros,”” Shanghai, 1913,
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THE CHINESE RHINOCEROS & CHINESE RHINOCEROS HORN CARVING

son’s remarks (with slight reservations), and in a tailpicce makes this annihilating obscrva-
tion : “ For my part, as I have already stated, Mr Laufer is a valuable asset as an
archacoiogist, but I have elsewhere shown that he is nor qualified to translate Chinese,”
and ending with the remark, “If Mr Laufer claims to find the horn for such a goblet
‘(the reierence is to the horn gobicts mentioned in the 4 Ching) on the head of a
rhinoceres, I am obliged to part company with him in the quest for trath.”

Laufer does not scem to have replied to this onslaught, but echoes of the controversy
appéat twenty-four years later in an article, ““ The Rescve of the Chinese Rhinoceros.” by
L. C. Hopkins in the Journal of the Royal Asiatic Socicty.r In this article, Hopkins
reiteratcs Laufer’s opinion that the character s, when it appears on the Shang-Yin
oracle bones, refers to the rhinoceros, and takes issue with three Chinese, Mr Shang
Chéng-tso ; Mr Tang Lan and Mr Tung Tso-pin on tais question.  Mr T‘ang, belong-
ing to the Giles faction, believed the character 557 referred to a wild ox ; while Mr. Tung
took it to refer to the unicorn—this, as Hopkins quite rightly says, leads us nowhere.
There was no scfcrence to the 45/ character in this article.

But six years carlier there had appeared in the China Jormrnal an article entitled
“ Rhbinoceros and VWiid O in China ¢ by Cazl Whiting Bishop, which to me holds the key
to the whole probiem, althovgh it seems to have been ignored by Hopkins, who may
not have known of its existence. If the deductions of this article are correct, then
both Giles and Laufer and, incidenually, Hopkins were mistaken.

Bishop investigates not only the construction of the two characters, but the texts
iir which they appear. He points out that the s pictograph, which occurs on the
oracle bones of the Shang-Yin dynasty, suggests an attempt to indiczte 2 creature with
two lateral horns — in other words, a bovoid ; while the 25/ character is formed of
two clemants, “ ox ” and “ tail.” (Plate 15B). So far, cverything is in favour of Giles’s
line of argument. Bishop goes on to build up from Chinese sources a maost convincing
picture of the two animals and their habitat.  Fle comes to the conclusion that they
were of totally dificrent species, since when they were enumerated in old texts, along
with other animals, ore of the laiter is, as a rulc, placed between them.  If they wers
closcly rclated, it sccms curious that the two terms should have been separated in this way.

Turning to the ss# characier, he quaotes from Chinese texts to show that the
P nimal vas well distributed over the middle parts of the Yangtze basin, and the Yellow
River, and that it inhabited Southern Shensi, Eastetn Honan and Szechuan in classical
times.  The Tse Chuan (Goo B.C.) says ii was plentifal in Sung (Eastern Honan) and the

¢ I cannot resist adding that in the margin of the copy of ~ldversariz Sinica containing the article vhich
I have consulted 2nd which apparenty belonged to Herbert Giles, as ic has his signature on the
outside leaf, there appears oppositc the paragraph I have quoted, in the margin, in what is un-
mistakably the same hand, the two words “a crusher.”

8 L.C. Hopkins. ** The Rescue of the Chinese . sinoce=ss,” Journal of the Royal Asiatic Society, pp. 253-260.
London, 1949,

‘ ¢ Carl Wluting Bishop. “ Rbinocercs and Wild Ox in China,” China Journal. Vol. 18, 19353, pp. 322-33c,

Shanghai, 1933,
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Kao Yiiin Pa (Eastcm Szechuan), and the $Aid Ci/ in Shu --- the cenrral part of the same
province. Passages from rhe Tso Chray a:.d Taa T? Ching show thﬁt . was compared
in rerocity withi the tiger.  The Erh Ya says : *“ It is like ) OX. ? The shih Chi ¢ that
in form it resembles the veater buffalo.”  The Shwo 170 + < that it is 1 ie an ox and dark
coloured.” Bishop ends by identifying the g7 with the gaur or seiadang (Bos ganiiis),
the largest of the existing bovoids. Old bulls of this species sometimes =xceed six foot
at the shoulder and turn from a chestnut brown to a decp purple brown or black with
age (the dark colour of the s is often alluded to in Chinese texts). The horns of this
species arc well developed.  Those from a record bull Span 47 inches across. These
animals require extensive tracts of unbroken forest and, in geacral prefer hilly country.
They have a reputation for ferocity. This species «till inhabits parts of Peninsular India,
Burra, Indo-China and \I“Iaya, and it also has been reported from Honan. It is possible
that Bishop was wroug in selecting this particular bovoid, and that the 5o/ may nave
been one of the three forms of cxtinct water buffulo, of which the remains of one Brbuius
mephistophiles have been found at Anyang; 2nd anothes, Brbulus teilberdi at Chou Kfou
Tien nearby,® while the remains of yet another extinct species of this group were found
in the Sungari sands. Oana visit to Anyang in 1932 2 Dr Li Chi toid Blbhop tuat he had
found there considerable numbers of remains of an extinet species of water buffalo and
showed him an incomplete skull with the horn cornes.  Dr Li Chi seemed quite positive
abourt their identificarion® wich which Bishop agreed ; but no mention was made of the
discovery of any rhinoceros bones. On these and other grounds we shall investigate,
Bishop contends, with some reason, that it was buffalo and nct rhinoceros that is referred
to in the Shang oracle bones by the character 2, and that the horn cups referred tosin
classical literature were of buffalo and ne! hinoccios homn.

The character|bsf{presents much greater difficulties because the elements of which
it is composcd, “ ox " and “ tail,” lead on to the yak, of which the tails have al\vays been
prized by the Chinese as fly whisks. But the yak, which is mentioned in at least one
text together with the As/ and the 557, under the term mwao /7, is a highland aniial, which
could not have tolesated the low altltudes in which, according to C Chinesc texts, the ss4
and the s/ thrived.

Bishop meets the difficulty by saying : “ The A/, oa the other hand, seems not
to have been mentioned in the Shang-Yin inscriptioqs. This may mean that the name was
not in usc, but introduced by thz Chou people after the overthrow of the Shang’s in the
second millenium, B.C. The Chou’s may have known the yak as the A, while they
still lived in the elevated regions to the Norih West of China proper. After they
entered ths plains of the lower Yellow River, where the yak did not exict, it would be
natural for them to bestow its now ownerless name upon some animal which they

7 Shih Chi. Ch. 117, fol. 6B, [*ung Chih «dition (Bishop).
¢ Teilhard de Chardin and C.C. Young on The mammalian remais from the arclazological site of Anyang.
Palacontologia Sinica.  Ser. . Vol. XJ, fol. 1.

* Correspondence, China Joarnal, Vol. 17, De:. 1932, p. z72.
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THE CHINESE RHINOCEROS & CHINESE RHINOCEROS i{ORIN CARVING

encountered there.  This would explain the otherwise meaningless compesition of the
character ; its non-appearance in Shang inscriptions ; its rathcr vague connection with
the yak, which it seems always to have had, and finally its use to designate an altogether
different animal.”’ ‘

Laufer, howevcr, took the excctly coposite view and believed that the term s/
was transferred from the thino to the yak ; of the two thecries Bishop’s secms to me
the, more sensible. Like the 5o, the /57, according to the Kao Yx and the Shih Chv, is
said to have been plentiful in Pa and Sung (both parts of Szechuan) ; in fact, both beasts

eem to have inhabited much the same territory, but the Js/’s range extended rather
further East.  Mencius,™ on at least two occasions, states that Chou Kung at the beginning
of the Chou dynasty drove away the ferocious animals, and among them he enumerates
ihe A5/, and as the scenes of his exploits are supposed to have been in Shantung, presumably
in¥ . time (¢/rea 200 B.C.), this animal inhabited North West China. The Erb Ya says
that the A/ “ resembles a pig ” 5 while the Shih Chi says, it has a single horn on its
forchecad 5 and the Shuo 1175 that it is ** an ox of the lands bevond the southern frontier,
with one horn on its snout and onc other on its crown,” which suggests that when the
work was published in_the second century A.D. the Jsi had disappcared from what
then constituted China proper.

Bishop evenmzlly comes to the conclusion that the 4/ was the rhinoceros, of which
the three Asiutic forms are today trembling on the edge of extinction.™  The first
of these, the Great Indian Rhinoceros (Riixoceres amicornis) approaches and cven exceeds
six feet in height at the sheulder and has a single hoin, rarely over a foot long, although
specimens of twice that length have been known. This animal is nearing extincricn
owing to persccution for its horn, but owing 10 protection, still maintains 2 somewhat
precarious existence in Nepal and Bihar and in the Bengal Duars, i the State of Ceooch
Behar and in a few game sanctuaries in Assam. The second, the Javanese Rhinoceros
(r. sopdaicus) is another rather smaller, single-horned specimen which once inhatited
Siam, Burma, the Malay Peainsula and tue hilly forests of Java and Sumatra. And,
last’  there is the small hairy Sumetran Rhinoceros (Didarnrocerus sumatrzusic) wwhich
has two horns, known to reach 23 ft. in leng.h, of which the longer is in front, which
had very much the same range as the Javanese rhinoceros, although its habiiat is now
confined to Borneo and Sumatra. It has a sub-species Lasiozes.

All three Asiatic species of rhinoceros are far less commen and less aggressive than
their two-horned African cousins, the Black Rhinoceros (Diceros bicornis), which

¥ Bishop, op. it p. 325.

1 Mencius I, 11.9 (6 (Biskop).

4 In a note in the Swiday Times of Jammary 15th, 1956, Celonel Boyle, sccretary of the Fauna Preservation
Society, is reported as saving that only rwen:y or thirty spoecimens of the javanese Rhiaoceros
inhzbiting West lava are uow known to exist 1 that the Sumartran Rhinoceros just survives in Surmatra
and Bormneo, anc hat of the Greai Indian Rhinocerss enly four b adred aad forty specizacas survive.
See also : C. V. ilobley, Tiw Rninoceros, Journal Society for the Tresirvating of Famz., The Empire,
Part 14, 18-23 10371, )
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inhabits with one sub-species, neariv all Africa, south of Abyssinia, and the White
Rhinoceros or Butchell's thinocezos (Diceros simus simus), the largest land animal in
exisience after the elephant, which is now confined to Zululand, and the iand enclosed
by the Upper Nile ; with a sub-species which inhabits Southern Sudan and Uganda,
both of whose horns were alniost certainly exported to China, as early as the 1oth century
through Arab intermediaries. But the whole family is distinguiched by poverty of
intelligence, dullness of sight and bad temper, although their hearing and sense of smell
are acute. :

It should not be forgotten that, although the rhinoceros is now confined to Africa
and Asia, 2 member of the tribe, the Woolly Rhincceros (r. antigiata), once inhabited

T S e g/ YT . San - it

4 Eurore, but hecame extinct ia the glacial epoch.
; There is considerable differcnce of opinion as to when the rhinoceros died ourt in
~ Nozth China, for in geclogically recent times, and even within possibly the early historical

v period, the faana of Southern Asia extended further north, and the Yellow River basin
! was once the home of various species now confined to India, Malaya 2nd Indo-China,
v among them was the rhinoceros.  Andersson notes that several forms of extinct
rhinoceros have left their fossilized traces in North China, and that these go back to Fieis-
tocene times and even carlier.®  Carcases of two species, complete with skin, without
folds, two horns and cuzly hair, which lived in the ice age, have been discovered in the
. frozen soil of Siberia.  The head and feet of one of these fAinds, which were made on the
! banks of the Wilui (Vilyui) River in 1771, have been preserved in Leningrad,** Although
| rhinoceros weie widespread over Asia and have left abundant fossil remains in deposits
. in China, there seems some doubt 2s to whether they occurred in Southern China within
versprecding historic_times. ** # 13 Neither de Chardin nor Creel report traces of rhinSceros bones
LChww. o from Anyang, but Lo Chen-ya in * Illustrations frem ancient objects found in the ruins of
the Yin dynasty,” stares that his brother found at Anyang carved tusks of an elephant and

bones of a rhinoccros (457), but there scems some doubt on this question.i®
Bishop, as 1 have already remarked, makes no mention of these in his visit to Li
~ Chi at Anyang in 1932, when he was shown the buffalo bones, and this question is certain
to have been discussed on this occasion. Hopkins assumes that the species became
extinct north of the Yangtze in Shang-Y:n times, writing : “ Whether it was exterminuted
! by the Shang-Yin hunting parties with their predilection for blood sports or lost its
Joie de vivre, with the slow scepage of the incoming tide of human occupation, which

i 1 T, Gunnar Andersson. © Children of the Yellow Earih,” London, 1934, p. 84. He mentions two
; forms of extinct rhinoceros as being dizcovered from fossil deposits obtained at Ching Yang Fu
{ in Easterr. Kansu. Sec also ** Nashirner aecr Hipparion-Fauna Nord Chinas,” Palaentologia Sinics,
3 Ser. C. Vol. 1, Fasc. 4, Pcking, 1924.
5 B8 Laufer, of. ¢it, p. 157. Footnote 1.
. * 1 C. M, Alien, *“ Tae Mammali of China and Mongoiia,” 1940, Part. 2, p. 1279-1280.

S . poks R .
; 15 Hopkirs, 6p. af., p. 26c. Sce Letter from Dollman of the Natural History Museum.
‘e 16 Bishop, op. ci7., p. 325, footnote 1,
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destroyed its old haunts we do not kuow.””  “Ti (the Rhinoceros) may have existed
in China well irto historical times, but by the Chou or Han period it had become rare
and shortly afterwards became extinct,” says Sowerby.'s While Laufer was of the
opinion that towards the cloze of the Chou period (in the middle of the third century B.C.)
the onc-horned rhinoceros was in all likelihood exdnct in Northern China. and the two-
horned species had taken refuge in the mountain fastnesses of the south-east.?

Both the one-horned and two-horned species would, from Chinese representations

\c»f the rhinoceros, appear to have orce existed in China (Plates 15 A, Cand 16 A, B, Q).

One probably allied to the one-horned Javar Rhinoceros and the other to the two-
horned Sumatran Rhinoceros: H. T. Chang probably presents the last word on the
#  subject of the Chinese rhinoceros in his article entitled : “ Ox #he guestion of the excistence
of elephants and the rbincceros in Northern China in historical times’® in which he writes :
“From Hsia to the ead of Chou, elephant and rhinoceros were not inhabitants of the
Nortkern regi~n. In late Chou, those which existed must have been confined to south
of the Yang-tze,” which was to all purposes the boundary of Southern China i Shang-Yin
times. He goes on to say that, although traces of numerous species of rhinoceros are
recorééd from the China of Pleistocene times, no traces of rhinocercs bones have been
found on WNeglithic sitcs.  But he thinks that it is just possible that rhinoceros still

existed in the Ch*a state iz the

1
1

atter part of the Chou period. This was the scuthernmost

" part of China at the time and extended in a pocket over and beiow the Yangtze vuiley.
But even thesc statements must be accepted with caution.

Whatever happened in the North, where the consensus of opinion scems to be that

the rhinoceros may have lingcred on into Chou times, it would appear to have survived
in the South in parts of Szechwan, Kwangsi, Yunnan and Honan, into the late T*ang

and early Sung, “It might seem,” writes Luufer, “ that the rhinoceros was extinct

in China proper in the Yiian period (1271-1367), judging from a remack mode by Chou
#  TaKuan in his Mezoirs on the Customs of Cambodia™s and other equally trustworthy
Chinese support the view tha® these aninials persisted in some localitics ar least as jate

as the 15th century.  Li Shi-cher, veeiting in the 16th century, still assigned it to the
Southern portior of Yunnan, and there is a startling reference in Du Halde, who, when .-

writing his  Deseription of the Ewpire of Clina and Chinese Tartery” in 1738, says of the

neighbourhood of Wenchow in Kiangsi,

13

[4

‘one meets here the rhinoceros,” but ore

Hopkins, sp. dit., p. 260.

Sowerby. * Chivezs Animal Ay:bs and Legeuds”’ North China Branch of ihic Royal Asiatic Scciety,
Vol. LXX, p. 9.

Lacfer, ¢5 o/, p. 161

H. T. Chang. * Ok tie guestion ¢f the existance of elephant cnd rbivaceros in Noril China in bistorieal tivies,”
Bujletin Geol. Soc. China 5, pp. 99-1¢5. 1926,

Lavfo., sp. e, p. 165 Notwe 5.
Dua Halde, J. B, “ . Deseriptizn of e Dopive of Chiw itz Clinese Tariary tocettor with tue Kingdorr of
Xorra ; Tilhv; (nchuding the geography and history {natural as woll as civil) of thos: countrics.

Londosn, 2 vols, 1738,
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feels he must have been mistaken. It is certain, however, that by AD.

animal of suficient rarity and interest 1o ‘s sent as iribute 3 for one arrlved that
a present from the Tianechin®  Ar leasy, seven other references occur to shin
sent a3 tribute berween the Hon and the Tang from Szechuas., Tonking, Arabia
and SAonams Iris qmus'mé> in passing to remember that the first rhinoceros o

10 reach Europe since the “me of Pliny was sent by Muzafir, King of Gujrat (C:
to King Manuel of Porigal and landed in Lisbon on May 20th, 1515, in the ten
of the reign of the Emperor Chéng Té. It was made sven more famous by being
in ink by Dtrer, from a sketch supplied by a Portuguese artist, and from Diiser’s dr
which came into the British Museum in the Sloane collcction, eight editicas of wa
were made. Later this unfortunate gerde was sent by King Manuel as a present
Pope, Leo X, in 2 hainess on a gil'- iro. chain, with 2 green velvet collar round ic
studded with gilt roses and carnsiions ; but the vessel carrying the gLft was cav
a storm off the Gulf of Genoa at the end of January, or beginning of February
and was lost with all aboard.
Representations of the onc-horined rhinoceros appear on 2 Chinese bronze

in the Po &u #u /i attributed to the Shang-Yin period, but by far the most imy

evidence thet the Shang-Yin peoples knew the rhinoceros is provided by the !
bronze Hii T, in the Bn ndaoe Colleciion, if onc accepts Wenley’s daling of it
late Shang-Yin pc11od 2 (Plate 15, C). For it might equally well be of early Cho
This magnificent bronze modelled in the form of a two-horned rhinoceros, is said
been obrained with six other bronze vessels from a grave at the foothills of Lian
at-Shou Chmg in Shartung. One wonders whether any of the other vessels discov
the same time were decorated with rhinecercs motifs ? It figurcs in many Chiness
on broores, and was published as carly 45 1845, when it belonged to the Kung
descendauts of Confucius. It has been in Chinese colleciions since about 1843,
was probably uncarthed, It is now in the Brundage Collection in Chicago.

‘There are in the British Museum two bronze lyach ;ins, plonably chariot fu

modelled in the form of heads of thinoceros, in hmh relief (Plate’16, A, Figs. 1
Both these picces have been uncertainly atiributed to the Chou period, and one ¢
(Fig. 2) may well be a reconstruction. But it is interesting to learn in this context fr

= The Cliien-ban-shr, Ch. 277, B, p. 176 (Laufer) See alco D. Duyvenduk., “ Chind’s Discovery of
pp. 1o-12, and Profescor Geodrich’s ©* A Shor: History of ste Chineze People,” p. 31,

» The Man I sent one of these animals as tribute in 84 A.D. ; S. Western Szechuan in g4 @ T
between 166 and 188 Funan {Arabia) in 539 ; Ho Ling (Ja\'a) in 819 and another was s
Annam in 1809. ze Laafer, 6p. cit., pp. 20 and 81,

=5 A. Fontoura da Cost * Deambulation. of the Rhbinoccros (Ganda) of Mugaffar, King of Camb
1514 f0 1516. Portuguese Republic Coionial Office, 1937.

¢ Laufer, op. ¢it. p. 130, and Bishop 6p. ¢/, opposite p. 323.

% ¥ A G.Wenley. A Hsi Tsun from the Avery Brundage Collection.”” Archives of China Society of £

Vol. VI, 1932,
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Han historian, Ssu-ma Ch‘ien,*® that when the Emperor mounted his chariot they placed
on both sides of it the Lords, whose chariots had red wheels ; twe crouching rhinoceros
being represented on cach wheel. There is also in the Musée Royaux in Brussels a
small bronze rhinoceros, probably w« support for an indeterminate object, for there are
traces of a hole in the middle of the back, which is said to be Han in date (Plate 16, B).

Apart from the lynch pins, the British Museum has a small stone representation
of a rhinoceros, which is believed to date from the late Shang-Yin or early Chou peried
(Plate 15, A). Unfortunately this piece has been broken about the head and one cannot see
whether it was intended to have one or two horns. Among Hobson’s papers was the

M photograph of a pottery tomb figure of a rhinoceros (Plate 16, C). This photograph

was sent to him from Tientsin by a German dealer, Paul Dachsel, in 1g24. The figure
is described in the letter accompanying the photograph as being of hard red burnt clay,
covered.with a white slip and excavated in Shensi ; and dating to any time between the
Shang-Yin and Han dynasties. This animal eventually found its way into the Eumerfo-
poulos Collection, aithough it is not illustrated in the Catalogue, and from there into the
Victoria“dnd Albert Museum, where it is now exhibited with a Han label. It appears
to be covered vith traces of a greenish brown glaze, ‘l'o these represenrations of the
rhinoceros can be added that engraved on a pair of silver dishes in the Kempe Collection,
illustrated by Bo Gyllensvard and attributed by him to the T ang dynasty.*® This pattern
of a rhinoceros carrying a three-flowered lotus on a saddle also appears on one of the
Chinese mirrors in the Shosoin in japan. Lastly, Mr Low-Beer told me ke had oncc
in his collection a small jade rhinoceros of uncertain date.

But the role of the rhinoceros motif in Chinese art is limited™ and it seems likely
that the chicf incerest the carly Chinese took in the beast lay in its hide, which they used
for armour plates ; the use of its horn for makiag girdles, amulets and caps i prebably

M later development. The hide of hoth the 557 and the A/ was certainly emploved in

carly times by the Chiucse for n.zking armour. There is the oft-quoted passage in the
Tso Chnan referring to the State of Sung in 6oo B.C,, which says, *“ Cattie still have hides
and the bs/ and the &4 are yet plenty. What matters to throw away the buff coats.”
And we are told that the people of Chi'u used skizs of the As/ and the 507 for making armour
“as hard as metal or stone.” Ve have, in fact, records of rhinoceres hide being used
to cover a funeral car and parts of the Imperial saddle at an early date. The uses of
rthinoceros hide is discussed at lengzh by Laufer in his chapter on “ Defensive armonr of the
aichaic period in China®

The horn ~f the rhinoceros, which is a soli1 mass of agglutinated hair, which is not

8 Chavannes. “* Les zearoires historicuies de Se-ma Tsien)” Vol. 1L, p. 214.

» B, Gylletssaed.  * Cliwese Gold and Siiper in ibe Carl Kem Colfection.” Stocicholm, 1953, Plate 1200

% Florence Waterbury, *° Vestgor and Speeadations,” New Yok, MCMXNLIT, mukes 1o mention of the
rhinoceros in her examination of aniryal motivs in early Chinese art.

a See Laufer, gp. o4, chiapiers endtled ™ Defernsivs armour of ite archaic peridd” * Dzfaasive aemour of 1he
Hai period” and ** The proidces of plae defersive armionr of th: T ang poriod”
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attached to the skull, has been f"orn at least as cany as Tlang cimes endowcd b
Chinese with cerrain magical quah When freshly cut and polished it is of a yell
colour with grev streals not unlike bul.oc,\ Lorn, but of an entirely different consis:
There is a great variety in the streaking and mottling of the hori,, but the goiden b
colour acquired by the Chinese rhinoceros horn cups is the resuli of staining and poli
Bushell writes : ““ The belielin the peculiar virtaes of the hosn is ancient and widesy
Ctesias writing in the hft century B.C. describes the great one-horned Indian ching:
and the widespread medical properties of the cup made trom its horn,  This hor:
brought to China as early as the Han dynasty, and the old writers descant on it:
phylactic powers, as well as its decorative value.”  DBurt there is reason to doul
truth of the passage, and every 1e3son to bel:eve that the quotation from Ctesias is :
interpolation®  For there is no real e¢vidence, of which I am aware, to suppo:
statement that tlie thinoceros hot: was exported to China in the Han dynasty
Busheli had said the &fth century A.D. instead of the Han dynasty, I should hav
no quarre! with him. '

These is little doubt that the Chinese like many other peoples used horn cun
the radical signifying horn, cbis, appeats in many characters dcs,lgnatlmT types of ar
drinking vessels.  Among them is the Kwang, often meationed in the Sl C&i;g
Book of Poetry), invariably with the s character attached to it. Laufer’s dlaim th
cups referred to in these early classical texts were made of rhinoceras horn was quest
by Giles. And T must confess it scems to me very improbable that the 5w cha
refers 1o the rhinoceros, and not to the buffaio, whea it appears on the Shan,
oracle bones, zlthough both Hopkins and Ingram® assumed that it did.  For
apart from Bishop’s argamcats, as Giles pointed out, these early cups were sup
to have held scven shéng (seven pints), and the largest rhinoceros horn cup coui
have held more than two shéng, if as much. ““ And why,” says’Bishop, “ shov!
Chinese have gone to the trouble of hollowing out rhinoceros horn, when the:
always at hand mtural cups in the shape of bovine Lorns of sevcral kinds 77  Bu
objection could be easily answcrcd because the rhinoceros cups alone were Suppos
possess anti-poisoncus virtues, A further indication, however, that these early
belonged to bovoids is afforded by the pictures of later bronze imitations of these v
in the Pa &u t'n [, in which the lower parts are shaped like the head of an ox.3s

We do not know exactly how and when rhinoceros horn developed its supern
.

73
t

Bushell.  “ Chines: Art” Vol 1. p. 119. London 1904.

3 R. Ettinghauzen. * The Unicorn,” Studies in Muslim Iconography, Washington, 1950, p. 11

t J. H. Ingram. ** The civilization and religion of the Shang Dynasty,” China Journal of Science atn
1925, Pp. 473-483. -

5 Reproduced. Bishop, 9p. cit. opposite p. 323 ; Laufer, op. cit., Fig. 23 and 24, pages 168 ar

Further supperts come from Yetts.”  See his The Cull Chinese bronzu” London MCMXXXIX
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THE CHINESE RHINOCEROS & CHINESE RHINOCEROS HORN CARVIN

propertics, but it seems very probable that thesc virtues find their original source® in
the Chinesc Taoist writings of the fourth century A.D.  Although very curious ideas
were current in India and the Near Fast, wherce absurd legends sprang up,** associating
the rhinoceros with the unicorn, it is probably safe to assume that the belief in the
qualitics of the horn all go back to Chinese sources, which were imported into the Western
world and the Near East when Roman and Arabian traders exported the horn to Chinese
markets.
One of the first Chinese references to the horn of the Asf occurs in the Bamboo
books in the third year of Yang Wang, 311 B.C, 3¢ but there are difliculties about this
Ppassage, which we cannot enter into here. It was Ko Hung, the famous Taoist adept

of the 4th century A.D., who died in 539, at the age of 81, who is iremmlj credited with

bemg one of the first, 1f not the ﬁrst Chinese author to impute valuable properties to the

}‘orn. *1t was he who, as f:u as we know, first drew the attention »f the Chinese to the
quauues of the £'ung #'ien or “ rivnecercs hern commimiicating with the sky,” which if a2 man

carries a small pzcce carved in the form of a fish in his mouth, he can pass through and
under witer, and which frightens fowls from meal, and on dark nights bures with a
brilliant light.  He adds,  the horn is a safe guide to the presence of poison ; when
poisonous medicines are stirred with a horn, a white foam will bubble up and no other
test is necessary ; when non-poisonous substances are stirred into it no foam will rise.
In this manner, the presence of poison can be ascertained . . . when a man, hurt by a
poisonous arrow, is on the verge of dving and his wound is slightly touched with a
thinoceros horn foam will come forth from the wound and he will feei relief.  The
property of the ** horn communicaiing with the sky” of ncutmhzmg poison is accounted
fully by the fact that the animal, while alive, feeds on poisonous plants and trees, provided
'with thorns and herambles, and shuns all smoother vegetable matter . . . other kinds

é

3% The origin of the mythical propertics of the rhinoceros horn has been discussed by Mr. Ettinghausen
in his fnscinatjr'g work on ** The Unicor».” He evidently belicves in 2 Chirese origia for these myths,
for he writcs ¢ ** Lazwely A, G. Godbey tas suggested that the antidotal pewer of rhinoceros horn
may not have been in Cresias’s original accourt, since neither Aristotle nor Pliny raention this feature,
though they were {2 miliar with the text and used it in their writings. It would thus appear to be a
later interpolation of the text which is preserved only through quotations in other anthors.  If this
plausible assumption should prove correct (thz lack of any Teferencs t it in ear! y Indian lirerature
supports it} the belief in the magical virtue of the horn in Roman times would prokably go back to
Chinese superstitions which werz imparted to the wester= world when Romar traders fmported the
horn from Far sasrern markets.” E:Ltm"h.m:"fl op. ¢'t., p. g9, footaote.

7 Tts hatred of the clcp’mnt it< supposed fondness for music and perfumes, and its amorous quz.me:
wovwards virgins ; were dwelt upon by Arah writers, and also its prickly tongue, whizh was remarked
upon by Mazco Polo.  The supposed lack of joints to jts legs, necessitated it was belioved that it
should s‘&.p caning against a tree in a standing position.  t was, thoy said, most casily capored by
using a yoeung man, highly pafunied and dressed as a \irqin, asa l:nit or by inducing it 10 lean against
half sawn through umbc:, which gave © nc\.r its weight 3 for when ic feil dows it was sunnos»d o be
unable to rise.  If tree’d & huater could 2} tways par it to flight by wi inating into its eat |

8 Laufer, ep. it D, w4,
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TRANSACTIONS OF THE ORIENTAL CERAMIC SOCIETY

of rhino horn arc also capable of neutraiizing poison, without having however the
wonderful power of the Fmng fen vasiety.”

This belief appeats to have been held in the Near East, Africa and Europe, 21l of
whicli probably derived their senlments from China, and it was certainly still alive in
England in the 18th cenrury, for a Dr Brookes could writc of one of these cups in 1763
“When wice ic poured therein it will rise, ferment and seem to boil ; but when mixed
with poison it cleaves in two, which experiment has been seen by thous «ads of people.”«
I have not conducted any experime.t with rhinoceros horn to discover the truth of this
superstition but I should not be surprised to discover that rhinoceros did react to certain
acids in a curious way.  Mr Casal states that this belief is partially substantiated by
modcra therapeutics.®

The Ling piao in i -bi incorporated into the Pen #5‘an, and according to Bretschneider
by Liu Sun of the T‘ang dynasty discussing the design on the cut and polished rhino
horn savs : “1If the stripes are deep in colocr, the hora is capable cf being made into
girdles, plaques and implements ; if the stripes are dispersed and light in colour, the
horn may be employed to advantage in msking cuns, dishes, vtensils and the like.  Then
there is the frightening fow! hoin with a white silk-like thread ; placed in rice, it scares
the fowls away.  The dust dispe/ling horn is utilized to make hairpins and combs fer
women ; it keeps dust vut of the hair.  As 1o the raver dispelling horn ; this one when
put in a dark house emits its own light. Of all the various hotns I know of only from
hearsay, for I have not been able to procure or see them.”®  Other Chinese writers
speak of the co/d dispelling horn, of a gciden colour, which was oace sent as tribute fre:m
Tongking,® and the beat dispelling hown obtained by the Emperor Wén Tsung of the
T‘ang dynasty, who reigned from 827-840 A.D.,# and the wrath ressoving hotn, from
which official girdles were made, which causcs men to abandon their anger.

As tiine went on, the supernatural qualities of the horn became magnified and all
sorts of fabulous properties were attached not only to it, but also to thie blood-and various

<

-

3 From the chapter on the rhinoceros in the T'w shy 44 ch'érg by Ko Hung, introduced by the author’s
literary name Peo p'w #se.  Transl. by Laufer, op. ¢it., pp. 138-139.

‘0 Frank-Evans Beddard. Mammaulia, Loadon, 1905, p. z53.

W H. A, Casal. Cuitureel Indie, Vol, 11, pp. 212-216, an article on Rhinoceros horn cups.  Levden. 1940,
The * Encyclopedia Britaunica ”” quotes a reference to the effect that one of these cups was submitted
to the Royal Society for experiment (no date given) whe completely disposed of the superstition |

8 The P'ei wen yin fu, ch. 8, p. 87b (Laufer 143).
13 The P'ei wen yiin fu quoting from the Po K'sng lien t'i¢ (Lavfer 152).

4 Plei wen yiin fu, op. eit. (Laufer 152). -
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THE CHINESE RHINOCERCS & CHINESE RHINOCERCS HORN CARVING:

patts of the carcase of the rhinoceros.*  Worst o1 all for the rhinoceros, its horn acquired
a reputction in China as an aphrodisiac, for which purpose it is stili held in great demand
by the Chinese.  And it is the Chinese market #¢ for the horn, more than anything else,
which has I2d to the animal’s destruction, both in Asia and Africa by native hunters
and which but for official protection will lead without doubt to the ultimate extinction
of the species.

According o Hirih, objects carved in rhinoceros horn were traded to China from
the Roman Orient and India as carly as the sth century A.D.*7 ; one rhinoceros horn
tribuie from as far aficld as Persia, in 750 A.D., is mentioned by Chavannes.s*  The
Arab, Suleyman, to -whom is attributed one of the earliest narratives corcerning the
Chingese trade, gives rhinoceros horn as one of the chicf imports of Canton* and
Mas‘udi, 2 native of Bagdad, who died in 956, the author of a work entitled *“ The Meadp:rs
of Gold” says ihar, in his time, there was 2 great trade in thinoceros horn with China
from Ralima in India, which was probably Dacca or Arakan ;» while in the annals of
the Sung dynasty it is mentioned in a list as among the principal articles of trade in or
about 999.°t

Chét Ju Kwa, Commissioner for chelcrt‘ trade in Chuan Chou, Fukien, in 1225,
in his Chu l(m Clz, written in 1228, which rhrows a most valuable light on the trade
in the Far East in medicval times, preseats us with a picture of the localities which
supplied the horn to China in the 13th century.  He says it is the product of Kiuw Chi
(Tongking), Chan Chong (Annam), Shs-pe (Java), San-fo-7si (Palemb2ag in Eastern

4 Tts blood, according to the Pen f5°as, was to be taken for fever, small poi, opnthalmia, y.‘rmnuo i,
and by frighiened childres. Ettin zhauscq, qL.ou g from Arab writers. says : “ Tts gail is used
fnm:gmnns to dispel evit smells, the left eye for siaking fever, and the stings of scorpions ; while
the right eye is a t=lisman against pains, ginns and demons, The most effective part of the body is
the horn, especlally its legendary protuberances. It is a remedy against labour pains epilepsy,

aralysis, spasmedic contracticn of the muscles. It helps against the evil e ¢, unties knots, maxes
p3 ¥

™  hot YV’\tCl’ cold and preverts 2 horse from s:t.mblmg Etinghausen, op. cit,, p. 57. See also B. L.

Read, Chine:e AMuteria Medica.  Auimal Drage, No. 355, Poking, 1931 and \ardkam Indian Maicria
.Meamz, Bombay, 1927, p. 1417.

4 Mr, Stransom of Puddefoot, Bowers and Simonett, writes to me : “ Usual prices for rhinoceros
hora to-day ars about 45/- t0 50/- a iv. Probably the highest they have ever reached . . . in my
experience since 1909, and that of many others before me, The price of thesce things has ‘.aued
directly with war (up) and peace {down) . . . They are sold as an appendage 1o the qaarte by Ivory
auctions and a hundredy cight or so ﬂp')c:r- rcgula ly there and als» at the half- -yearly ivory auctions
at Antwern.  They are m‘c,c,rly snapped up and are worth far more than ivory . . . They are sold in
bulk to China where T have always ur.derstood they are ground to powder, mized with scme edible
substance and tzken as an aphrodisiac. My experience n3s been -with African horns. Indian ones

2 not impow.ed here

% 47 Hirth, Zhina and the Roman Orient, p. 6.

% 4 Chavannes. 1%cung Pao, 1904, p. 51,

% @ Hirth and Rockhill,  Chon Ju Kua, St. Pe

% 8 Mastudl, ¥ Loy Bralrics &0r7 L 585,

Paris, 1864,
© Spng £k, 186, 13b {quoted by ilirth and Rockhill, op. v, p. 14).

tersburg, 1911, p. 16,
Text i French by Barbier de Meyoard acd Paul Cortet,
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Sumatra), Tan-zea-fing and-Liua o-ya-sei-kia (E Lrts of the Malay Peninsula), Ta-sb/ {Arabia),
Tfen-chn (India), X sm-lu-15 'O-é / (Islands of Pemba and Madafr:hc.u\ Tbut the firest and
larges: horns and, incide.hala th: best ivory u[‘.d the thxckest torto*.:e:hell came from
Pi-p‘a-lo (The Berbera Coast of Africa).s

I+ is difficult to discover, as in the case of ivory, exactly when the African trade with
Chira in rhinoceros horn began.  But it was probably not until the errly years of the
Ming dynasty when the Chinese juuks began to visit the coasts of Africa, and to trade
directiy with that continent and not through the Arab intermediaries, that it reached China
on an extensive scale. It would be interesting to know whether as I suspect, the bulk,
of Ming and Ch‘ing rhinoceros hora cups were made of African a.d not Asiatic horn,
and whether the Chinese preferred the African to the Asiatic horn.  For the Chinese
certainly believed in the superiority of African ove: Asiatic ivory as early as the Sung
period, and the bulk of Chinese ivory caf';in.;s of the Ming and Ck'ing were almost
certainly of African origin.  Unfortunately it is impossible to distinguish thc one ivory
from the other once the tusLs have been barked and carved.  This, I am told, also applies
to rhincceros horn, except when the outine of the original horn has been preserved,
as in the case of the giant cornucopias, covered in open work with Taoist designs, decply
undercut, which because of thcir size can only have come from the great white rhinoceros
of Africa. These pieces arc oi nincteenth centusy Cantonese crafismanship and werc

made for export.  Some of these African horns may run to four feci in length, and weigh
asmuch as z5 Ibs.  The Asiatic horns are small and ualikely to weigh more than 3 or 4 ibs,
and in their original statc are “ ribbed ** upwards from the base.  African hotns can
also be small, so that size alone does not provide any guide nor does texture or colour.
Today however, all three Asiatic species have become so rare that their horns cannot
play 2oy part in the trafic in this commodity.

In the P'e/ Wén Yim Fu will be found a host of references to objects made fro.n
rthinoceros horn and hide in Chinese classical literature and poetry. Many of these are
dithicult to identify, from the rather vague literary descriptions, some:imes of an allegori-
cal nature.  Among them are references to armour, shields, and even boots of rlinoceros
hide.  Rhinoceros hora toile: boxes, hairpins, comos, writing brush handles, beads
(for rosaries), bracelets, and the top of a cap, are all mentioned.  There are other
references to a rhinoceros horn vase, a rhinoceros horn sceptre (?) ; scroll ends, paper
weights, weights for currains, box covers, flagpoles, cart handles (? tips for the shafts

s,
of 2 cart), a mblef and even to rhinoceros horn cash, with the emblems of a tree upon it,
which, accordno to the poet Su Tung-p‘o, were used as currency inside the Palace
in the Sung per,od

According to Ssti-ma Ch‘ien, anthor of the Sh7h Cl/ in the Han period, Chou Hsin,
the dissolute 'md extravagent last Emperor of the Shang Yin dynasty had a jade bed with
rhinoceros horn orcaments.  This was probably a bed inlaid with jade, and we do not

2. Hirth and Rockhill, op. cit., p. 260.
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know whether the rhinoceros ornaments were inlay or, as is more probable, weights
to the bed curtains, which are so frequently referred to at a later, date.

From another source we hear that the great reformer, Ch'in Shik Huang Ti
(221-209 B.C.) who burnt the bocks and built the Great Wall of China decreed that
treasured things used as objects made of rhinoceros horn should not be kept in his house !
From the Flan Shu, we learn that Wang Ming (B.C. 33 to A.D. 25) went to worship at
Troist temples, and “ that in the Palace were all sdtts of things, together with bones of
sturks, tortoise shell and rhinoceros horn, well polished, which were used as offerings to
the Imunortals, following the tradition of the Yellow Emperor.”

We are told by the same soutce that the Hsiung Nu (the Huns) used gold belts with
rhinoceros hora buckles ; while in the Fer Yen Wei Chitun there is a reference to the
Emperor Chéng Ti (B.C. 32-A.D. 5) of the Han dynasty drawing a rhinoceros ornament
(from his hair ?), and beating time with it on 2 jade bowl, while the famous beauty
M Fei Yin (the Flying Swallow) danced before him.

There arc also a few references to rhinoceros horn beads (or it could be beads the
colour of rhinocsros horn).  In one of them, Kung Kueil, whzn he was appointed
Viceroy of Kwangrung and Kiangsi (the date is not given) was presented with some
thinoceros horn beads.  “ The Viceroy did not accept them and those who offered them
were dismissed ;” while another virruous ofhicial, Li Mien, after he had held ar im-
pertant dffice for several years ended by having nothing to show for it—for the
ires of his office) had been thrown away. In

.
1 N o ﬁ.’-\rqn':
[9S - 2R Ea)

rhinoceros beads (a symbol of the per
a.poem by Kung Shih T ai of the T*ang dynasty, “ at a banquet given by the Emperot,
the beautiful wine was floating over the rhinoceros horn cups, and all the guards were in
shining armour.” While we are told that the Sung Emperor Jén Tsung (1023-1063)
was so good a man that he actually gave the pecpls of his capital two rhinoceros horns
to make into medicine to_cure them of chole:a.s

There are a number of allusions to rhinoceros horn curtzin weights, A Tang
poet, Li Shang-vin, speaks of “ the ivory bed with the gauze-like curtains and the rhino-
ceros horn weights.” Another Tang source dwells on “ the rhinoceros horn curtains
M oving and producing a murmuring sound.” And yet another T ang poet describes
how “ the guests sat down with their backs to the bautitully carved screens and brocaded
silks on the table seats with rhinoceros hom sword weights at their ends.”  This custom
evicently had a long life because the poet Tu Mu of the Sung dynasty alse speaks of :
“The curtains lined with gold tissue and rhinoceros wveights (hanging down).”” The
character used to describe these weights is Chén.®*  So far, none of these weights have
come to my noticc. There is a reference in the works of Wen Pu, yet unuther Tfang

poet, to ““ holding the rhinoceros horn brush and spreading out the white paper with the

% Chira Review, Vol. X1V, p. 359.
# See Appendix.
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fish designs upon it.” These writing brushes v'ith rhincceros hera nandles were, it
se..ms, also used in the Sung period. Awnd a Sung beauty is cepresent~d as having “a
rhinoccros comb slightly slanting on her flat hair, Whlch looks like floating clouds '.vu':h
st:eaking colours.” Lastly, there are several reff‘rmas to rhinceeros hwtn belts. Cne
of them is in the Biography of one Ma Chih “ who when he was made minister of the
Tmperial Hou%hmd was friendly with ancther minister who had been a *avourite of the
Emperor, Hsttan Tung (1217-1222).  This Ermperor had given the latter a rhinoceros
horn belt “ communicating nith the sky,” which, when this official was in disgrace, he gave
to Ma Chih. The Emperor saw this belt and asked Ma Chih hov he had obtained it.
When he heard ; Ma was dismisscd.”  Another of these belts ““ cemmumicating with the
sky,” is mentioned in the T ang Shu as belonging to the prime minister, Liang Ssu ; and
in the I Hsien Chib there is a rcfercmc to a rhinoceros horn belt decorated with 2 ossign
of a deer with a /g chib (sacred tungus) in its mouth. Yer another of these belts with
a design, which looked like “ 2 stork in the clouds,” belonged to one of the Sung
I:,mpcrors which when he wore it parted the watets.

The ecarliest surviving documented rhinoceros horn objects from China are in the
Shosoin _in Japan. This Woodcn structure standing wichin the criginal demesne of
the Todaiji temple at Nara contains the possessions of the Emperor Shomu, dedicated
to the Great Buddha by his widow at his death in 752 A.D.  Without question, the main
body of this collection has remained intact since the day of dedication. The structure
is divided into three sections—North, Central and South--but it docs appe:u' that the
South Section, which was under the supcrvision of the Todaiji temple, and net, like the

tity of the Imperial seal,* has had objects

North and Central sections, guarded by the sanc
added to it and others withdrawn.

Among the objects in thc Shosoin zre the remains of two of these rhinoceros horn
belis, The most complete of these, on the upper floor of the North section, is five
fragments of a moleskin girdle, which belonged to the Emperor Shomu, with gthinoceros
horn plaques aflized to the leather by means of gilt nails.  Of these horn plaques, only
four square and sin elliptic ones remain.®® (Plate 17, C and D). The leather of the
gizdle is lucquered black and it was fastened with a silver buckle. According to the
Kenmotsucho (deed of gift), six fosn (knives) and a brocaded medicine bag were once
atrached to this girdle, but now only two Zos# remain. Three other spoited rhinoceros
horn fragments, described as originally ornaments on a girdle, and presurnably part
of a second belt, are preserved in the Middle section of the lower floor.

These two girdles must have been originally examples of the rhinoceros horn girdies

35 Sir P. David. *The Skosoin.”” Trans. of Japan Society, Vol. XXVIII, 1930-31, pp. 44-95.

*¢ This is described by Jiro Haradn in the Erglish Catalogue of the Treasures of the Ir. perial Repository Shosoin,
Tcokyo, 1932, on pp. 19 and 20, A simiiar girdle with ]apls lazuli plagues is illustrated on PL LVIL
Seventeen volunies of the Shesoin Gomotsn Znroky bave been published with claborate ilinstr ations,
for those who wish to examine the Shosoin Collection in deraii.
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worn in the I‘..ng period, meationed by Bushell, who says : * During the T‘ang d)nasty
the official girdle of the period was studded with plaques of rhinoceros horn, of amber
or transparent tints, veined with black.?” Laufer believed that these girdles were limited
to Princesses, but Cammann has verified a reference in the T ang Hisfory, which says that
on every day, or on informal occasions, oflicials of the third to sixth rank wore rhinoceros
horn belt plaques. But there is a further reference in the T‘ang Dynastic Statutcs,
under the year 710, to the effect that at that date—* For Imperial audiences and State
banquets, the first and sccond rank of officials are permitted to wear carved rhinoceros
horn or striped rhinoceros horn.”’*
Rhinoceros horn girdles with ; ud.th\ in the form of cloud dragons are mentioned
in the Sung annals as tribure, and one of these girdles was given to one of the Khitan
Emperms.” They were popular also with the Kin dynasty (1 115-1234)% and, according
to Laufer, remained in official vse as late as the Ming® ; but T have yct to see one of these.

I\Iulzammadan writers were well aware of the fondness of the Chinese for this
rhinocerds horn.  “ The des mpz&oﬂ of Coina and Indiz” at one time attributed to the
merchant Suleyman and written o 851 (The A&bbar al-Sin wa ‘I-Hind) was the first of a
long line of souices to inform us that the Chinese uted ii for making highly valued girdles.
The quality of the horn aependcd on the pattern, which might appear as the figure of a
man, peacock, fish or other animal, which emerges only when the horn is split and
polishcd.

Mas‘adi gives perhaps the most extensive account of these girdles. According to
him, the hom is usually white and shews black figures, although occasionally the designs
stand out in whiic against a black background. “ With the help of leather strans,
gitdles are made of these horns on the model of gold and silver ornaments. The
Emperors and grandees of China value this adorament above everything ¢lse, so that they
pay as much as two or even four thousand dinars. The clasps are of gold, and the whole

#* of an extraordinary beauty and solidity. Sornetimes one applies different inlays of
- precious stones with long gold nails.”s

The anonymous author (? Suleyman) of the  Deseription of Chisa and India ™ also

relaces that the inhabirants of China make from this horm girdles reaching to a price of two

27 S, W. Bushell, ¢p. 4%, Vol I, p. 110.
88 Schuyier Caramann in a letter to Ettinghausen. Ettinghausen, op, 4., p. 54, note 8.
0 Ijuo Sai, ch. 10, p. 1 (Laufer), and Swig 5, ch. 489, p. 2 'aufer).

© Kin S4i, ch. 14, para. 3, p. 7 (Laufer).

21 Laufer, 69, ¢/, p. 143, refers those who are interested to z chapter oa gizdles in the Tu Aliug Hui Tier,
ch. NIRRT

22 Mas‘udi's ©“ Prairizr d°Or,” Vol. 1, pp. 336-387, quoted by Eninghauscen. ap. o, po. 5154,

47

g2 T TIRERTES,

e e -

o Am— e

T g e e

TRESTITSIR




o em———

TRANSACTIONS OF THE ORIENTAL CERAMIC SCGCIETY

r :hree thousand dinars or more, according to the figurss fovnd ia the horne* And
azzothc: Arab wrirer writing at the end of the 11th ceatury observed @ * The most bighty
esteemed ornaments among the Chincse are made from the hora of the rhincceros which
when cur preseats the eye with singular and varied figures.”’s  K'ou Trung Shu, 2
celebrated physician of the Sung nerlod remarks that this hotn could either exhibit
objzcis picked out in vellow on a biack ground or cbjects picked nut in black on a yellow
ground, and if the background L bla.ck and the designs imitating real obiects are sharply
differentiated. the horn is a real treasure. It should be both smocih and moist if it is
of the best quality.s?

Other thinoceros horn objects in the Shosoin include gosw (small containers used
as pendant ornaments). There are three or these in the Middle section of the Shosoin.t®
One is in the \h&]__‘c of a miniature rhinoceros horn, with a #¥zn wood lid carved in
floral design and two are square with lids (Plate 17, B, Figs. 1, 2 and 3). The original
silk cord for suspending them from the belt exists. There is alsc in the same section
a pair of fish-shaped pendants of rhinoceros horn, the scales of which are picked out in
geld, and the head pierced with a silver ring in the corner of tiie mouth (Plate 17, A).
These were almost certainly suspended from the sash, aithough I should lile to think
they were carried in the mouth in the hope that their owner nuqht pass through or under
water 1#7  These ornuments vwere probably among the rhinoceros amulets mentioned
by at least two Arab writers ; one of whom states that the inhabitants of Sandabil
(Kanchou in Kansu) “ wear extraordinary precious necklaces or rhinoceros hoin,” and
the other that * the Kings of China hang it upon themselves against evil things.”**

1. Smavaget. Relation de Ja Chine et de I'Inde, Paris, 1948, para. 28, Dans son pays est le sichdn marqué
qui “est autre que le rhinacéros @ il 2 sur le devant du froat une corae umth et dans cette corne
cst une margue, (3. savoir) I'image d'une créature, comme (par exerple) une image a la ressemblence
d'un homine.  La corne est tote entidre noire, et l’imaqc p‘acc’c au milieu, est blanche.  Ce rhinocéros
est de talile plus petite que I'éiéphant, ct sa couleur tire sur !+ noir : il ressemble au buflet est fort :
aucun animal ne posscd° une force comme lasicane. Il n'a pas d'articulation au genow, ni 4 la chevill :
depuis son pied jusqu’? son zwelle ce n’est qu'unc seule picce. L’¢léphant prend le fuite devant lui,
1l rumine comme les boeufs et les chamesus et (la consommaticn de) sa viande cstlicite ¢ nous en
avons mangé. I' abonde dans ce royaume, dans les jungles ¢ il existe dans toutes les regions de I'Inde,
mais les cornes qui proviennen: de celle-ci sont plus belles. Il arrive qu'il y ait dans sa cozne I'image
dun konume, d’un paon, d'un poisson ou d'autres images encore : les Chinois en font des ceintures
dont le prix atteing, en Chine, 2,000, 3,000 dinars, ou d’avantage, selon Ja beauté de I'image. Oan les
achéte toutes au Dharma avec des caurs, ui sont la monaaie du pays.” (Sauvaget ideatifies the king-
dom of Dnanm with that of the Pala Empize of Bengal, Bihar and Orissa).
P. 34. “ On leur (e, the Chincse) apporte de Pivoire, de lencens, des lingots de cuivre, de écaillc
marine—qui est la peau du dos dcs tortues—et de wichin que j'al déerit et qui est le rhinocéros ¢ ils
font des ceintures avee sa corne.”

Ch. Sctaffer. Relations des Mussulmans avee les Chinois, p. 10. Centerairz de Iécole des langues orientales,
Paris, 1859,

5 Kéon Tsung Shu in the Pen Ts'ao Yei (completed 1116) (Laufer).

¢ Harada, ¢p. sit., p. 110, No. 521,

* Harada, op. cif,, p. 110, No. 520, -

* Erdnghausen, op. it p. 55, s
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Rhinoceros horn was also used by the Chinese for the handles of knives which,
like the walrus ivory handles of India, were supposed to become micist and agitated in
the prescnce of poison ; and beautifully polished pieces of the horn were used in the hilts
of Egyptian swords as latc as the 19th ceatury. In the Shosoin there are four pairs,
and four single, fos# (small knives to stick in the girdle), either with rhinoceros horn hilts
or rhinoceros horn sheaths.ss (Plate 1¢, A, B, C). Therc is also in the Middle section of the
Shosoin a rhinoceros horn footrule apparently used as a measuring stick and divided
into sections, five of which are divided intc halves, and each of the other five divided
into ten sub-divisions™ (Dlate 13, C). And on the upper fioor of the South section of
the same repository four #yo/ (a form of Buddhist sceptre, which looks like a large back
scyatcher) in patt of rhinoceros horn,™ one (Neo. 665) with a handle shaped like a bamboo
shoot ; one inset with glass-and crystal balls in gold (No. 669), the handle carved with
the ward Todziji filled in in red (Plate 18,8) ; and one decorated with painting, in zold
and silv@r with a bitar wood handle (No. 663), and the last, most claborate of all, with
an ivory handle stained vermilign and blue, carved in the Lachirs style and set with coloured
glass balls and picrced work of birds and flowers in ivory on both sides (No. 672) (Plate
18, A). Of the threc other published #ye/ in the Shosoin, one appears to be made of
whale fin (rwhalebone) (Nn. 667), and the other two (No. 674) have palms of torroise-
shell.  All these are illustrated in colour in the Vol M of the Shosoin Gomotsu Zursks.
There are no rhinoceros hoin combs in the Shosoin, although Chang Yen Yian in his
“ Record of famons painiers of all Hie dynasties > wiitten in 847 compares the crowded parts of
a landscape to the tecth of a rhinoceros horu comb with pearl inlay.”

But by far the most important objects made in rhinoceros horn in the T‘ang period

in_origin sacrificial vessels csteemed becauss of their antidotal qualitics and magical

nowers, and for that reason often decorated with Tanist scencs or emiblems cuggesting

immortality. There are four of these cups in the Shosoin, all undecorazed ; unfortun-
ately three of them do not appear to tally with the descriptions in the Kewr fsucho, the
deed of gift, which contains a detailad description of each article preserved in the re-
pository.  But one cup, a carvea korn, tapering to 2 blunt point, with a shallow bowl
and a ridge sloping down wowards the bortom, from the apex of the leaf shaped mouth,
kep: on the lower 4oor of the aliddle section, is evideatly the piece™ described in the
original deed of gitt (Plate 20, A). Two other rhinoceros hoiti cups described as
“yeliowish brown with wormholes ” are on the upper floor of the Ncrth s=ction™

# Hacuda, op. ¢fb, Nos, 27, 30, 3t and 32 on pp. 29, 11, 94 2ad 95,

* Harada, op. 2., v, 78, No. 304.

" Harada, 2. g, Nos, 663, 669, 672 aad 673,

® Wiltiam R, B, Acker, Seve arg and pre-Tlang veits on linece Peiating, p. 154, Leiden, 1944,
® Harada, op. cid., No. 3o, p. 37. -

* Tarda, No. 58, p. 2z
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(Plaic 20, B, Fig. 1 and 2). One of them, a ’tgowi with 2 rarget smpeu woutly, s
wider than che other, which has a lobed mouth and ribbed 51d\.s, but neither ot these
corresponds ia colour o weight to the t'wo cups mentioned in the deed of gift, as
tained in this cabinct ; wae of whica was whité and the other black ; both of which
removed on January 7th, 814. Arother rhinoceros horn cup or dish described
medicine vessel, very flat and shellow in appearance, is on the lower floor of the D
section (No. 140).  Its shap: is similar to one of the Ch‘ar; Sha lacquer dishes :

pi‘eh, which arc shallow Lowls with ears, but i;t lacks the ears. This piece is inscrib

ink “ examined on the 17th day of the ninth month of the 2nd year of Konin (Octobe
811) ; (weight) — 12 ryo. 2 bu.”  But thel cup recorded in this cabinet in the Ke
suchg was much lighrer, wewhmg 91y0 . 2 qu. Yet the inscription ot the cup v

emains should date it to the Tfang peried, ever. if it is not the otiginal one deposit
this part of the Repository at its inauguration.

These rhinoceros horn caps vire made by the Chineze craftsmen from the
dynasty right up to modern tirnes.  Large rumbers of them have survived, but the g;
part of them are of late date and unmar! ed ot if they are marked, inscribed with the
of a studio or individuai unkaown to us, but it may be possible when we have
kaowledge, to work ont a chronological series ulustratmg du’chcnccs of style and cu
Quite a number of pieces cxactly dated with cyclical year marks have survived fio:
reign of Wan Li (1573-1620) ard it is to thlS reign that most of the cldest pic
Furcpean collections belong, although dated pieces are exceptions to the general
Without question these cups were highly valucd by the Chinese, for sev eral exa
have been illustrated from the Chinese Palace collections.  Among them wer
exhibited in London in 1936 ; cne of them car ved with crawling dragons i in high re
which is inseribed on the base with the fdur Chinese characters Ew S Y'ﬂg .
The second shows Chang Chien, a poet of the T'ang dunasty who oracuated in
but ultimaiely retired to the mountains to live as a herniit, drifting down the Ya
in his hollow tree, cngraved with a poem ftom the hand of the Emperor Chfiern Lu
Yet another carving from the Palace collection depicting C hang Chfien in his
craft, signed Yu szg" is illustrated in the Kw Kung®  This seems 16 be a very fav
motif for carvmgs in rhinoceros horn, for there are no less than three of thesc
of that subject in the Chester Beatty Co]lcctlon It also appears in Buffalo hora
third cup, decorated with the eight immortals at a drinking bout under pine tres

¥ [Hustrat:d Ceialogne of Chinese Government _xl»b:l: of tie International Exhibition of Chinese Art in
Vol. IV, Londen, 1936, p. 61, Nc. 59. |

i See Appendix,

e Op. cit. footnote 75, p. 62, No. 6e. ‘
77 Sece Appendix. ..
* Ku Kung. Vol. 27, No. 14.




Dl el ) e b AV llimidns i = O sl 00 |

'

THE CHINESE RHINOCEROS & CHINESE RHINOCEROS HORN CARVING . ;

signed by an unknown crafisman 1i7er Sh7* i< illustrated in the K7 Kung. Yet another
Palace cup is reproduced by Ferguson in his “ Swvey of Chinese Ars.”®s
I cannot, vnfouunatclv, reproducc an entirely relnb‘e example of Sung “hinoccros
horn carving, but the simple uncarved cup (Plate 25, A, Fig. 2) with inscribed'scal ““ Hisian
Ho nien ¢hid” (i.c. made in the Hsian Ho period (1119-1126), the last but one of the seven
mien pao of the famous Sung Emperor Hui Tsuing, painter and cqlligmplur) must either
I think, be of the period of the mark, or a careful later representanon of a Sung origiral.
And there is in the collection of Sir Chester Beatty a curious cup (Plate 215 B) \\1thout
any decoration with the surface simulating the batk of a tree with an overlapping fold
on one side, inscribed on the base with the same two Chinese characters I.wr;z Hy»
# But it is unusual to write a x/en hae, without including the words * year ” and “ made,”
" and one cannot be certain that this is not either a reproduction or some hallmark of a
later date, while Doctor Chéng Té-k‘un tells me that he once saw in Szechuzn a
rhihoccros cup, carved with winged clephants in slight relief, which was ascribed to the
Sung dyna*‘t although this motif is more readily associated on porcelain with the Ch'éng
Hua period of the Ming dvmva No Yiiar rhinoceros cups have, to my knowledge,
been identified as yet, ‘.lthough it is recorded in the Yian Shib that z court atelicr was
csmbusncu for workers in rhinoceros and ivory under this dynasty.®r  This atclier
seemss to have made couches, implements and girdle ornaments for the Royal Househoid,
either of or inlaid with *hmocexo\ hom. An official was put in charge of this workshop
in 1283, who received a further assisiant in 1288, and controlled a labour force of a
hundred and fifty men. It shonld be mentioned in passing that the silver representation
of Chang Cb‘u,n drifting down the Yangtze in his log boat, whicli is reproduced opposite
the rhinoceros horn carving of the same subject in the Chinese Illustrated Catalogue
of the Burlingion House Exhibition in 1936 (see footnote 76a), is dated by the Chinese
to the Yiian period, aithough the Chinese text does not suggest that either of the rhine-
# ceros Lorn representations of this subject, in the same Catalogue, are of similar date.
. Another example of this theme in silver belonging to Sir Percival David was shown ‘ -
recently in an exhibition of the Arts of the Mongol period in the ritish Museum.
The carlicst dated Ming picce of rhinoceros horn, which has come.to my notice
is the boat-shaped cup with 2 Hsian Té matk in the Menasce Collection (Plate 21, C aad i
D). There secms every reason 1o accept this picce as of the perind of its mark, until some
good reason appears to disprove it.  For it stands qaite 2part botk: in shape and catving ‘
from any of thz other dared Ming cups I have encountered. Sir Percival Darvid, I :
Lelieve, has a thineceros horn bell, with some claims to be of early Ming date, and there ‘

"s—-\VT- -

#® See Appendix.

# Ku Kung. Vol 16, No. 18,

e Johr Fergusen,  *“ Swrrey of Chinese Ari,” PL 193,

1 See \ppendix, -

22 Yiiaa Shih. Ch. 90, p. 5. Ch'ien Lung edition (Laufer).
i1
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are in the Nicholas Brown Collection in the Fogg Museum two rainoceros hor
ups ; one, with a cover which may have been added later, which lecks th ¢
n sthc (Plate 21, A). Many thinoceros horn carvings dated wih cvelical vear
of the Wan Li pericd have survived. Among them perhaps the best known i
belonging to Madaime Wannieck of Paris, which is dated by an inscriptien t¢ the
year of Wan Li (1580}, and which was exlibited at Burlington Heuse in 1936“ (Plazt
This piece has dragon handles. Anocther cup dated to the sam? vear in the
Wan Li is in the Muscum voor Land en Volkenkunde iz Rotterdam (Piate 22, D ¢
While a rhinoceros horn figure of Kuanyin seated on a rock in the Fogz A
Bostoa, is inscribed as a gift by ““ The disciple Mi Wan Chung jovfully offerec
Chin Kang Tung (temple) in Chiu Hua Shan on the 12th day of the 5rd month
Chi Hai year of Wan Li,” which corresponds to the 26th year of Wan Li, which
(I’late 22,A). Mr Wan Chung was a well-knowa painter in the late bMing perio
dicd in 1628.% A large number of rhinoceros horn cups found their way to |
in the 16th and early 17th centuries, and many of them probably belong o the
period, although the bulk of them are unmarked and uncertainly doceraeniea. Al
the earliest of them must be the cups in the Hanshurg Coilections, P’lrf of whic
brought together by the Armduke Ferdinand of Tyrol (152¢-1595) and ti c E
Rudolf 11 (1522- 1612) who collected exotic objects for their  curiosity ” cal
the former in the Castle AAmbras in the Tyvrol, and rne latter at Hradcany in |
Dr Schuseika of the Kunsthistorictics Museum in Vienna informs me thar the
among the inventoties of these cabinets several references to rhinoceros hor:
but that the descriptions are so vague, that it is impossible to identify most ¢f
‘The greater part of both these collections has passed into the keeping of the
historiches Museum in Vienna, where they have been allocated 2 special room.
these collections arc five rhinoceros horn cups. The first of thesess ( PL.Le 23,A),
is still at Ambras, Dr Schuseika believes niay be identified, alrmost without a
with cup Ne. 373z in the inventory of the Castle Ambras Kunst-Kammer o
folic 358, for there is only one rhinoceros horn cup in this inventory, but litd
information about its provenance can be obtained from this quarter, alihot
Schuselka assures me according to the inventory it is of rhinoceros horn, zlthoua
still scems some doubt on this point. One English connoisseur who has scen,
handied it assured me it is of buffalo horn. Wolfgang Born in his article in the 5
Magazine mcrely ailudes to this cup as 2 horn vessel, and savs thar according
Catalogue it is of Persian 16th century work, which seems very improbable. If ¢
s0 it is unique. It has a silver gilt cover chased in relief with birds and beasts on

ﬁ

& Imcrnational Exhibition of Chinese Art, London, 1935/36, No. 2929.
& Q. Siren.  Histery of Later Chinese Painting, Vol. 11. pp. i-2.

85 See Wolfgang Born. Some Eastorn Olg/cm Jrom the Hapsburg Collections. ** The Burlington M:
December, 1936, oppositc p. 270 Fi. 1.B.
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ground planted with vines. A recumbent lion, soldered onto the top as a finial, has been
added later. Born implies that the cover is also 16th century Persian work, but reponssé
work is unknown in the Safavid period in Persia, although the lion finial could be of
Persian mediaeval date.  South Russian workmanship of the 18th century for both cover
and finial seems more proballe, whatever the date of the metal foot, which according to
Born is of Dutch workmanship of the 16th century.

The second of thesc cups®¢ (Plate 23,C) has 2 silver gilt base of Europezn workman-
ship of the t6th or 17th century which is probably dated, but the mark has not vet been
" identified. A bezoar stone is attached to the inside of the goblet. Healing quzlities
are associated with this stone, which is reputed to have the same antidotal values as
Prhinoceros horn. The carved exterior of this cup represents a landscape with water
birds and flowering trees, which is not uncommon among these cups. Wolfgang Born
calls"this design a representation of Paradise with the tree of life ; ““a health bringing
design ‘with a mythological origin.” Whatever the scene, it is almost certainly Taoist
in origin and may represent one of the Isles of the Blessed. Representations of immortals
and the Taoist islands of inunoctality are common motifs on rhinoceros horn cups.
These threc imaginary islands were sapposed to be situated in the castern seas off the
coast of Kiangsn. They were called Péng-lii Shan; Fang Chang and Ying Chou
and they were said to be inhabited by immortals, who fcd on the gems scattered 2long
their shores and drank from a fountain of life, which sprang from z jade rock. The
sacred fungus or Zng chin, the emblem of immortality, grew there in abundance and the
long-haired tor:oisc and the cranc lived there, which were other emblems of longevity.
“ These islands became a favouzite theme for artists and voets, who delighted ia poriraying
the mysterious world of fantastic palaces set in romantic scenery and peopled with
members of the Taoist mythology.”s

Of the other three rhinoceros horn cups in this collection, one has a silver filigree
"oct of 17th century Enropean workmanship and the body is decorated with 4 vine in
relief*s (Plate 23, B) ; whercas the second cup is octagonal in shave, with a shailow
carved diaper ground, which according to Born symboiises the eucth.®? (Plate z3,D).
The last of the rhinoceros cups in the Hapsburg Colicction is translucent in ~olouy with
irregular dark browa spots® This cup is lacquered and painted in red 2and green
with a design of cypresses and big leaves and medallions in gold (Piate 24,D). This
cup has been described as probably of Indian workraanship, and made in Kashmir
frem a metal chape. “ Cups of this shape,” says Born, *are numerous among the

88 Bora, op. it Pl 1.C,

e P Yeus. Symbolism in Chiness Art. pp. 17-18.

» O, Born, More Eastern Objecis formerly i th: Hapsbiirg Culiections. * The Bu:lington Magazine,”
Augst, 1939, opposite p. 69, PL [LB.

& VW, Born,  Mere Eusterr: Odiects, erc., op. ¢it., Pl ILE, opposite . 6g.

w T, Rom.  More Ecstern Cjzcls, et op. cit.. PLILA, opposite p. 69.
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so-called Bidri works, made of black amalgam, inlaid with gold, silver and p
stones.”  There were several centres of production of Bidri work in India he
ore at Bidan in Hyderabad and anotner ar Srinagar in Kashmir, “where obiecis ol
or papicr maché were previded with Jacquer decoration.  But the designs on i
also show affinity to those on some of the Persian slipwase dishes of the 17th ¢
and one would be rrluctant to dismiss a Persian provenance as 2 possible alter
Born dates this cup to the second half cf the 17th century, but it may weil b
Unfortunately it is evident that not only are the old descripnons in' the Ha
.inventories too general to permit satisfactory identification from them, but that
were added to these coilections at a iater date. For a Sinhalese ivory fan fue
same collection can scarcely be older than the first half of the 18th centvry. Tl
ciher rhinoceros horn cup of Indian origin, which I have seen, is the boat
thinoceros cup,” almost certainly of Imperial Mogul craftsraanship now in the
Collectien in the British Museum (Plate 24,B). In this piece an Indian origin
evigent. One wonders whether this cup has any connection with the boat
rhinoceros horn cup described in the Memoirs of Babur, Emperor of Hindust
great Turk conqueror of Northern India at the beginning of the 16th century, a
in his possession. It is cut very thin, thinner than anv Chinese cup T have encot
and the shape might be casily found in a Mogul jade cup.  The dappled e
the horn gives it the anpearance of torcoiscshell when held ro the light.
mystery why, when there are so many references e the value of the horn in
literature, no other Indian cup of this kind is known ? But Caiamann writes
there is in the University Museum Phiiadelphia a rhino cup decorated with av
Vishinu, in small compartments round the border, which he thinks may be of D
. ot Indian workmanship.,  There are however, in the Ethnographical section
British Muscum, (wo smali rhinoceros horn cups witi stems, which were acg
Omdurman by Dr N, L. Corkhill of the East Aden Protectorate in 1932 2nd 3
by the Musenm ir 1936.  These are of a yellowish colour streaked with grey,
the colour of most rhinoceros horn when it has been recentlj?cut and polish
before it has acquired the golden tint of old Chinese cups by loag polish a
According to Corkhill these cups are of Arab workmanship and were used as ant!
poison, in particular snake and scorpion virus, Two larger and rather older
cups, belenging I think to the same family are in my possession (Plate 26,B, FF
Both these and the Corkhill cups have been turned on the wheel, and must be of
age. Mrs Webster Plass, whose collection of African Lthnographical speci
well known, tells me she has seen similar cups to minc in Abyssinia, where th
also acquired the same reputation as antidotes to poison.  She was told, she «
the older specimens were not turned on the wheel, but the more modern on

ot W. Born, op. ¢it., More Eastern Objects, ctc., PL. L.C.

12 Memairs of Zahr-ed-din Mubammed Babur, Translated by Leyden and Erskine, revised by Lu
London, 1921, Vol II, p. 329, *
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She thinks that thesc cups were more Likely to have becn of Arabian than African manu-
facture. Unfortunately the Ethnographicel Department can find no zeference to the
use of these cups in any book on the Ethnogiaphy of North East Africa and the Sudan.

Rhinoceros horn cups of European craftsmanship are not unknown.  One of these,
in the shape of a classical vase decorated with swags of grapes carved in relief appeared
in Sotheby’s sale room on the 17th Feb, 1956, Lot 74 ““ Curiosities;” this vase (Plate 26,E)
is probably of German or Italian workmanship and ecither late 18th or carly 19th century
in date. It is now in the collection of Mr Raymond johnes.

Besides the boat-shaped Indian cup there are three other rhinoceros cups in the Sleane
Collection,*'® all of which must date to earlier than 1753 (Plate 24, A, Fig. 1, 2 and ;). " One
of these, Sloane label No. 158, to which I have alrcady referred, is not unlike onc of the
~ Ihpsburfr cups, for it is also decorated with dragons and a dragon handle, and 2 lozenge
pattern on the body, which has in this casc becn gilded. The orher two Chinese
rhinoceros cups in the Sloane Collection are No. 143 and No. 172. Number 172
(Biate 248-A, Fig. ») is guite simple in shape, but not so carefully or elegantly carved as
the piece in the Shosoin, which is of about the same size. It is extremely difficult to
date this piecc because of the simple shape and lack of decoration, but the other two Sloane
cups might well date to the Wan Ei period.

Another riinoceros horn cup with a history attached to it is in the Ashmolean
Museum, Oxford (Plate 24, C). It comes from the Tradescant Collection, from a
“ closet of vanitics ” formed by John Tradescant the Elder, which was presented to thz
University by Elias Ashmole in 1682.  As John Tradescant dicd in 1632, this cup might
well belong to the reign of T‘ien Chi (1621-27) or Chung Chéng (1628-1643), for it
is rather more roughly carved and freer in design than the dated Wan Li picces, which
I have discussed.  The outside is carved with hibiscus blossam in relief. A not dis-
similar cup, with a quite genuine but rattier poor Augsburg mount, is in my own collection.

There must have been other cups in anland in this period.  For there is for instance
™, the MS Cat walogue of an  Imentory of the Kiigs goods and Furviture sold by the rebels in

1649,” under the headmg The Tewer Upper Jeweli Honse the following —
“178. A Rhinoceros hor cnp, graven with figures with a golden foot,
weighing 8 ounces, valued att 106f .0 . o. Sold Arm Lacy 14th Dec 1649
for 12£.

A large collection of thes: rhinoceros cups wes in the hands of Crown Prince
Rupprecht of Bavaria ; both these and some others displayed in the Vélkerkunde
Museum in Munich seem to have belonged to Ludwig I (1788-1868) and so faras I can
discover no -ne'u histosy is attached to ihem, althovgh the owner does not wish them to
be pdbhshcd. Vet another two arc in the Pitti Palace in Florence. My letter addressed
to the Director of the Museura asking for information about them remains up to date

75 Sec British Muscum Quurcerly, Vol XVIIL 19535, Oriontu Auisqities from the Sloane Collection i the
British Ausora:,
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TRANSACTIONS OF THL CRIENTAL CERAMIC SCCIE

unanswered ; but I hav¢ reason to believe the regisier of the Museani does not go |
to l\*" e 1880, and it s POJ.JDI': that [Ustory of thelr acquisivion 15 nOU knowi.
Maiesty the King of Sweden tells me he has scen these two cups, but was not abl
obmm phozogmpns of them and that his attemprs to elicit their hivtcny from the I
authoriiics have been no .oore successiul than my own.  And it is possible tha: fur
rhinoceros horn caps w hich came over to Europe in the early seventeenth century m
be rus 10 ground in Portugal or Spain.

Of the more modern EL-opcm collections there are scventy-seven of these -
in the possession of the Maseum veor Land ea Volkenkunde in Rotterdam. Dr €
informs me that-four of them are inscribed. Among them is No. 29367, dated ro
8th vear of Wan Li (A.D. 1580) which I have already mentioned.  Another -
No. 29341, is signed Pe Himge* and a thira, No. 29344 “ made by Hu Hiing Yii
and the fourth cup No. 29364 “ Hao Ming prezous collection” A most interes
thinoceros horn carving in the same collection of a palace set among rocks, prob
again the Taoist Islands of the Blest (No. 29771) is inscribed on the base “ o 184
of Ming Aling,” which is the z/en hao of Yvan Fa K'iao, the second king of the X
dynusty in Annam and the date of -the piece is 1839 (Plate 22, B).

T America there is 4 large collection of thcse rhinecercs cups in the Field Mus
of Narural H1<tor§ , Chicago, wh.ch came from John T. Mitchel in 1923. Only tw
them are insctived, Mr Kenncth Starr informs me.  One with the name of 2 m
wwhich is difficult to read, and the other, a not particularly attractive picce fron
photograph is in the sh'ipe of a bronze chiieh with three legs and a hmdle engr:

“ the nintly antummn qf Ch'den Laig (1744) ” and the words “ Liang Kuang Cher Po” w
can be translated “ bright and splendid precious pearl ” (Flate 76 Q).

An cven large cellection was bequeathed by Mrs John Nicholas Brown, to
Fogg Museum, Boston where Mr Richar Edwards has been indefatigabie in suppt
me with photograrhs and in reading inscriptions.  Among these besu:les the figut
Kwan Yin dated t© 1599, is a cup inscribed “ Handed down oy T Ch'nang,”s* (Plate 2
Fig. 1), which is the Jao of Wan Ch‘ien (1753-1813), 2 bibliophile and poet and frien
the collector Hung Plei-lieh. He came from Haining ir. Chekiang.  Another
mscmb»d “ Clo:id goblet ball.’#s (Plate 25, D, Fig. 2).  Twro othersareinscribed respecti

“ wiade by Sheng Fn Kung,”s" (Plate 25, C, Flg. 2) and ““ by Lin Ssu Nung,s® (Plate 2.
Fig. 1), an oflicial title of the \Iinistry of Revenue.  While yet another cup is engr
with a figure holding a flower, perhaps Hsi Wang Mu, Queen of the Tzoist fcur\»hno
PhOCﬂL\, into which red, green and white pigments have been rubbed. (Pl.t“ 26
Besides the cups there is in this collection a razor-like instrument with a metal b
probably a betal nut cuatter, with a rhinoceros horn handle carved at the base in the s
of a horse with 2 monkey for a finial, probably from Greater India. (Plate 26, D). 1
are also some rhinoceros horn ladles, and chopsticks, the existence of which is menti

2 to % See Appendix,
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in Tfang times by Tu Fu, the poet in his poem “ The Sware of Beanty.” Most of the
pieces in this colleciion belong to the Ch'ing dynasty.

Among some hundred and eighty rhinoceros horn cups belonging to Sir Chester
Beatty at the Beatty Library in Dublin, are besides the cup inscribed Hstian Ho, one
inscribed P4 ing Yn Ko® and another “ respectfully offered by yonr disciple Chiang Jen Hsi 1o
There was a Ch'ing carver Chiang Jen, who may have been the man in question.  There

@ 2iso in this collection what appears to be 2 rhinoceros horn brush pot covered with
nguras of Immortals under pines in high relief, and with a long inscription on the base
to say that it was carved by imperial order, but giving no date or name of the carver.
This piece might belong to as early as the K‘ang Hsi period.

As time goes on we shall no doubt be able to identify the carvers of many of these

rhinoceros hern cups, whose names and studios aze at present z clcsed book te us.
~ Mr Casal says that the production of these cups continued up to Tao Kuang times (Le
died in 1850) and then suddenly ceased. But I do not know the evidence for this statemnent.
A.great number of these cups, particularly the coarser specimens, which have little merit,
are of Cantonese workmanship ; for Canton is often mentioned as the centre of the trade,
and made pieces both for the heme market and for export.  We know the Dutch
exported Rhinoccros horn 0 Japan in the 17th century, but I have ncver hicard that the
]apmesc ever carved cups for themselves,  Others again almost certainly come from
Foochow, for in this province at Té¢huoa were made large numbers of small white porcelain
cups in the shape of mmi;turc rhinocerss horn vessels ; many of these must have been
made about 170c..  But besides the artisan craftsman there were certainly gifted amateus
pmirvers vsing this medium, and some of the eighteenth century cups are most elaborate
works of art.  The early cups were without question iibation vessels, but by the rcign
of Ch‘ien Lung (1736-96), they had become little more thar vehicles for the carver’s
virtuosity.:

9 See Appeudix.

1w See Appendix.

10 The reputation of one of their artists, a Mr. Yu, who lived in the reign of K‘ang Hsi (1662-1722) has
been recorded as foliows @ * A certain person surnamed Yu of this district (i.e. Wu-hsi) excelled in
carving and engraving rhinoceros-horn, ivory, jale and stonc into ornaments and playthings. His
brilliant and ~:quisite workmanshin was ranked tirst in Sucnou, Ch* angchou and Huchou.  When
he was a vouth, a relative of his had a rhinnceros horn cup which was greatly treasured.,  His fz2ther
admired the cup and bozrowed it. It happened that there was a rhinceros horn at haad 2nd the vouth
made an exact copy bur its appearance was not tfinished and thereupon he pounded the plant balsam
and dyed it as one dyes one's finger nails,  The imitation becawe rummgumhal :le from the original,
and when it v-s taken to his reiative, the laiter could not sce the difference herween the two and
accordingly, It “vas known as * vu Rhinvceros-burn Cup.”  In the middle of the K'ing hsi- pLH(“u
ke was summoned to the P.LS.\\, and later on in his old - age he resigned and returned home,  He said
that when he was in the Pzalace, bz was civen a pc;xr' and QdeT\.Q 6 engrave che Ch xl-pl Faon iz
As the pearl was small and Lard he thouw‘\ that ic was ditheult to do,  Then he was giver a pair of
spectacles, and w hen he trw:u e use his kalfe ke coa‘d see very 1°~r¢v and did not gatice the small
space and he cou's use ais knife raore easily than aver betore. ‘From the -u/.m: I\..J I Ska Cheng Lue,
ch. z, p. 17b, written by Li Fang ia 1911, reprinted 1914, Urfortunately Yu’s work is, as far as I know,
naidentifizd.

37

U

e T ST S .




TRANSACTIONS GF THE QRIENTAL CERAMIC SCCTy

1

T had originally intended, but time does not permiy, to close this lciure with a f

be) ’

remarks about Chinesc carvings in tortoiseshell and vwairus ivory.,  For these t

substances, together with the bill of the nornbiil, shure the same reputatica among
as

Chincs rhinoceros horn for their supposea propertics in deweening poisont™ |
iis

c

origin of this superstition, which is common ro 2! three, and the extent te which it ¥
shared by other Near Eastern-ana Far Eastern peouples would provide a furiher fascinati
study for research by those who ~re interested in the bye patl.. of Chinese Art.

103 What was the origin one wonders of the superstition prevalent in the Near Bast aad Buraiz and &

that Celador dishes were proot against poison 7 "Uhis superstiticn does ncr seem o have been b
by the Chinese.  Why was it neld so long in the Near East and when did it d 1~ out 7 Asiatesas
the Nabob of the Carnatic writing ts the “Governor of Madras, asked for the “ dishes called Ghor
which break when poysor is put into them,”
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THE CHINESE RHINOCEROS AND CHINESE
RHINGCEROS HORN CARVING
ILLUSTRATIOCNS

PLATE 15

A Stone figure of a Rhinoceros, Possibly
Shung-Yin, but probably Chou. Length
2} in, Heighr 1in.

British Misewm Collection

B The two Chinese characiers ss7 and bs/ which
have besn applied to the Rhinoceros.

C Rhinoceros bronze Hsf Tsun, inscri~ed on the
bottom with =7 characters,  Late Shang-Yin
or carly Chou. Length 14fin. Height
81 in. Arery Brandage Collection, Chicago

PLATE 16

A Two bronze lvnch pins in the form of
Rhinoceros heads. Chou or later.  Height
4.8in, The British Musenim Collection

B Bronzcfigure of Rhinoceros.  DProbably an.
Length 3 in, Hefght 1.4in,
The Musée Royasize Courcedion, Brusseis

C Pottery romb figure of a Rhinoceros. Han
or slightly laicr. Length 11,5 in. (the horn
is restored),

The Vietoria and Albers Musewm Collection

PLATE 17

A Pair of Rhinoceros horn fish amulets.  Scales
outlined in geold : mouths picrced with a
silver ring. Probably ornaments suspended
from therash. Length 1.4in.  Harada Cata-
logue No. 250. The Shosoin

B Rhinoceros horn containers (gosw) used as
pendant ornaments. Fig. 1 in the shape of
a miniature Rhinoceros horn with shitan wood
lid carved in floral design. Length about
sin. Figs. 2 and 5 square, with lids. The
original cords used for suspending them from
the belt exist,  Abour 1.z in. squarz. Harada
Catalogue No. s21. The Shosoin

C & D Rhinoceros horn girdle ornameats. Some
square and some cliptic, with one side cut
off in & straighr line, attached to tragments of
a moleskin girdie with a silver buckle, which
belonged to the Emperor Shemu. No
measurements given., Harada Catalogue
No. 26. The Shosoin

PLATE 19

PLATE 18

A Nyoi or Buddhist sceptre wiili palm of Rhino-

ceros hora (in two pieces). Theivery handle
suined vermilion and biue carved in the
bachrs style, set with coloured glass balls, and
pierced work of flowers and birds in ivory.
The lines of demarcation in gold and the
edge in marquetry. This, the longest nysf
in the collection, is about :9.7in. Hzrada

talogue No. 672. Tle Shosoin

Nyoi of Rhinocerds horn, decorated on both
sides with glass and rock crystal balls, with
dark blue stone at the top of the handle. The
nandie carved with the word *‘ To-daji ™,
iclaid with red pigment. No dimensions
given. Harada Catulogue No. 669,

The Shosvin

C Rhinoceros korn footrule, used as a measur-

ing stick. Divided into te. divisions, five
of which are subdivided into halves 2nd the
other five into ten subdivisions. Engraved
lines in red, covered with gold leaf. Length
11.6 in. Harada Cawlogue Ne. 364.

The Shosoin

7

A Two pairs of Tosw (small knives to stick in

the girdle), with handles of Rhinoceros hora ;
one witn sheaths of sinks wood painted with
floral designs in silver, with fragments of
original braided cord.  No dimesasions given.
Harada Caralogue No. 432, Nous, 23 and 24.
The Shosoin

Pair of Tesw with Rhinoceros horn hilts,
decorated with silver scrolls set with beads
and pearls. Wooden tag attached inscribed
* dedicated by Tachibana Fugea ”. Length
9.1 in. Harads Catalogue No. 432, No. 7.
The Shosoin

Tosu with Rhinoceros horn hilt, lacquered
mounted in gold with florai scrolls set avith
rock crystai and glass balls, some of which
arc new. Length 14.6 in, Harada Catalogue
No. 432, No. 7. . Tk: Shosoin



PLATE 20

A A Khinoceros horn cup in the North case of

the Lower Floor of the Middle Scction,
shaped like a curved horn tapering to a blunt
point, with a shallow bowl. Width 2.8 in.
Height 3.4 ir. Harada Catalogue No. 4o1.

: The Shosoin

Twe Rhinoceros horn cups in the North case
of the Upper Floor of the North Section.
The Kemmotsucho mentions two Rhinoceros
horn cups as being contained in this cabinet,
but thesz do not correspond with them.
Fig. 1. Diam. 4in. Height 1.7in, Fig. 2

Diam. 6.1in. Height 2 in. Tlarada
# Caulogue Ne. 38, The Shosoin
PLATE 21

A Rhinoceros horn stem cup and cover with
finial,*the cover perhaps added later. Total
Height 6.6 in.

Tke Fogg Muzeum of Art, Cambridge, US.A.

B Rhinoctros horn cup with incised mark on the
base ©“ Hsiian Ho ”, one of the sées bao of the
last but one Emperor of the Northern Surg
dyrasty who reigned from 1119 tO 1120,
Length 6 in.  Height 3.7 in.

Sir Chester Beatty Collection

C & D Side view and base of a Rhinoceros

horn cup, with the wien hao of Hsiian Té¢
(1426-35) ; probably of the period of the
mark. ILength 6}in. Height zin.

George F. 2> Menasce Collectan

PLATE 2:z

“ ®:  Rhincceros horn figure of Kuan Yin pouring,

water from a vase, with aitendant figure.
Inscribed en the base = Jovfully offered by
the desciple Mi Wan-chung to the Chin Kang
“ung on Chiu Hua Shan in the Chi Bai year
of Wan Li (1599) srd. month 1st. day”
Length 4 in. HMeight 3in.

The Fogg Mussum of Art, Caribridge, US.A.

Rhinoceros ho:n sculpture of one of the
Taoist Islands of the Blessed. Annamese
work inscribed ‘¢ 18th, year of the Ming
Ming ” (1835). This is the wien bao of Yvan
Fa K'iaon, the second King of the Ming
dynasty ‘n Annam, Dimensions unknown.
The Muscers voor Land en Velrenkands,
Retzerdam

Rhinoceros k:-n cip, with key {ret border
to lip, aad bro.ze patern 0a body in ciight
velier. Inscribed © %:h. vear of Wan Ia™
{1§80). Diznu 5.5 n.
Mzdame Wan

i Colleesion, Peris

D & E Rhinoceros horn cup. inscribed “ 8th

year of Wan Li (1580) ” and ** treasured in
the collection of Féng Ming . Width 7 in.
Height ¢ in.

The Musenm voor Land en Volkenkunde,
. Rotterdam

PLATE 23

A Horn or Rhinoceros horn cup with siiver-gile

cover. “* DPessian work, 16th century, with
Dutch mount of same period ” (Wolfgang
Born). Height 8.2 in.

Hapiburg Collzction, Castle Ambras, The Tyrol

Rhinoceros horn cup, with foot of silver
filigree ; Curopean werkmanship from the
17th century. Cup, Chinese 17th century.
Height 2.9 in.

The Kunsthistorisches Muserm, Vienna

Carved Rhinoceros horn cuyp, with bezoar
stone inside and European silver base of the
1Cth or 17th cemury. Cup, Chinese 17th
ceptury. Height 5.1 in.

The Kuirsthistoriches Macenm, Vienna
Carved Rhinoceros hora cup.  Chineze 137th
century.  Heighi s in.

The Kursthistoriches Muscuin, Vienna

PLATE 24

A Rhinoczros horn cups from the collsction of

Sir Hans Sloane, acquired by the British
Museumn in 1753.

Fig. 1. Dragon handle and diaper pattern
on body in relief picked out in gold. Diam,
at mouth § in,  Height 3 in.

Fig.z. Undecorated. Diim. at mouth sin,
Heigh. 33 in.

Fig. 3. Dragon handle in high relief ; body
decorated with Fee F/:d mask in low relief,
Diam. at mouth 5.3 in. Height 5.5 in.

Bear shiaped Rhinoceros horn cup of Indian
work of the Mogul period. 17th century.
Diam. 6 in. Height 2% in.

Sloars Collection, Btitish Musenm, 1753

Rhinoceros horn cup, decorated with hibiscus

flowers and stems in high relief. Diam.

5.3 in.  Height 3.5 in.

Tradescant Collection, The Asmoizan Aluscam,
Gecford.  Preseried, 1683

1 Rhinoceros nora cup, painied and lacquered

with a cypress tree design porhaps afier a

Pewsian slipware dish, in gnld, -ed. green

“and white. Persian or Indian work, :7th

ceatury. heipit z.7in.
The Kunsrhictos

ches Museins, Vienra
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PLATE 25

Rhin

A

B

D Fig. 1.

Brepn Colleciion

The Fogg Auscrr of Art, Cambridee, US. A

oreros farn aljects s the Nieholz

Fig. 1. Cup carved with twinins sters,
flowers and leaves in high relict,

insect,

Height z.1in.

Fig. 2. Bowl with inscribed sesl * made in
the veriod of Hsii,m Ho™”™ (i119-1126).

Dizm. at mouth 4.8 in. Height 2.7in.

Box and cover. Lid carved with

Fig. 1.
dragons in low relief. Diam. 2.z in. Height
1.4 1n.

Fig. 2. Six sided cup, decorated with bands

of incised key fret at lip and foot. Width

3.9in. Height 4.2 in,

Cup with handle, carved in a raised
bronze pattern and
Diam.

Fig. 1.
design after 2 Chinese
inscribed ““made by Liu Ssu Nung ",
3.4in.  Height 2.8 in.

Fig. 2. Cup o= four feet, reminiscent of an
archaic bronze ¢b/a, decorated with dragons
and ribs in high relief ; body in low relief
afier a Chincse bronze pattern. Iascribed
“ made by Sheng Fu Kung ”. Diam. 3.71in.

Height to top of handle 5.9 in.

Cap, carved with a lotus bat.d round
the base in relief, and three dragons, the
largest  forming the handle. Inscribed
“ Handed dowa by T‘uv Chuang.” Width
at handle j.1in. licight ;.8 in, )

-~ ST T

D Fig. 2.

Rhinoceros hora cap with handle of
e dreg rons in high -2 ‘m. TBedy decozated

with s 798 ma 4—: nd with bands of

hanging laaves, in \ow relicr.  imseribed
*Clowd Goblet Hail ”, Widih handle

vy-

6.2 in.  Height 4.7 in.

BLATE 25

A

o]

@]

Rhinoceros hern cup, with design of Hsi
Wang Mu with attendant, and a p“oem\ in
2 garden.  The outlines picked out in white,
ud blue and green pigments.  Length 6.8in,

Height 74» m.
The Fogg Musewrz of Art, Cambridge, U.S.A.

Two Rhinoceros hsin cups, turned eon the
wheel.  Arab work probably from the Sudan.
Fig. 2. Width 4.2 in.  Ileignt 2.7 in.
Author’s Collection

Rhinoceros horn cup in a form rameriscent
of a bronze chieh. Inscribed “ gth au ‘tuma
of Chfien Lung (:764) made for lrn"\“rw‘ use”
and *“a Dn[’ht and spleadid p..a:l Diam,
2t mouth 4.8in. Heicht 3 in.

The Field Musenm: of Nutral History, Chicago

Betal nut cutter, with mictal blade attached
2 Rhinoceros hom handlz in the shape of

a horsc with 2 menkey as a fisial.  Probably

from Greater India. Lcnmu w0 finial §.5 .n.

The Fogg Musewm of Art, Canbridge, U.S..

Rhinoceros hora urn of Imalian or German
workmaanship late 18th ar early 19th century.
Height 1o in, Raynrond Jebnes Colicgticn
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