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associating erroneously, however, the sea-urchins with the former. But again, in the

second part of his work, which appeared one year later than the first, discussing the

characteristics of the O8lrakodcrma, or Conchifera, and comparing them to the Enlonza,

or Insects, he mites the bivalve and univalve shells into one great division. In this

arrangement, Rondelet is already as far advanced as Lamarck, who separates the

Cephalopoda as a distinct class from the Conchifera. With reference to the Entoma,

or Insects, which he characterizes as animals having incisions above or below or on

both sides and no bony parts, he unites the Worms and the Annelids with a sal1

Crustacean, and associates also the Star-fishes and Holothuria3 with them, a combination

which even Oken has thought natural.

Among the other naturalists of the sixteenth and those of the seventeenth century,
there are a few more who deserve to be mentioned as contributors to the natural

history of the Acalephs. Matthioli, for instance, while commenting upon the plants
of Dioscorides,' introduces some remarks upon Acalephs and other Zotphytes of

which he gives wood-cuts. In part second of the same work, published in 1555,

there is a figure of a Beroid Medusa, in tL short paragraph "Do Cucumere marino,"

p. 131; and another of the "R'chara," p. 133. Wotton, also,2 speaking of ZoUphytes,
mentions the sea-lungs and sea-nettles; and, somewhat later, Aldrovandi,3 in his gigan
tic Cyclopedia of Natural History, published in fourteen large volumes, folio, partly

by himself and partly from his papers after his death, mentions also some of these

animals, without, however, adding any thing that would throw new light upon their

nature. The same may be said of the work of Jonston.4 It. would lead me too far

were I to attempt here to give ever so short an account of the rather indifferent

notices relating to Acalephs that are scattered in. the writings of the other natural

ists of this period. It may suffice to quote their works, and refer the reader to the

originals.6 One remark, however, applies to most of them, and characterizes the spirit
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