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also had a John Dory brought me, taken on this coast, which induces
thie belief that it is only want of proper fishing tackle, and the pro-
ceeding to fish in sufficiently deep water, that prevents our oftener
meeting with these and other rare inhabitants of the sea. The
man would deserve well of his country, who could invent the means
of catching in plenty Ray’s Toothed Gilt-kead, which would scarcely
::giﬁre a Quin to establish its character as a delicious luxury of the
e.

Pennant’s amended description in_last edition of British Zoology
being pretty accurate, 1 shall repeat it, with some alterations.

¢ It is a deep fish, formed like a Roach, twenty-two inches long,
eight broad, and grows slender towards the tail. The eyes large,
like those of quadrupeds ; in the lower jaw two rows of teeth, sharp
as needles, with some stronger canine teeth in front; in the up

er a
single row only ; the aperture of the gills large ; the body with large
wﬁes, resembling silver mail, darker on the back, in thye midle’:%f
which is one fin, extending almost to the tail; the first rays high,
the rest low and jagged ; behind the vent another corresponding, but
less; both fins covered with the silver scales.”—Rays’ dors. 34;
pect. 19-17 ; vent. 5-6 ; anal 22-29 ; caud. 24; branch. 7.

‘Willoughby’s figure, which must have been taken from his friend
Ray’s original specimen, is, on the whole, very accurate, though rather
short, and the fins have been jagged or torn.

66. Skuir and TootH of NARWHAL,* or UNICORN WHALE.
(Monodon Monoceros, Lin.)

This subject is curious, from the connexion of the cranium with
the tooth. The latter is 5 feet 8 inches from its exsertion at
the jaw, where it protrudes through the upper lip of the animal.
Louger teeth are seen. There are no marks of the rudiment of
another tooth on the opposite side of the jaw, the bone being quite
solid, which is a proof of its being an adult, or full-grown anima?, as
in the young there are said to be always two teeth. Occasionally
these are found in the old whale, as a specimen of a skull with two
teeth was formerly in the Leverian Museum, the figure of which is
to be found in Skaw's Zool. Lectures. The lower jaw is wanting.
These animals are found in northern seas, along with the different
species of Balene. I received this article direct from a nautical
friend. A stuffed specimen of this species was exhibited in this
neighbourhood a few years ago, about 15 feet in length. They are
said to grow to 40 feet.

The tooth of this animal is what was commonly exhibited, and was

* Which means Flesh-eater, so called by the Icelanders, because it is be-
lieved to feed on carcasses (Bochart de Reem, p. 955). ¢ Nar, signifies a
carcass, or dead body, according te Valentine in his Mus. Museorum.—
The-Narwhal is said to pursue and attack other Whales, and plun&i g its
tooth into their belly up to the mouth, suck the blood and humours.” ~See
Phil. Tr. for 1738. Abr. vol. viii. p. 160. It was not necessary, however,
to refer to this propensity to account for the intelerable stench of an Uni-
corn fish taken in 1736, in the Duchy of Bremen, as'Dr. Steigertahl does
in the account of it, which is sufficiently overpowering in the Whales, that
feed on milder food, which I have experienced, in more than one instance,
of Whales brought into harbours on this coast.—Ed.
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formetly believed to be the hom of the fictitious animal, the Uni-
corn, and is copied by the heraldic painters, who have plwed it on
the forehead of a Horse, with the legs and cloven hoofs of a Deer, and
the tail and mane of a Lion, thereby justifying Homee s criticism on
a similar monstrous invention.

¢ Spectatum admrissi, risum teneatis, amici ?*’
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though

- aennant aaas swiftness, which is not a scriptural properg,
tesias and

well suited to the Rhinoceros, and attributed to the Unicorn by
his followers.

Bell. Gall. lib. vi. 28.

Heb. Lex. p. 748.

Or rather, two horns, the word being in the Dual. Number Bock.

Hh



238 RECENT ACQUISITIONS (F).

of Unicorns,” per Enallagen numeri, and agreeably to the text of the
. Samaritan Pentateuch.—Vide Deut. xxxiii. 17. King James’s Bible.
The Vulgate has, more consistently, given in this passage cornua
Rhinocerotis, as have the Latin translations of the Syriac and Arabic
versions (See Walton’s Polyglot, i. p. 860, 861). .
The two-horned Rhinoceros (which was known to the Ro-
mans),® has been brought forward to reconcile this discrepancy, and
the conjecture is at least plausible, as the longer and shorter horn of
this animal well represents the difference between the  ten thousands
of Ephraim and the thousands of Manasseh ;’ and when we consider
that it might be known to Moses, the author of the passage, during
his residence in Egypt, the objection appears fully answered. oth
species of Rhinoceros inhabit India extra Gangem, and So. Africa
in the present day, and itis certain that their range was more extended
formerly. Sec an account of a 2-horned Rhinoceros taken in Sumatra,
in Ph. Tr. Ab. vol. xvii. and of another, by Sparmaunn, at the Cape.
It must be acknowledged that great uncertainty exists as to the
actual animal of the Scriptures, which can only be judged of by the
qualities there attributed to it. The subject has been most labori-
ously discussed by learned writers, particularly by Bootius, & learned
Dutch physician, of the reign of Charles L.4 ; and by Bochart, & French
Protestant divine, soon after, in his * Hierozoicon, er Account of
Animals of the Sacred Writings,"t the most erudite work, tEerlm.;;vs,
of modern times; but, in both instances, with more labour than suc-
cess. Both agree in denying the Reem to be either an Unicom
or a Rhinoceros, which they considered distinct animals, though
they differ in the actual animal. Bochart, wha adopts the Oryx, has
given an engraving of it from an old picture, found in Italy, repre-
senting five Deer-like animals, each with one straight horn growing
from the sidc, and not the centre, of the head. From which, and from
the account of two animals of the deer-kind, seen by Vartomanus,
at Meeca, with one horn each, it seems not unlikely that the Oryx
is, occasionally, found with only one horn, and hence the fabulous

¥ Vide Mart. de Spec. 22, where, in the lines on the Rhinoeeros exhibited

by Domitian in the shews, it is said that ¢ he throws up a Bear with his
ble horn (gemino cornu) as easily as a Bull throws foot-balls.”” Until

the two-horned Rhinoceros became re-discovered in modern times, the cor-
rectness of the text of the Roman Poet was much doubted ; some wishin,
to alter it to Urus (a Bull with two horns) instead of Ursus, an animal wi
no horns; others, to make Martial say, the Rhinocerosthrew up a double
Bear (that is, two Bears) instead of one, with his double horn! TFhe two-
horned Rhinoceros is also found on a coin of Domitian’s, which is con-
firmatory of Martial’s words, the exhibition at Rome being found wor-
thy of such distinction. See a copy of the coin in a preceding plate, taken
from Phil. Tr. for 1749. Abr. vol. ix. t. 12, which well marks the form of
the animal, without ruge on its skin ; also fgured by Pennant, in Hist. of .
Quad. ed. 1781 ; though omitted in the 8d ed., 1793.

4 Animadvertiones sacre ad textum Hebraicum V. T.—Auctore Ar-
nelde Bootio, M. D. 1 vol. 4to. 16 $4.— Vide lib. iii. cap. 1. .

t Hierozoicon sive bipertitum Opus de Animalibus Sacre Scripturee.——
Auct. Sam. Bocharto. Lond. 1663. 2. vols. folio.= Vide lib. iii. cap. 26—28.

p- l93(;—9‘75. ‘There is a 2d ed. by F. C. Rosenmuller. Leip. 1793—96, 3
vols. 4to, .
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animal. He has also given a wood-cut of the Narwhal’s tooth,
with the skull (like our subject), which was known to him as the
popular Unicorn’s horn. (Sec Hieroz. i. p. 958.) The arguments
of these authors, too extensive for insertion here, though replete
with learning and ingenuity, are drawn only from books, and exhibit
a great want of practical acquaintance with Zoology ; as, for instance,
when Bochart states the horn of the Rhinoceros to be short and
depressed (depressissimum est), as a necessary consequence of its
sitnation and weight, 1t is evident that he had not seen the animal,
or, had he seen even a horn of the Rhinoceros, such as that in our
Museum (47 inches long in the bend, weighing 18}1bs., and measuring
at the base 19 inches in circumference), he would scarcely have made
the latter assertion. This error of the Rhinoceros’s horn not being
exalted (whilst it is remarkably so), bly to the Hebrew root of
the verb, pursues and confounds his whol e reasoning. His objection
also of the Rhinoceros not being an inhabitant of Arabia and Syria,
and therefore unknown to the Jews, applies equally to the Urus
and the Oryx, and though rare, it might be known to Job, who was
an Arabian, from his contiguity to Ethiopia,* where it inhabited ;
and to Moses during his residence at the court of Pharoah, where,
we are told, he became ¢ learned in all the wisdom of the Egyptians’
(Acts vii. 22). Balaam, who resided in Mesopotamia,+ might be
acquainted with the Rhinoceros of India. The subject, in regard to
David, is attended with more difficulty, and we can only suppose
the animal known to him by tradition.t Not so in regard to Isaiah,
who is*understood to have been well acquainted with Egypt, to-
wards which many of the prophesies are directed. On the whole,
the absence of the Rhinoceros from Judea, appears a stronger argu-
ment in its favour than against it in the present case, as a perfectly
well-known animal would not have occasioned the ambiguity-

The origin of the account of the Unicorn, is considered to be de-
rived from Ctesias,| a Greek physician, who was taken prisoner
by Artaxerxes, whilst accompanying the younger Cyrus, in the battle
of Cunaxa. During his residence at the court of Persia, he wrote
an account of Indian affairs, in which he recorded the Wild Ass§ of
India, as large, or larger than a horse, with 2 horn in the middle of
the forehead a cubit long ; body, pure white, &c. This was doubt-
less the Leucoryx Antelope. Aristotle is the next who speaks

-~

* This argument applies, I conceive, whether Job was the author of the
book or not, or whether the words of the text in question were the author’s,
or those of the Deity, by whom they are given as uttered, as they weuld
l:hardly have been addressed to Job, had he not understood the subject of

em.

+ Viz. at Pethor, a city or district of Padan-Aram, or Mesopotamia, on
the Euphrates. See Numb. xxii. 5.

$ The 92d Psalm is not David’s, but was composed, amongst others, during
the Babylonish Captivity, A. C. 539, and therefore nearer the country of
the Rhinoceros. £¢ Townshend’s Bible, Index I1II. It isthe true Uni-
eorn chapter. Vide in loco.

|| ¢ Primus fabulse architectus.” — Bochart.

§ That this is not the Onager of authors (ex oves exi0¢) which is the
common Ass in its wild state, is clear, from its size and horn.
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anterior hon (from 36 to 4% inches), and its direction on the nose
(nearly stni%forwml), justifies the name of Rems or exalted, as ap-
plied to the Rhinoceros. ~This species is phytivorous, and not gre-
garious; but going in pairs. Its skin is not welted, but smooth and
without hair, and of a dark drown colour, a curious coincidence with
the Color buxeus of Pliny and other authors, ex Agurth., which is not
suitable to the other two E‘e]eies, and which staggered Strabo, who
had seen the one-horned Rhinoceros.* The smallness of the brain
of all the® species of Rhinoceros, being in the fropaﬁion of only
1 to 54 of that of the Elephant, infers a want of intelligence, indj-
clting utter untameableness, which is further corrobarated by the
intelligent account of the keeper at Exeter *Change of the Rhi-
noceros Unicornis, lately in this country, of which three years’ con-
finement made no alteration in its habits. Nothing could controul
its rage in its fits of frenzy, and in its fury it drove its horn against
its object of attack, for which purpose it fell on its knees, to
enable the harn to bear on it. (This pushing property is an an-
swer to Parkhurst’s objection, taken from Bruce, to its suitable-
ness to the text in Deut., and corroborates the text; and how far
the description is suited to the passage in Job, will readily be per-
ceived ; in fact, there is no account on record, of a Rhinoceros ever
having been tamed.) During one of these fits the keeper nearly lost
his life, the horn passing between his legs and transfixing a board.
Quick in its motions, it eats voraciously (See the passage, Numb.
xxiv,), and without selection. From this account we learn also, that
this heast, though long represented as clothed in almost impenetrable
armour, has its skin only covered with small scales, of the thickness
of paper, with the appearance of tortoise shell, and at the edges of
these, the skin itself is exceedingly sensible either to thebite of a fly
or the lash of & whip. Seec Ph. Tr. ubi supra.

Finally, the Unicorn of profane authors has, I conceive, not been
without a prototype, which was the Oryx Antelope in its one-horned
state, a circumstance, seemingly, not uncommon, as there are so
many references to it. Pliny (lib. xi. c. 46.) after Aristatle, ex-

ressly calls it Oryx unicorne. The whole of the accounts of it are,
ll)lowever, apparently derived from Ctesias’s Indian Ass; and Mr.
Pennant has not gone far enough back, in attributing to either Aris-
totle, Pliny, or Alian any thing like original description (Sec Hist.
Quad. i. p. MO).—-Pliny’s escription of the Monoceros may,
however, he excepted, which may justly be called t::l}inal, asit ig
pure invention. We may eonclude this digression (tedious, I fear)
with the deduction that the Unicorn is not & fictitious animal, but
actually to be found in nature, though we must not look for it in
the Polar Sea, to which, however, we owe the present discussion.
—Ed.4

* He says,  Ejus quem nos vidimus color, non buxo, sed elephanti si.
milis erat.”—Ex Gesn. i. p. 844.

4 The above was written and in the press, when I was referred by a friend

to Dr. Harris’s Natural History of the Bible, lately published. I am
_glad to find no discrepancy in the arguments between us on the Unicorn,
and, indeed, a remarkable agreement, which may be considered an infe-
rence of their truth. I may notice, that he makes Balaam a priest of Mi-.
dian, and states Job to make frequent allusion to the subject, and seems
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'67." Jaws of Porroise (Delphinus Phocena, Lin.).
68. SkuLL of PoLaR, or WHITE Bear (Ursus maritimus, Lin.).

Notwithstanding Linnzus’s northern residence, he had never seen
the Polar Bear, when he published the 12th ed. of S. N. in 1766,
and therefore only conjectured, from its longer head and narrower
neck, that it might be a species distinct from the black Bear of the
forests. Vide Sys. Nat. p. 70.

69. Jaws of a cetaceous Animal?,

70. Ear of WHALE and section of ditto.

71. Six specimens of Plants from Melville Island.— Vide infra.

72. Three Pairs of Jaws of Shark (Squalus Carcharias.).

73. One tail of Do.

74. Bottle of young Alligators.

75. Hanging Nest of Bird.

76. Papilio Thoas.

77. Antediluvian Bones, from the Cave of Kirkdale, in Yorkshire,
viz.: —1 of Rhinoceros; 1 of Elk; 1 of Hy=na, with the
Teeth ; 4 fragments of Hyzna; 1 of Horse; 1 of Rat; 1
of ? and 1 Stalactite.

Through the intervention of R. Wilson, Esq. of Scarbrough, I
received these from Thomas Harrison, Esq. of Kirby Moorside,
whose son-in-law is the proprietor of the cave, and who in a letter
states, that “ such hasbeen the avidity of Geologists for the smallest
trifle emanating from this cavern, that it has been swept with
an incalculable expense and Herculean labour, so that evena soli-
tary Stalactite, Chert, or the Oolite itself, in lieu of ancient
remains, have been carried off and treasured up with no ordinary
care;” and, consequently, specimens of these bones of 4000 years
old, with which the cave, on its discovery, was strewed a foot
thick, are now only to be met with in private hands. This cave
was opened by some workmen in a quarry, in 1821. It is about
20 feet below the incumbent field, and its greatest length is about 200
feet. For particulars of this interesting modern discovery, sez Buck-
land’s Reliquz Diluviane, and id. in Phil. Tr. for 1822, vol. exii. p.
p. 171—236, pl. 15—26.

From Mr. George Gibsone, Newcastle.
78. Thirteen Species of Shells, see Allan Mus. Shells.
79. Sixteen Do.—Vide infra. .
From Rev. Robert Green, of Newcastle.
80. CommoN WiLp Goose (Anas Anser, Lin.).
. From Mr. Jokn Green, Jun. of Newcastle, Architect of the
New Building of the Lit. and Phil. Saciety.

Fourteen Birds from Van Dieman’s Land, brought by ship Mal-
vina, Capt. Cooper, in 1825.

not to be aware of the ancient authorities respecting the Oryx, nor of the
reasons why authors have adopted it. -





