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UNICORN, REEM, RHINOCEROS.

Jos, Chapter xxxix. Verfe 9, &c.

Tranflation of No. XLVI. of MicHAEL1S’s “ Queftions propofed to the learned
Travellers in Arabia.”

“NOTWITHSTANDING fo many labours which truly learned men have
undertaken, fuch as Bockart, Ludolph, and Schultens, to explain the imﬁort of the
Hebrew word, REEM, or Raam, Emﬁ or or1] that import remains {till almoft
intirely concealed from us. The laft mentioned writer feems to be the only
oue who has taken the right road, for the difcovery of the truth. Without load-
ing the Hebrew language with a new animal, already well known to us, he
contents himfelf with reporting whatever he has been able to collett from the
Arabian writers relating to the word Reem. He confefles, however, for him-
felf, that after having confidered what he produces, the animal referred to con-
tinues equally unafcertained ; becaufe, no one of the writers has given a metho-
dical defcription of it, nor has mentioned thofe charaters, whereby it may be
diftinguithed from other horned creatures, and efpecially from our bulls, when
they are wild. What, however, feems to be certain 1s, that Golius has badly
tranflated the Arabic Reem by Doreas 5 and that the animal denoted by this term
belongs to the bull kind, with this difference, that it is abfolutely impoflible to
tame it.  We fee alfo, that the facred text fuppofes a great refemblance between
him and a bull, fince Job is afked, whether he would dare to entruft the Reem
with fuch or fuch labours, as were performed by bullocks. The travellers will
deliver us from all thefe doubts, and from our ignorance, by bringing a corre&
figure of the Reém, with a methodical and circumftantial defcription. I beg
them not to forget the manners, the fwiftnefs, and natural ferocity of this ani-
mal 5 and to compare it carefully with the paffage Job xxxix. 9, &c.”

The following is Mr. ScoTt’s noté on the palfage of Job, where the Reem is
particularly deferibed. :

“ The unicorn) the wild bull. The Hebrew name is Reem, which appears
from the allufions to it in Scripture to be a creature of great ftrength, with high
and terrible horns, and of the beeve kind. Numb. xxiii. 22. xxiv. 8. Dewut. xxxiii.
17. Ffal. xxii, 13, 22, xxix. 6. xcii. V1. Jfajah xxxiv. 6,7. It cannot therefore
be the wnicorn, which is a fith in the North feas. The land unicorn is a meer
fiction.  Neither can it be the Rhimoceros, which hath but one horn, and that a
very fhort one placed juft over the nofe.  We learn from Dr. Parfons, in the
Plulofophical Tranfoiions for the year 1743, that there is in Africa a fpecies of
rhinoceros that hath always a double horn upon the nofe. The Doéor produced

Jos, Chapter xxxix. to






RHINOCEROS.

Plate I



to the members of the Royal Society a double horn of this creature, brought
from the Cape of Good Hope. But neither Job nor the writer of the poem can
be fuppofed to have heard of fuch an animal; nor will this circumftance of a -
double horn intitle it to the defcription of the Reem. Neither is it the Arabran
Reem, which is a fpecies of roe and a weak timid animal. It is moft probably
the wild bull, bred in the Syrian and Arabian deferts; which anfwers perfeétly
well to the charaters of the Scripture Reem. The Arab poets are very copious
in their defcriptions of the hunting of this animal, and borrow many images
from its beauty, {wiftnefs, ftrength, and the loftinefs of its horns. They repre-
fent it a very fierce and untameable beaft, white on the back, with large fhining
eyes. The reader however ought to be informed, that one of the Arabian poets
joins it with the rees ; perhaps becaule they are both wild creatures. Damir, their
great naturalift, in the chapter which he intitles Of the wild bull, defcribes no
other than a wi/d fag. But fo Cefar {peaking of the Urws, of the black foreft
in Germany, calls it bos cervi figura, a beeve fhajied like a flag. Schultens in fac.
Hieros. p. 1. 965, 966. Clodius in his Lex. Se/eél. fays, that the Reem occurs
nine times in the Hebrew bible; and that its name is derived from o™ altum effe,
on account of the tallnefs of its ftature or the loftinefs of its horns. The Reems
are in effect called wi'd iils by the Plalmift,. Pfa/m xxii. For thofe whom he
{Yiles dulls of Baflan, i. e. of the mountains of Bathan, ver. 13. he calls Reems,
ver, 21, as though they were {vnonimous terms. In fhort the Reem muft be
fuppofed to be of the becve kind; fince it is reprefented in our author’s defcription
as qualified by its make and ftrength for the bufinefs of agriculture like the
tame ox.”

“ or abide by thy crib ?] The original may be rendered, or will he Jie all night on
thy threfhing floor 2 1. e. to guard it. Mr. Merrick has made it appear probable,
that bulls were in the earlicit ages emploved, as dogs, to guard fields. Oxen are
actually put to this ufe by the Hottentots."”

Mr. ParknrursT has alfo taken this {ide of the queftion; and he thus ex-
prefles his opinion,

“ As a noun o1 and (P xcii. 11.) @8, plur. oy, the name of an Zorned
animal, Deut, xxxin, 17. Pf. xcii. 11; remarkable for his grengrﬁ, Numb. xxiii.
32; and of the deeve kind, with which he is mentioned, Deut. xxxiii. 17. Pfal.
xxix. 6. Ma. xxxiv. 7. In fhort, the name feems to denote the wi/d bull, fo
called from his Aeight and fize, in comparifon with the tame. The above cited
are all the paffages wherein this noun occurs; and the LXX. conftantly render it
pwoxspesy the umicorn, except in Ifa. xxxiv. 7, where they have ad, /e big, or
mighty omes. But that it cannot poffibly mean an wnicorn (if indeed there ever
exifted fuch an animal as that is ufually defcribed to be), it 1s evident from Deut,
xxxiil. 17. where it is faid of Jofeph, y3W, Ais horns (are) 9 the horns of a
ONY, O with them he flall pufk the people (to) the ends of the earth, ©M, and
thefe (rawve harns namely, are) the ten thoufands of Ephraim, and the thoufands of
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Manaffeh, i. e. the two tribes which fprang from Jofeph. The Vulg. in Pfal.
xxix. 6. xci. 11. Ifa. xxxiv. 7. renders it after the LXX. by #nicornis, but in
Num. xxiii. 22. Deut. xxxiv. 17. by rhimocerotis, the rhinoceros. Several
learned men, and among the reft, Scleuchzer, embrace this latter interpretation.
But firft, though it is certain that fome rhmocerofes have (See Shaw's Travels,
p. 430, note 1; Buffon, tom. ix. p. 334.) fzwo herns, yet many of them have
but one, and this being placed on the nofe, and bended back towards the fore-
head, is not formed for sufking (M) but for ripping up the trunks or bodies’of
the more foft and {ucculent trees, and reducing them into a kind of laths, which
conftitute a part of the animal’s food. (See Bruce's Travels, Vol. V. p. 91.)

It is inconfiftent therefore with the import of Deut. xxxiii. 17. to explain N9
by the rhinoceros. 2dly. Notwithftanding the remarks of Schenc/izer, Numb,
xxiil. 22. there feems no fufficient reafon to think that the risnsceros, which is
a native (See Buffon’s Hift. Nat. tom. viii. p. 135. tom. ix. p. 339, 340.) only of
the fouthern regions of Afia and Africa, was fo much as known to the Ifraclites
in the days of Mofes, or even of David. _

I apprehend with the learned Bockart, and others, that ©™, which occurs
Job xxxix. 9, 10, and plur. o9, Pf. xxii. 22, denote the fame kind of animal as
oxv; and indeed in the Pfalms, more than thirty of Dr. Kennicott's codices read
owox. The defeription of Job reprefents the o™ to be a very ftrong, fierce, and
untameable creature, and implies him to be of the feeve kind (See Scott's notes);
and the o7 in Pfal. xxii. 22. dre mentioned as having Aoras, and correfpond to
the Julls and firong bulls of Bafthan, ver. 3. And fince the orthography of thefe
words 0™ and o9 fhews them moft properly to belong to ©7 or o™, they may
ferve to confirm the relation between that root and o¥" above noted.”

The reader is now in poffeffion of the ftrongeft arguments and faéts known in
favour of their {yftem when thefe gentlemen wrote.  Since that time Dr. ANDER-
soN has defcribed in his Recreations in Agriculture, a much larger creature of the
beeve kind, than had been fuppofed to exift, which he calls the Araee. As the
Dr's information is derived from the reports of a veffel which picked up a float-
ing carcafe of this immen{e animal in an inundation of the Ganges, the habits,
or nature of the creature remain unknown ; his fize, and figure only could be
determined ; and it is faid his height was 12 to 14 feet, and his other dimenfions
anfwerable to fo great a height,

Is it poffible that the forefts of the Eaft thould contain a creature of this pro-
digious %ulk, which though obfcurely, and but lately, known to us, was well
known in the days of Job, and formed an objeét of comparifon, and of poetical
defcription, among Arabian writers? Is he, or was he, extant in Perfia, for in-
ftance, fo that the writer of the book of Job depiéts one animal whofe refidence
was to the weft of him, (the leviathan, or crocodile) and another whofe refi-
dence was eaft of him ! (the Arnec).

I have



I have thought it was but fair to mention the poffibility of this reference, be-
fore 1 proceed to confider fome hints in the foregoing extraéls; and to fubmit
the arguments on the other fide of this inquiry.

I obferve, that the Arabian defcription of an antelope, or a deer, can never
apply to the reem of Holy writ: but if the reem of the beeve kind was really
known to the Arabian writers, how happens it, that all their defcriptions of this
terrific animal terminate in a gazelle, or a ftag?

Obferve alfo, that though the fea unicorn cannot poffibly be the reem of Job,
yet it does not follow, that the land unicorn is a fable: we have in BArRrRow’s
Travels in Southern Africa, page 313, a partial delineation of him, and prefump-
tive evidence of his exiftence, [as a gazelle, not a bull.]

Obferve, that though what animals are extant in fouthern Africa only, may
fafely be confidered as unknown to Job; yet proofs of their reftriction to thofe
countries muft be produced, before we can admit the impoffibility, or improba-
bility, of his being informed of them, from fome other part of the world.

This militates effectually againft the obfervations of Nlr. ParknursT, that
the double-horned rhinoceros was known oNLY in the fouthern regions of Afia
and Africa, fince certainly he was known to the Romans, who never penetrated
to thofe fouthern regions ; and we have the teftimony of Mr. Bruck that he in-
habits the forefts of Ethiopia, in the north of Africa, from whence he might
eafily be known, and well known too, in Egypt, and from Egypt, in Arabia.

We are fure that the Romans had great commerce with Africa, and received
from thence many cargoes of wild beafls: among them was the rhinoceros with
Two horns; this, I fay, we fuppofe they received from Africa, for to fuppofe
they received it from Afia, would infer the probability of its bein:g {till better
known in Arabia, and, by confequence, to Job, than it is fair, at prefent, to infer.

The mention of the pousLE HORNED rhinoceros being known at Rome,

leads to a reflection on the hyper-criticifm of Bockart, who would vary a line of
Martial, Spec. Epig. lib. iv. No. 82.

Namgue gravem gemino corntt fic extulit urfiom,
Jactat ut impofitas taurus in afira pilas.

in which the poet fays, “ the rhinoceros toffed up a heavy bear with his double
horn™ ; to
Namgue gravi geminum cornd fic extulit urum.

“ the rhinoceros tofled up two wild bulls with his ftrong horn™ : this emendation
mifled both Mr. Maittaire, and Dr. Mead, for a time.

Befide this teftimony of Martial, we have the Domitian medal, in which the
figure of the rhinoceros has 7we /orns on the nofe, very plain: and the decifive
authority of Paufanias, who fays he saw it at Rome. * I faw alfo the Ezkio-
pian BurLr, which is alfo called risnoceros, becaufe a horn projeéts from the end
of his nofe, and a little ABOVE it, another [xay arre vrep avro v urya] mot large ; but
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it has none on its head.” | This defcription is corret; which T notice, becaufe
Mr. TavrLor in his tranflation of Pax/anias has made his author fay, % a horn
projefts from the extremity of its mofri/, and another fmall one uNDER it,”
which is contrary, as well to probability, as to nature.]

Thefe authorities demonftrate that the dowble hormed rhinoceros was known
anciently in Rome, and if in Rome, why not in Egvpt? fince he is extant in
Ethiopia; and if in Egypt, why not to the writer of the book of Job? fince this
is clearly the African {pecies.

We are now prepared to confider what anfwers may be given to the objeétions
of Mr. PARKHURST, &c. as 1. that the rhinoceros ftands conneétedly diftin-
guithed from the beeve kind in Sacred Scripture. Anfwer, he might even be
reckoned by the Arabians, &c. in the days of Job, among the beeve kind, fince
Paufanias, who was many centuries later calls him * Ethsgpian BurL, [ravsss ves
7 Aliemis] or “ bul/ of Ethiopia,” as if he was known in Ethiopia by the name
of a dull: but this name would not alter his charaéter, or his form; the creature
though called a bull, and ranged among the beeve kind, might neverthelefs be
the rhinoceros. _ :

2. The ftrongeft argument of Mr. Parkhurft, is, that the rhinoceros does not
Jufh with his horns, as the reem is faid to do, but rips up boughs of trees, &c.
mto laths. In anfwer, it may be queried, whether the import of the Hebrew
word zegur, on which Mr. P’s argument is founded, is not fairly and correétly
exprefled by the exsulit of Martial; for negur properly fignifies to drive forward,
to propel, and fome have rendered it by to fo/5 up, to elevate; and extulit figni-
fies to take up ; but then we may fuppofe the rhinoceros did not carry the bear
on his horns, but endeavoured to jer# him as high as he well could, while coun-
teracted by the refiftance and ftruggles of his antagonift. Now, this is precifely
what a bull would have done ; no bull—a wild bull, efpecially, would, ftri¢tl
fl’“klﬂg, fufl his enemy, (which enemy is not underftood to be a fellow bull,
but of another kind) but he would endeavour to thruft his horn into the body of
his adve riary, and would endeavour to throw him over his back; fo far there is
a refemblance in the ation of thefe creatures: yet there muft be a difference;
for Jacob fays, with thefe 7o horns, afting at the fame inftant, as I underftand
ity thall he puth—this Martial informs us was ftri@ly true of the double horned
rhinoceros, who, taking the bear on both his horns, threw him up; but whe-
ther 2 Hull would throw with both horns at the fame inftant, I proteft I do not
certainly know ; but from the divergence of his horns, I fuppoig he would not,
atleaft he would not in regard to fuch little balls as Martial fuppofes his bull
might throw; for the poet {cems to fay, *“ The rhinoceros having raifed the bear
on his horns, or got him fairly on his two horns (extulit) threw him up, as
cafily as a bull would throw up little balls placed on his head.” So that, I think
Upon the yhole, the action of the rhinoceros as defcribed by this ancient writer,
Wiy ftand as a comment on the altion which Jacob attributes to his recm.

3. As



3. As to the domeftic labours, &c. mentioned by way of antiphrafis, as not
to be entruftzd to the reem, they fuit the rhinoceros quite as well as the wrus;
fince the rhinoceros when of full age, is perhaps as untameable and untra&nble,
asany creature living, “ In Bengal, Siam, and other fouthern parts of India,
w{:crc the rhinoceros is perhaps, ftill more common than in Ethiopia, and
where the natives are accuftomed to tame elephants, he is regarded as an irre-
«claimable animal, of which no domeftic ufe can be made.” Buffon’s note, ars.
Rhinoceros.

Let us now attend to modern information in relation to the rhinoceros. The
firft correét intelligence we had of this creature, was from Dr. Parfons, in Phil.
Tranf, Vol. XLII. p- 523. who gave drawmgs, &c. of a voung one, fuppofed

- to be only two years old : with this paper he gives the delincations of a double
horn, then in Sir Hans Sloane’s Colle¢tion. The Dr. refumed the fubjet in
Vol. Ivi. p. 32. on occalion of a double horn, then recently received by Dr.
Mead. Mr. Bruce mentions the animal as found in Abyffinia ; and Dr. Sparr.
man mentions him in fouth Africa. We find him alfo m the Faﬂ Indies ; and
have a defcription and delineation of him, in Phil. Tranf. Vol. LXXXIIL p. s.
by Mr. Bell, Surgeon to the Eaft India Company. 1 omit Buffon and other
naturalifts, who give figures of the fingle hormed rhinoceros only ; but I cannot
help wifhing that men of learning and talents, would exercife tow ard each other
that llbcrahty to which they are refpeétively intitled : when I read the reflections
of Sparrman on Buffon, or thofe of Bruce on Sparrman, 1 am athamed of read-
ing what thofe authors fhould have been athamied of writing :—becaufe ani-
mals differ in different countries, therefore their deferibers are not worthy of cre-
dit,!! &c. &c. To me it appears that the north African fpecies of folding-fkin
rhinoceros has ufually a fingle horn; but, that in this country fome are found
with two horns; then, I obferve the rhmoccros of Bencoolen (Eaft India) has
much lefs of thofe folding fkins, but has two horns; then, that the fouth Afri-
can rhinoceros has no folding fkins, vet has two horns. Now, in this gradual
diminution and d:iappcarancc of the folding fkin, what is there contrary to na
ture ? It is true, this may diftinguith different fpecies ;—but if fo, why thould na-
turalifts blame each other? W h\ not accept each other’s information with gra-
titude ? If nature has this xanctt where 1s the crime of reporting it ?

RHINOCEROS, REEM, UNICORN. Puare L

The upper figure thews the Urus, or wild bull, of the forefts of Poland. This
animal is of great force and magnitude, and of long life. ¢ It grows to a fize,
that fcarce any other animal but the elephant is found to equal. The female
excecds the largeft of our bulls in fize.”” [t is very wild, wrritable, and violent;
but whether any of the beeve kind may be truly faid to be untameable, may, I
think, be doubted, fince this kind feems to be peculiarly defigned by Providence,
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"as the companion of man, in all his ftates of civilization; and in all parts of the
world.

The under figure thews the RunrNoceros, of the ordinary, or at leaft, the
beft known, fpecies, having but one horn. The contradiction is equally great in
the LXX. whether they defigned to defcribe a bull, having two horns, by the
name of monocercs, i. e. one-horned; or whether they defigned the double horned
rhinoceros : but, when we confider that a wild bull having only one horn, would
be contrary to the nature of the beeve kind, and indeed would be a monfter;
whereas a wnmicorn, or fingle horned rhinoceros, would fuit fome paffages of
Scripture, and be perfetly well known to their readers ; while another fpecies of
rhinoceros having two horns, would fuit other paflages of Scripture, whgre a
fimilar animal was meant, and this alfo was not unknown to their readers; we
cannot but approve of the choice they made in preferring the rhinoceros to the
urus, as the proper animal meant by the Hebrew Reem; we confider alfo this
choice, and this opinion, of the Egvptian tranflators, who certainly knew the
animal moft likely to be meant by the facred poet, as no defpicable authority on
this fide of the queftion.

Prate Il. DovusLE IHorN oF THE RHINOCEROS..

. The pousLE Jorn of this creature, being that part of his figure which has
been moft called in queftion, and which ftands moft in nced of authoritigs, we
have colleéted on this Plate feveral delineations of this particular article.

Fig. 1. This is a copy of the Domitian medal, in which the double horn of
this creature is diftinély apparent ; it is faid to be apparent alfo on the Preneftine
pavement, made in the time, and perhaps by the order, of Sylla the diftator..

2. The head of the double horned rhinoceros, from Mr. Bruce; who tells.
us, that this fpecies in Abyflinia differs little, or nothing, in any other refped
from the fingle-horned kind. Mr. BrRucke’s figure is a clofe refemblance to:
Burron's; for which this obfervation may account.

8. The head of the double horned rhinoceros from Mr. BELL's account, in
the Philofophical Tranfactions. This figure differs effentially from Buffon's and
M‘l‘- Bruce’s ; in nothing more than in the almoft total abfence of the folding:
fkins: but we have copied the head only. )

No. 4, Is a double horned rhinoceros, in which the folding fkins are by no-
means obliterated, though they are very much diminifhed from thofe of Mr..
Bruce.  This is from Harris’s Voyages, Vol. L. p. 465. He ranks it as an Eaft
Indian kind; though he quotes Kofben, who was among the firft who men-
tioned the double horned {pecies, as native of South Africa. We have given this.
figure at £y length, becaufe, by comparing it with the fecond figure in the for-
mer Plate, the diminution of the folding fkin is very difcernible.. The figure-
agrees {ufficiently with that given by Mr. Bell; which is yet confiderably
fmoother,, and has, in fact, very flight traces, that any folding fkin appertains:
o the gexus ; of which charadteriftic appearance it would never have raifed any
f“fPWWﬂ, had this {pecies only been known..

- No..



No. 5. Double horn delineated by Dr. Parfons, from Sir Hans Sloane’s Col-
lection,  « Whether they croffed each other on the animal, is uncertain. It is
motft likely they did not, but that by drying they were croffed by the corrugations
of the fkin that joins them together. However, I have drawn them as they ap-
peared to me.  The ftrait horn is TweNTY FIVE inches long; the curved one
fomewhat fhorter, and the two diameters of the bafes THIRTEEN inches.” From
this account both horns appear to be nearly equal in ftrength, power, magni-
tude, &c. The Dr. mentions a horn in Sir Hans's colletion THIRTY-6EVEN
inches long—above three feet! another #hirty-two inches long : and Buffon men-
tions one three feet eight inches in length: what formidable weapons are thefe!
equal in length to the horns of bulls!

No. 6. Horn delineated by Dr. Parfons from Dr. Mead’s Colleétion. “ The
length of the anterior horn,—meafuring with a ftring along the convex fore part,
1s twenty inches 5 perpendicular height esghreen : - circumference at the bafe tawenty-
one and a half. The pofterior horn is in perpendicular height mine inches and a
guarter ; circumference round the bafe eighteen inches ; length of both bafes to-
gether on the nafal bones fourteen inches ; and the weight of both together four-
teen pounds fen ounces.”  Brought from Angola, in Africa.

No. 7. A double horn from Buffon, the tips not perfe@, but the union at bot-
tom very compact.

No. 8. The fkull of a double horned rhinoceros; fhewing the conne&ion of
the horns with the o5 frontis, from Mr. Bell's figure in the Philofophical Tranf-
actions, Vol. LXXXIII. ¢ Both horns were f;srmly attached to the fkull, nor
was there any appearance of joint, or mufcles to move them.”

No. 9. The fgure of one of thofe horns which are worn in Abyflinia by the
foldiery, n triumph after a vi€tory. If there be any probability in the idea that
when the horn is mentioned in Scripture, it may allude to the wearing of fuch.a
token of exultation, or, indecd, on merely common ideas, without fuch a refe-
rence, is it more likely the allufion thould be to the Two horns of a bull, which
proje¢t one on each fide of the head, or to a fingle horn erect in the middle
of the forehead ? If the Pfalmift had faid, my Jorns, plural, fhalt thou frojed
fideways, the phrafe might have alluded to a bull: but, when he fays, my jorn,
fingular, fhalt thou exalt, or caufe to ftand ereét, we muft feek fome other ani-
mal as the {ubjeét of comparifon : becaufea bull, and the whole beeve kind is out
of the queftion, as their horns do not fand erec?, norare, in that fenfe, exalted.

The feries of double horns here offered deferves notice, as indicating feveral
varieties: in No. 7. they are ftrongly united : in No. 6. they are pretty clofely
united at bottom, but not quite: in No. 5. they are fomewhat wider afunder;
and in No. 8. the diftance between them is confiderable.

N: B. This inquiry has proceeded on the principle that the Reem, or Rim,
and the Raan, are the fame animal, though the name be differently fpelt: but
~—does one denote the wnicorais, the other the bicornis 2 or arc they different
animals?
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