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r of this lominous and inftru@ive work, has,
own obfervations, and by a judicious feleétion of
r writers, amafled fuch a body of inform-
it _in fo perfpicuous a manner, that it muft
‘of every reader, whether his objeét be
hiftorical refearch. :
ner are, from the fabrication of our lan-
fent cultivated ftate, fo readily attainable,
ther a difgrace to want, than a merit to pof=
he diffufion of this attainment beyond the Ate
commercial men, refleéts a luftre on the prefent
tly tends to confirm our hope, that the Englith
urvive the ravages of time, and be looked up to
ons with the fame reverence that we now pay to
le&ts of antiquity.
will hardly appear impertinent to any reader
 under confideration : the fiyle is clear, fpi-
y, in the narrative part ; and, in the defcriptive,
rapture, and elevated without turgidity.
ens of the latter kind of excellence, we fhall
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I Tranfadtions: 1793 Partl. 8
e otherwife prefented than as probable in
g upon the credit and teftimony of the
they bear. : ' :

us, as reviewers, and as a part of that public to
hole is fubmitted, the papers come under two dif-
the former charalter, we are to report the
irious articles contained in the tranfations;
an equal right, at leaft, with all other
 examine and en?'uire into the materials of each,
our opinions, founded on the beft knowledge
ning the fatts, experiments, or other circum-
d, or the dofkrines advanced, This we fhall do
_but not with captioufnefs. Having once for
fed our general fentiments upon the {ubjedt, we
ey fo oo Talc
ST s Ty s
,ﬁ»“ Account of two, Rainbows, feen at the fame time, at
floke, Hants, Fune 9, 1792. By the Rev. Mr. Sturges.
d by William Hebetden, M. D. F, R. §. .
b LR O T P s
;!“" o rain-bows, which had each its fecondary bow,
other at their.loweft point, and were not concen-

1 "’.3:

th the primary bows were very vivid for a confidera-
~and at di.E'Zrent,tkimcs- nearly equally. f{o, but the
v was the more permanent, and was a larger fegment
e, From the circumftance of the two bows not ing
the reparter very reafonably prefumes that the lower .
from the fun itfelf, and .the higher from the re-
e fun in the fea, then perfely calm, betwéen the
it and the land. The reflected image being lower

1, ‘would of courfe produce a higher bow. The
bably right.

T

3 .D;ﬁnptmn of the double-horned Rhinaceros of Suma-
3y Mr. William Bell, Surgeon in the Service of the Euft

| -i.,'al B;nualm. Communicated by Sir Joleph
3 L t'l - Rn .

Gl ox
Womcd Rhinoceros, well known to the Ro-
who procured their animals of this kind from Africa,
by their coins,and by the epigram of Martial, where
bed gemine cornu, has been little examined, till late-
modern paturalifts, It has even proved, in one in-
fnare 10 a celebrated traveller, who is fufpected of

pied old reprefentations defigned from the fpecies with
F one



88  Philofophical franfaﬂiam: 1793. PartL

one horn, by way of reprefenting that with two, This isa
heavy accufation, but perhaps ftill capable of being difproved,
when the varieties of nature fhall have been more fully ex=
plored. It is certain, that all accounts, except that of the
traveller above-mentioned, confpire to defcribe the doubles
horned Rhinoceros as wholly deftitute of thofe ftrong folds,
and armour-like appearance of the [kin, which charaerize d!e_
fpecies with a fingle horn. Mr, Bell, indeed, here gives his
Iﬁinnc::ros a line or fold from the fhoulder to the legs, though
but faintly marked. He (ays alfo, that there were feveral other
folds and wrinkles on the body and legs ; but then, he adds_'
that ¢ that the whole gave rather the appearance of foftnefs,
which is direétly contrary to the appearance of the Afiatic
Rhinoceros. Yet, on the other hand, it may be faid, that this
animal was young, and his folds would certainly become more
flrong as his fkin became thicker, and the tubercles on_the
fkin more folid, As it was, howsver, Mr. Bell fays exprefsly,
that it ¢ had not that appearance of armour, which is obfer=

¢ vable in the ﬁnﬁ}e-horned Rhinoceros.’ As this was found in

Sumatra, where the other fpecies alfo is known, it feems poffible
there may be 3 half brced’: which may unite the properties of
both : nor can we fafely pronounce that the fame may not be
the cafe in particular parts of Africa. The Greeks alfo knew
the double-horned Rhinoceros: Paufanias fpeaks of them as
found' among the Arthiopians, &5, i vy cvulelnuors, i
’unupus, o7t aiai o7 axpe T pivi §s Exasw u’zj-, ni GAho h‘lp Nﬂ’ &
weys,—* each having one horn on the extremity of the nofe,
¢ and above that another, not large,’ :

Arrt. IIL.  Defeription of a Species of Chatodon, called, by the
Malays, Ecan bonna. "By Mr.William Bell, Surgeon in the
Service' of the Baft India Company, at Bencoolen, Commu-
micated Ly Sir Joleph Banks, Bart, P. R. §.

The moft extraordinary peculiarity in this fith appears to be
the tumours in its bones. Thefe, Mr. Bell fays, ¢in the firft
¢ fith I faw I fuppofed to be exoftofes arifing from difeafe ; but
¢ on diffeting a fecond, found the correfponding bones had ex-
¢ altly the fame tumours, and the filhermen informed me they
« were always found in this fith.” He adds, after fpeakin,
doubtfully of their ufe, ¢ thefe tumours are fpongy, and fo fo
“as to be eafily cut with a knife ; they were filled with oil.*
In the view'of the fkeleton they are diftinétly reprefented, and
have an extraordinary appearance. )
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